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Based on the degeneracy of the d,x and dy, orbitals in
SrRuO 4 it is argued that the C ooper pairs condense in or—
bital singlets. Together w ith the spin-triplet wave fiinctions
the realspace wave finction then is sym m etric. C onsidering
interaction e ects the order param eter is found to have A 14
symm etry consistent w ith a num ber of experim ental observa-—
tions. T he sensitivity of the m aterial on non-m agnetic in pu—
rities follow s In a straightforward m anner from the orbital-
singlet con guration.

W ith the discovery of the high tem perature supercon—
ductors a whole class of transition m etal oxidesbecam e a
focalpoint n condensed m atter research. T hese m ateri-
als exhibit m any unconventional properties w hose inter—
pretation has so far generally proved controversial. An
exam ple that attracted a ot ofattention is SpbRuO 4. Its
nom al state properties are Fermm i liquid like in the tem —
perature range Tc < T < 30K EJ,'@:] but below T, 135
K the m aterdal is an unconventional superconductor B]
since a num ber of experin ental probes [_4{::6] show that
the paired electrons carry am agneticm om ent. In spite of
the large Interest that the superconductivity in S,RuO 4
has attracted an unam biguous understanding ofthe elec—
tronic correlations has not yet evolved.

R ice and Sigrist Ej] proposed that the superconducting
order param eter has p-wave sym m etry prom oted by fer—
rom agnetic correlations by analogy w ith *He. This idea
is supported by experim ents that show that the static
m agnetic properties of SR U0 4 are the sam e in the nor-
m aland the superconducting phase 54 ,-6' H ow ever, there
is no conclusive experim ental proof [8 {:LG] for the p-wave
symm etry of the superconducting order param eter and
no indications of ferrom agnetic correlations have been
und either in neutron scattering investigations ELZL:] or
other approaches [13{14]. ~

Furthem ore, the speci c heat, [15] nuc]earquadrupo]e
resonance WQR) E], and them al conductivity th] are
consistent w ith two-din ensional gapless uctuations in
the superconducting phase ofSrnRu0 4, which are incom —
patible w ith the analogy to super uid®He. O ne possible
scenario is the existence of line nodes sim ilar to those
n the superconducting cuprates t_l-]'] Since vertical line
nodes have been ruled out by them al conductivity m ea—
surem ents ig:i@] horizontal Iine nodes in the subsystem
of the d,, and d,, electrons have been proposed {_l-é]
O ne weakness of the latter picture is that i requires the

ne tuning of various interaction st:rengﬂqs:_fl_'e], while no

double gap structures have been observed In A ndreev re—
ection spectroscopy data :_[B]

In this letter i is shown how the degeneracy of the
Ru?" d,x and d,, orbitals allows for a straightforward
description of the unconventional superconductivity in
Sr,Ru0 4 that is consistent w ith the experin ental obser-
vations. T he possbility ofm ixed orbital pairing leading
to S = 1 spin-triplet C ooper pairs through Hund'’s rule
coupling hasbeen raised In plicitly by B askaran 1_2(_'.')] The
\active" d,x and d, orbitals drive the superconducting
Instability because they have the lJarger Interplane elec—
tronic overlap 12]1] T his is supported by the reoently n -
plied increase of T, upon uniaxialpressure [_22 along the
crystallographic ¢ axis since the interplane coupling is
Increased. Such pairing is um klapp scattering enhanced
by the body centered tetragonal lattice R3].

T he results of the approach can be sum m arized as fol-
Iows. The Cooper pairs form orbital singlets allow ing
for an even pariy realspace wavefinction in spite ofthe
soin-triplet con guration. Taking into account the rel-
atively strong interaction e ects in the system i3] this
allow s for an aln ost hom ogeneous gap function, consis—
tent w Jth the experin ental observations [8’{:_1(_),_24] Any
the d;x and d, oﬂgjfa-]s- and thus acts as a pair breaker
In strict analogy to m agnetic In purities in a soin-singlet
superconductor Q-j] T he quadratic tem perature depen—
dence of the speci c heat :_ﬂ_E] ollows from  uctuations
of the intemal degrees of freedom of the order param e-
ter [2-3’ O n the other hand, the pair correlations for the
dyy electrons are induced by the Jnterband proxim iy ef-
fect. Since thise ect isusually strong, [18] a single gap is
assum ed ]eadgng to consistency with Andreev re ection
experim ents 1.

