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Singlet superconductivity in spin-polarized subbands, induced by interband pairing interaction, is inves-
tigated. A Suhl-type mean-field Hamiltonian is used. The necessary attractive coupling can induce pairing
correlations also for the vanishing subbands mismatch shift. The behaviour of superconducting charac-
teristics over the system parameters space is calculated and illustrated. Varying of the pairing strength

displays also global phases with inclined metastable superconducting or normal states. First order phase
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transitions can be expected.
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1. Introduction

Superconductivity and ferromagnetism have been regarded as
competing orderings during a considerable time. Singlet Cooper
pairs are expected to be destroyed by the opposite action of the
magnetic field on spin partners. The superconductivity can persist
in the fields which do not exceed the upper critical field of the
material. Generally the negative conclusion about the coexistence
of the (singlet) superconductivity and ferromagnetism has been
drawn basing on highly simplified models and restricted material
science knowledge.

The whole problem of superconductivity vs. ferromagnetism
has afresh appeared with the discovery of novel superconductors
of complex structure [1]. As particular examples heavy fermion
compounds [2], borocarbides [3] and iron arsenides [4] can be
mentioned. Often magnetic and superconducting electrons belong
to different subsystems of the material. It has been shown that an
inhomogenous triplet superconducting order can appear in the
field of magnetic impurities [5,6]. The triplet pairing is expected
to be more stable against the magnetic field action and has been
widely investigated in various connections [7-10]. The antiferro-
magnetic ordering borders the superconductivity or even is coexis-
ting with the superconductivity in a number of cases. Complex
systems which show both the superconducting and the magnetic
ordering possess correspondingly abundant electronic spectra
and one enters naturally [7] the area of the multiband supercon-
ductivity [11,12].
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In the presence of a ferromagnetic field the Fermi surfaces for
opposite spin directions do not coincide. There have been
numerous approaches to investigate the singlet superconductiv-
ity under such circumstances [13-18]. The stability of the found
phases with pairing remains elusive in a number of cases. In
[17,18] the singlet pairing of two electrons mediated by localized
(impurity) spins has been investigated. In this case an attractive
interaction on the whole Fermi sea can presumably induce the s-
wave superconductivity.

In the present communication, by using a model related to
[17], the behaviour of singlet superconducting characteristics
with varying pairing conditions is investigated and illustrated.
Two spin-polarized subbands of a common origin, shifted on
the energy scale by a magnetic action (impurities, other struc-
tural elements of the sample, etc.), are proposed to be coupled
by an interband pairing interaction. In the presence of the appro-
priate attractive coupling leading to the formation of pairs of
interband constitution the singlet superconductivity (under obvi-
ous conditions) becomes possible. This conclusion holds also for
the absence of the spin polarization and the background of the
Suhl-type interaction constant becomes important. On the route
of the system from the normal to the superconducting state with
improved pairing conditions the inclined metastable orderings of
the opposite nature become possible with expected first order
phase transitions.

2. The model Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian of a two-band superconductor with the inter-
band pairing channel H; can be written in the form

H=H, +H,, (1)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physc.2010.12.014
mailto:kolja@fi.tartu.ee
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physc.2010.12.014
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/09214534
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/physc

N. Kristoffel, K. Veende / Physica C 471 (2011) 188-192 189

where
Ho = Z Elkamsalks + Z 62k ks Doks (2)
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The electron band energies €, , in (2) are counted from the chem-
ical potential (u). Usual designations are used. The interband pairing
interaction is characterized by the constant W and it creates singlet
pairs formed from the particles of different subbands. Further, a sys-
tem with spin-polarized subbands with shifted band energies will
be considered. Consequently, we attribute the electronic a-opera-
tors to the spin-up subband and the b-operators to the spin-down
subband. The interaction operator H; obeys the Suhl [17] form

H; = Z W E E a*bf,;bfgag. (4)

In the mean-field approximation one introduces the supercon-
ducting gap parameters

