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Based on the degeneracy ofthe dzx and dyz orbitals in

Sr2RuO 4 it is argued that the Cooper pairs condense in or-

bitalsinglets. Together with the spin-triplet wave functions

the real-space wave function then issym m etric. Considering

interaction e�ects the order param eter is found to have A 1g

sym m etry consistentwith a num berofexperim entalobserva-

tions.The sensitivity ofthe m aterialon non-m agnetic im pu-

rities follows in a straightforward m anner from the orbital-

singletcon�guration.

W ith the discovery ofthehigh tem peraturesupercon-
ductorsawholeclassoftransition m etaloxidesbecam ea
focalpointin condensed m atterresearch.These m ateri-
alsexhibitm any unconventionalpropertieswhose inter-
pretation has so far generally proved controversial. An
exam plethatattracted a lotofattention isSr2RuO 4.Its
norm alstatepropertiesareFerm iliquid likein the tem -
perature range Tc < T < 30 K [1,2]butbelow Tc � 1:5
K the m aterialis an unconventionalsuperconductor [3]
since a num ber ofexperim entalprobes [4{6]show that
thepaired electronscarryam agneticm om ent.In spiteof
thelargeinterestthatthesuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4

hasattracted an unam biguousunderstanding oftheelec-
troniccorrelationshasnotyetevolved.
Riceand Sigrist[7]proposed thatthesuperconducting

orderparam eterhasp-wavesym m etry prom oted by fer-
rom agnetic correlationsby analogy with 3He. Thisidea
is supported by experim ents that show that the static
m agneticpropertiesofSr2RuO 4 arethesam ein thenor-
m aland thesuperconductingphase[4,6].However,there
isno conclusiveexperim entalproof[8{10]forthep-wave
sym m etry ofthe superconducting order param eter and
no indications of ferrom agnetic correlations have been
found either in neutron scattering investigations[11]or
otherapproaches[12{14].
Furtherm ore,thespeci� cheat[15],nuclearquadrupole

resonance (NQ R)[2],and therm alconductivity [16]are
consistent with two-dim ensionalgapless  uctuations in
thesuperconductingphaseofSr2RuO 4,which areincom -
patiblewith theanalogy to super uid3He.O nepossible
scenario is the existence ofline nodes sim ilar to those
in the superconducting cuprates[17]. Since verticalline
nodeshavebeen ruled outby therm alconductivity m ea-
surem ents [9,10]horizontalline nodes in the subsystem
of the dzx and dyz electrons have been proposed [18].
O neweaknessofthe latterpictureisthatitrequiresthe
� netuning ofvariousinteraction strengths[19],whileno

doublegap structureshavebeen observed in Andreev re-
 ection spectroscopy data [8].
In this letter it is shown how the degeneracy ofthe

Ru4+ dzx and dyz orbitals allows for a straightforward
description of the unconventionalsuperconductivity in
Sr2RuO 4 thatisconsistentwith theexperim entalobser-
vations.The possibility ofm ixed orbitalpairing leading
to S = 1 spin-tripletCooperpairsthrough Hund’s rule
couplinghasbeen raised im plicitly byBaskaran [20].The
\active" dzx and dyz orbitalsdrive the superconducting
instability because they have the largerinter-plane elec-
tronicoverlap [21].Thisissupported by therecently im -
plied increaseofTc upon uniaxialpressure[22]along the
crystallographic c axis since the inter-plane coupling is
increased. Such pairing isum klapp scattering enhanced
by the body centered tetragonallattice [23].
Theresultsoftheapproach can besum m arized asfol-