In the subspace of the degenerate d,x and d,, orbitals
the possble order param eters can be classi ed in stan—
dard notation l28 ] as orbitalsinglet spin-triplet com po—
nents
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FIG . 1.

P roduct of the an-—
gular com ponents dyx (r=r)dy. (r=r) = dzx k=k)dy. (k=k) in
the r'ealor Fourder space projction of the pair wave fiunction
Eqg. d).

In the presence of Hund’s rule ocoupling the spin—
triplet states are energetically favored over the spin—
singlet states and thus form the ground state of the
C ooper pair condensate. Possbl e ects from spin-orbit

coupling 01 v f_Z-gl] are over-com pensated by the
lrger Hund’s rule coupling Jy 02 04 eV [30] since
< 3y P31

Follow ing Eq. ('_]:) the condensate wavefunction j °i=
Pts; Y9i can be factorized into spatial, spih—triplt, and
orbiaksinglet (¥k;vis) contrbutions. Since the orbial
singlet is odd and the soin triplet is even under electron
exchange the real space pro gction of the wave finction
hasto beeven. T his requirem ent is satis ed for electrons
in thed,x and dy, orbitals, for which the totalw avefunc-
tion is B1:

R, + rj Si= dzx (¥) d-yz (r) j’ifyis j";#i : 3)

R, are the realspace coordinates of the n®™ Ru ion, r
are the coordinates relative to R, . T he product of the
angular com ponents d,, (r=r)dy, (r=r) has even parity as
shown In F J'g.-zl: .

The m ost striking evidence for orbitalsinglet pairing
in SpRuO 4 Is the sensitivity of the superconductivity to
in purities £5] and crystaldefects 261, which can be un-
derstood by analogy to the e ect ofm agnetic in purities
In a spin-singlet superconductor. In the latter the m ag-
netic In purities locally break spoin-rotational nvariance
and thus act aspairbreakers for spin-singlet C ooperpairs
f_fz:]. Sin ilarly, any in pur_ii:y| m agnetic, non-m agnetic,
or crystal deiéct| Jocally breaks the rotational symm e-
try of the lattice and thus the symm etry between the
d,x and d,, orbitals. Consequently in purities are pair
breaking in the orbitalsinglet superconductor described
by Eqg. G:a") In strict analogy to m agnetic in purities in a
soin-singlet superconductor. The resulting quantitative
applicability of the theory of Abrikosov and G or’kov to
SrRuO 4 is In pressively dem onstrated in Refs. t_2-5,:_§§]

A s a next step It is necessary to study the supercon-—
ducting gap function in order to interpret the num erous
directionally dependent experin ental probes. The gap
function ¢ = ( k;z) Is given in the Fourder
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It is detem ined In principle by solving the E liashberg
equations
Z
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Dlse®=lY

o= —1r I
x© 2

selfconsistently. Vop;; is the e ective pairing potential.
The action Ssg [ 1] hasbeen derived using the quasione—
din ensionality of the kinetic energy of the d,x and d,
electrons and Inclides the interm ediate coupling on-site
Interaction non-perturbatively lgé] Tt depends on the
four Bose elds, which can be considered as charge, a—
vor, spin and spin—- avor elds in analogy to the two—
channelK ondo problm 52‘.], and Inclidesm ass generat—
Ing tem s In the superconducting state l_Z-.f%] T he treat—
ment of such a fourcom ponent, two-din ensional sine-
G ordon action is quite involved and isonly possible using
approxin ations.

However, to investigate the gap function In Sr,Ru0 4
i is su cient to apply qualitative physical argum ents.
Starting w ith the investigation of the wavefiinction sym —
m etry w ithin the non-interacting, local picture and then
analysing the expected In  uence of strong interactions it
tums out that a rather hom ogenous gap finction must
be expected.