Z Wik Eaiby),
Z W(k,&)(b_ap), (5)

and (4) is simplified to

Hi=Y" [A1(E)
i

In what follows we describe the spin- polarlzatlon in the sim-
plest way as the rigid shift of the band energies 5,{T = ea(k) +u
and 51?1 = eb(k) + p by d in favour of the spin-up (a) band

kr —dJery (7)

b pa;+ AZ(E)a,;bjE] . (6)

For simplicity we will use a momentum-independent pairing
interaction constant W. The sign and correspondingly the physical
origin of this interaction will be of significance. In comparable ap-
proaches [13-18] one does not specify the nature of W (4-fermion
attraction; unspecified electron-electron attraction; pair coupling
strength, etc.). In the case of charge-driven interaction a Cou-
lomb-type integral corresponds to the operator form (4). In multi-
band approaches with the pairs formed from the same band
particles the analogon of W is of an exchange (pair-transfer) type,
and its sign is free for the creation of pairing [19].

3. The Green'’s functions and the necessary averages

The problem with the interaction (5) is exactly solvable - the
chains of the equations for the two-time Green’s functions [20]
are automatically broken. The Fourier-transforms of the functions
defined on the operators shown in the brackets read

1
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Glag:ap) = o (E — €087 (B),
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Glb:bg) = 5 (E — €0 (B)

Gla_;by) = l AZA,jl (), (10)
Glbg:by) = 1 o (E+ €8, (B),

Gla' ;b)) = 7217[41]3,; (E). (11)

For the resonance denominators in the Green’'s functions the
abbreviations

A(E) = (E — Ea(+))(E — Ea(-)),
B(E) = (E — Es(+))(E — Es(-)), (12)

are used where the quasiparticle excitation energies equal

1
Epi(+) =5 (d£Dy),
1
Eg(F) = —5(dFDp). (13)
Here
1/2
D; = [(€g+ )" +44142] (14)

The necessary statistical averages follow from the calculated
Green’s functions by the analytic continuation [20] as

(agaz) = D™ [(Ea(+) + €)F(—Ea(+)) — (Ea(=) + €p)F(—Ea(-))],
(afax) = D™'[(Ea(+) + €)F(Ea(+)) — (Ea(=) + €)F(Ea(-))],  (15)
(beb) = D" [(Ea(+) — €0)F(Ea(+)) — (Ea(~) + €a)F(Ea(=))],

{bebr) = D™ [(Ea(+) — €0)F(—Ea(+)) — (Ea(~) — €a)F(=Ea(=))]. (16)

The anomalous averages characterizing the presence of super-
conducting correlations are of the form

(agb’y) = 4D [F(Ea(+)) — F(Ea(-))),

(b*ap) = 4D [F(=Ea(+)) — F(—Ea(-))], (17)
(

(

) D~
axb™) = 4,07 [F(=Ea(+)) — F(—Ea(-))],
) =AD" )

b’yax) = 4207 [F(Ea(+)) — F(Ea(-))]- (18)
The Fermi distribution function is designated by (© = k,T)
F(x)=[e5 + 17" (19)

4. Superconducting characteristics

According to (5), (17) and (18) the system determining the
superconducting gap parameters is of the form

Aip = Al,zszﬁl [F(E () — F(Eg(—))]- (20)
k

The solutions 47, =0 of (20) correspond to the normal phase.
The remaining equation (47, # 0).

1=W3 D' F(Ey(+)) — F(Eg(-))] 21)
k

allows one to find only the composite quantity 6% = 44,45, i.e. the
A2, as expected from (5). In general this equation determines the
nonequilibrium gap parameter as a measure of pairing correlations
strength between the particles on the two Fermi surfaces. By substi-
tuting 4 = 0 into (21) one reaches to the equation for the supercon-
ducting transition temperature (T,).

Because E4(+) > 0 and E4(—) < 0 one can see that Eq. (21) can be
fulfilled only in the case of a negative W < 0, i.e. an attractive pair-
ing coupling between the spin subbands. The renormalized band
populations sum up to (6,; =€+ €p)

tanh k+d+tanh k d‘ (22)

+ —
(b by} = 2D~ 40 40

<agaE) +
This expression is transformed into the sum F(€,/®) + F(€p/®©)
for the normal phase.
We are investigating the superconducting properties of the
present model by using constant (2D) densities of states p = pgp
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