lows. The Cooper pairs form orbitalsinglets allowing
foran even parity real-spacewavefunction in spiteofthe
spin-triplet con� guration. Taking into account the rel-
atively strong interaction e� ects in the system [3]this
allowsfor an alm osthom ogeneousgap function,consis-
tent with the experim entalobservations[8{10,24]. Any
im purity ordefect[25,26]locally breaksthesym m etry of
the dzx and dyz orbitalsand thusactsasa pairbreaker
in strictanalogy to m agneticim puritiesin a spin-singlet
superconductor[27].The quadratic tem perature depen-
dence ofthe speci� c heat [15]follows from  uctuations
ofthe internaldegrees offreedom ofthe order param e-
ter[23].O n theotherhand,thepaircorrelationsforthe
dxy electronsareinduced by theinterband proxim ity ef-
fect.Sincethise� ectisusually strong[18]a singlegap is
assum ed leading to consistency with Andreev re ection
experim ents[8].
In thesubspaceofthedegeneratedzx and dyz orbitals

the possible order param eters can be classi� ed in stan-
dard notation [28]as orbital-singletspin-triplet com po-
nents
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Here � = x;y;z labels the triplet com ponents,�� are
Paulim atrices,and cyn ;�;� aretheusualelectron creation
operatorson siten in orbitaldzx (� = x)ordyz (� = y)
with spin �.
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FIG . 1. Product of the an-

gular com ponents dzx(r=r)dyz(r=r) = dzx(k=k)dyz(k=k) in

therealorFourierspace projection ofthepairwave function

Eq.(3).

In the presence of Hund’s rule coupling the spin-
triplet states are energetically favored over the spin-
singlet states and thus form the ground state of the
Cooperpaircondensate.Possiblee� ectsfrom spin-orbit
coupling � � 0:1 eV [29]are over-com pensated by the
largerHund’srule coupling JH � 0:2� 0:4 eV [30]since
� < JH [23].
Following Eq.(1)thecondensatewavefunction j s

�i=

P s
t;�

y
j0i can be factorized into spatial,spin-triplet,and

orbital-singlet (jx;yis) contributions. Since the orbital
singletisodd and the spin tripletiseven underelectron
exchange the realspace projection ofthe wave function
hasto beeven.Thisrequirem entissatis� ed forelectrons
in thedzx and dyz orbitals,forwhich thetotalwavefunc-
tion is[31]:

hR n + rj s
�i= dzx(r)dyz(r)jx;yis j";#i� : (3)

R n are the real-space coordinatesofthe nth Ru ion,r
are the coordinatesrelative to R n . The productofthe
angularcom ponentsdzx(r=r)dyz(r=r)haseven parity as
shown in Fig.1.
The m ost striking evidence for orbital-singletpairing

in Sr2RuO 4 isthesensitivity ofthesuperconductivity to
im purities[25]and crystaldefects[26],which can beun-
derstood by analogy to thee� ectofm agneticim purities
in a spin-singletsuperconductor. In the latterthe m ag-
netic im purities locally break spin-rotationalinvariance
and thusactaspairbreakersforspin-singletCooperpairs
[27]. Sim ilarly,any im purity| m agnetic,non-m agnetic,
or crystaldefect| locally breaks the rotationalsym m e-
try ofthe lattice and thus the sym m etry between the
dzx and dyz orbitals. Consequently im purities are pair
breaking in the orbital-singletsuperconductordescribed
by Eq.(3)in strictanalogy to m agnetic im puritiesin a
spin-singlet superconductor. The resulting quantitative
applicability ofthe theory ofAbrikosov and G or’kov to
Sr2RuO 4 isim pressively dem onstrated in Refs.[25,26].
As a nextstep it is necessary to study the supercon-

ducting gap function in orderto interpretthe num erous
directionally dependent experim entalprobes. The gap
function � k = (� k;x;� k;y;� k;z)isgiven in the Fourier

representation ofEq.(1)with hP s
t

y
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P
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It is determ ined in principle by solving the Eliashberg
equations