To establish the wavefinction sym m etry in m om entum
space it is usefilto w rite (34]

X
Fl(kr)Y]m k=k) i' Yy, @=1); ()

exp (ikr)= 4

so that the angular com ponents in realand Fourier space
factorize. Fi(kr) is a regular spherical Bessel function
and does not depend on the m agnetization quantum

number m . Since the d,x and d,, orbitals are linear
com binations ofthe orthogonalsphericalharmm onicsY, 1

the angular part ofthe pairwavefiinction pro gction onto
Fourier space, hkj °i, has the same symmetry as in
real space, ie. d,x (r=r)dy, (r=r) = d,x k=k)d,, k=k)

IFJ'g.-'_]:]. Introducing the rotation operatorR _, : ki !
kyi ky ! ky one has
R =2dZX (kzk)dyz (k:k) = dzx (kzk)dyz (k=k) 7 (7)
R _oXivis= Kivisi @)
and R _,J";#1 = j";#1 . Consequently
R _,hkj ®i= hkj °i: 9)

In other words the wavefunction is even under a rotation
0f90 sihceboth angularand orbitalsinglet contributions
are odd under that rotation. W e therefore expect the gap
function to be of extended s-wave symm etry.



FIG . 2. Representation of the Fem i surfaces formed
by the d.x and dy. bands @é] D ashed lines: idealized
one-din ensional band. Full lines: hybridized bands. D ots:
points at the Femm i surface w here electrons can pairw ith op—
posite m om entum . Sm all black dots: idealized 1D, larger
dots: hybridized.

In a group theoretical context the six possible pairing
states described by the pair operators n Egs. (:14') and
6'_2.’) nd their analogies in the possibl pairing states of
the tetragonal point group D 4y [_3-’5] Since the angu-
lar Fourder space part d;x (k=k)dy, k=k) has even par-
ity and the pair wavefunction is invariant under rota-
tion of 90 the state wih either A ;4 or A,y symme-
try must be realized. It is usefull to de ne the m ir-

ror operators M 4, : y ! yand M , : x ! X
aswellasM x : ¥ ! yandM 5 : X ! X wih
X= x+y)= 2andy= X Vy)= 2.NotethatX andy

de ne a reference fram e rotated by =4. Applying these
to dyx k=k)d,, k=k) and ¥k;yis revealsthe A,y symme-
try ofhkj *

However, in the real system the symm etry of the gap
function will be signi cantly altered by hybridization
and| more in portan‘dy| interaction e ects. Starting
out by considering the non-interacting case the orbial-
singlet superconductmg Instability can be form ulated o1
Iowing BCS t23 and electrons w ith opposite m om entum
can only pair at the four points (small black dots in
Fig. :_2) of the Brillouin zone where the idealized, one—
din ensionalFerm isurfaces {_3-61 ofthe d,, and d,, bands
cross (dashed lines in Fjg.:_Z) . In a m ore realistic picture
the d,, and d,, bands are weakly hybridized [36,34] and
form the and sheetsoftheFem isurface (full lines in
Fjg.:_Z) . It can be shown that then only the eight points
on the and sheets indicated by the largerdotsin Fig.
:_2 contrbute to the pair form ation. Such a sn all phase
space for the pairing is consistent w ith the A,y symm e-
try discussed above but would be inconsistent w ith the
large speci cheat anom aly at the superconducting phase
transition [I5].

T hat the neglect of the Interaction clearly represents
an unjisti ed oversin pli cation ofEq ':(5) becom es ob—
vious from the SJngl cance ofthe on-site Interactions, Bb]
for the observed Ill,B?] strong m agnetic n-plane corre-
lations. An estin ate ofhow the interactions increase the
pairing phase space is possble by noting that the dom —
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FIG . 3. Representation of the idealized one—gljgn ensional
Ferm isurfaces form ed by the d;x and dy, bands 6] (dashed
lines). (@) M agneticm om entum transfer (2kr ;2kr ) and three
com binationsw ith reciprocal lattice vectors. () and (c) show
the resulting m om entum transfer (double arrow s) that allow s
for m ixed orbital pairing on m any points of the Fem i sur-
faces. The corresponding m om enta of the electrons form ing
a pair are illustrated by the black arrow s starting from the
zone center In panel ). (d) shows the m om entum transfer
for (4kr ;4kr ).

nant m agnetic correlations can be described as gapless,
quasione-din ensional uctuations at m om entum trans—

ferqg; = ( 2kr; 2kp) modulus a reciprocal lattice vec—
tor {_32_5] The arrows In Fig.'3(a) show the m om entum
transfer of q; = (Zkr ;2ky ) and three com binations w ith

reciprocal Jattice vectors G = (0;2 ), G1 = @ ;2 ),
and G, = (2 ;0) In units of the reciprocal lattice spac—
ing 1=a.

T he back-scattering tem s in the action ofEq. 65) cou—
pl m agnetic and charge degrees of freedom @2] The
Cooper pairs can thus scatter elastically o the gap-—
less m agnetic excitations m odulus any reciprocal lat—
tice vector G i, iey Do kyy; 0 g, ¢ yx; 16 0 as indi-
cated by the black arrows in Fjg.:_é(b). The resulting
mom entum transfer allow s for m ixed orbital pairing on
m any points of the Femm i surfaces form ed by the ideal-
ized one-din ensionald,y and d,, bands as indicated in
Fig.d®) and (). Including also higher order contribu-
tions allow s for an even m ore hom ogeneous distribution
ofpaired electrons across the Fem isurfaces as indicated
or ( 4ke; 4ke) nFigd@)

T his qualitative discussion show s that interactions can
be held accountable for a rather hom ogeneous gap func—
tion in SR U0 4. M oreover, the action Ssg [ 1110 Eq. Z:“;)
as a function of the charge, avor, spin, and spin— avor
Bose elds ism anifestly invariant under the m irror op—
erations M 52_3] The action including the interaction
thuspointstowardsa A 14 sym m etry ofthe gap function.



This results from the fact that the charge, avor, soin,

and spin— avor eldsare linear com binationsofthe elds

of the d,x and d,, orbitals. The A4 symm etry is con—
sistent w ith them alconductivity m easurem ents [9,:10] as
wellasw ith the geom etry ofthe upper critical elds ,24].
P oint contact experim ents also do not revealany signif-

icant inplane anisotropy of the superconducting order
param eter [g Sg]

Finally, from the back-scattering temm s in the action
Ssc [ 1] the existence of tw 0 degenerate superconducting
saddle points leading to tw o degenerate order param eter
com ponents can be deduced [_23] Each com ponent has
a two—fold sym m etry axis. Indeed, the existence of such
two order param eter com ponents w ith a slight spatial
anisotropy in SpRuO JS Jm plied by the existence oftwo
upper critical elds .24.,39] Com panson w ith the criti-
cal eldm easuram ents suggests, [40] that the com ponents
are 93% isotropic. The two com ponents are classi ed as

avor com ponents g, and ¢y R31.

Since ¢x and g, are degenerate in the absence of
elds breaking the 5 rotational symm etry the system
can uctuate between the two com ponent's In the ordered
phase giving rise to a G oldstone m ode l4]1 Thism ode
acocounts for f_ZC_’: ] the gapless quasi tw o-din ensional exci-
tatjons observed J'n the superconducting phase in varjous
the supemonduct:ng state nds support in the soffening
of the in-plane elastic constants recently observed in ul-

trasonic m easurem ents I_Z-Z_i]

In summ ary the notion of spin-triplet, orbitalsinglet
pairing in SpRuO 4 leads to a straightforward physical
picture that is consistent w ith fundam ental experin ental
observations such asthe sensiviy to in purities, the sym —
m etry ofthe two uppercritical eldsand the uctuations
In the ordered phase. Unlike previous theories predicting
p wave symm etry the two-com ponent order param eter
can be considered as an extended s wave w ith A 14 sym —
m etry and only slight anisotropy. T he interactions play
a crucial role In the inplane correlations. D etails of the
non-perturbative approach and com parisons to experi-
m ents as well as the p-wave approach {35] are given in
Refs. 3312340
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