X

k0

� �

k0 = �
T

V0;2
r� k

ln

Z

D [�i]e
�S SG [�i] (5)

self-consistently. V0;2 is the e� ective pairing potential.
Theaction SSG [�i]hasbeen derived using thequasione-
dim ensionality ofthe kinetic energy ofthe dzx and dyz

electronsand includesthe interm ediate coupling on-site
interaction non-perturbatively [32]. It depends on the
fourBose � elds,which can be considered ascharge, a-
vor, spin and spin- avor � elds in analogy to the two-
channelK ondo problem [33],and includesm assgenerat-
ing term s in the superconducting state [23]. The treat-
m ent of such a four-com ponent, two-dim ensionalsine-
G ordon action isquiteinvolved and isonly possibleusing
approxim ations.
However,to investigate the gap function in Sr2RuO 4

it is su� cient to apply qualitative physicalargum ents.
Starting with theinvestigation ofthewavefunction sym -
m etry within the non-interacting,localpictureand then
analysing theexpected in uenceofstrong interactionsit
turns out that a rather hom ogenous gap function m ust
be expected.
Toestablish thewavefunction sym m etryin m om entum

spaceitisusefulto write[34]

exp(ikr)= 4�
X

lm

Fl(kr)

kr
Y
�

lm (k=k)i
l
Ylm (r=r); (6)

sothattheangularcom ponentsin realand Fourierspace
factorize. Fl(kr) is a regular sphericalBesselfunction
and does not depend on the m agnetization quantum
num ber m . Since the dzx and dyz orbitals are linear
com binationsoftheorthogonalsphericalharm onicsY2�1
theangularpartofthepairwavefunction projection onto
Fourier space, hkj s

�i, has the sam e sym m etry as in
real space, i.e., dzx(r=r)dyz(r=r) = dzx(k=k)dyz(k=k)
[Fig.1].Introducing the rotation operatorR �=2 : kx !

ky;ky ! � kx onehas

R �=2dzx(k=k)dyz(k=k)= � dzx(k=k)dyz(k=k); (7)

R �=2jx;yis = � jx;yis; (8)

and R �=2j";#i� = j";#i�.Consequently

R �=2hkj 
s
�i= hkj s

�i: (9)

In otherwordsthewavefunction iseven undera rotation
of90� sincebothangularand orbital-singletcontributions
areodd underthatrotation.W ethereforeexpectthegap
function to be ofextended s-wavesym m etry.
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FIG . 2. Representation of the Ferm i surfaces form ed

by the dzx and dyz bands [36]. D ashed lines: idealized

one-dim ensionalband. Fulllines: hybridized bands. D ots:

pointsattheFerm isurface whereelectronscan pairwith op-

posite m om entum . Sm all black dots: idealized 1D , larger

dots:hybridized.

In a group theoreticalcontextthe six possible pairing
states described by the pair operators in Eqs.(1) and
(2) � nd their analogiesin the possible pairing states of
the tetragonalpoint group D 4h [35]. Since the angu-
lar Fourier space part dzx(k=k)dyz(k=k) has even par-
ity and the pair wavefunction is invariant under rota-
tion of 90� the state with either A 1g or A 2g sym m e-
try m ust be realized. It is usefull to de� ne the m ir-
ror operators M x : y ! � y and M y : x ! � x

as wellas M x : y ! � y and M y : x ! � x with
x = (x + y)=

p
2 and y = (x � y)=

p
2.Note thatx and y

de� ne a reference fram e rotated by �=4.Applying these
to dzx(k=k)dyz(k=k)and jx;yis revealsthe A 2g sym m e-
try ofhkj s

�i.
However,in the realsystem the sym m etry ofthe gap

function will be signi� cantly altered by hybridization
and| m ore im portantly| interaction e� ects. Starting
out by considering the non-interacting case the orbital-
singletsuperconductinginstability can beform ulated fol-
lowing BCS [23]and electronswith oppositem om entum
can only pair at the four points (sm all black dots in
Fig.2) ofthe Brillouin zone where the idealized,one-
dim ensionalFerm isurfaces[36]ofthedzx and dyz bands
cross(dashed linesin Fig.2).In a m orerealisticpicture
thedzx and dyz bandsareweakly hybridized [36,32]and
form the� and � sheetsoftheFerm isurface(fulllinesin
Fig.2).Itcan be shown thatthen only the eightpoints
on the� and � sheetsindicated by thelargerdotsin Fig.
2 contribute to the pair form ation. Such a sm allphase
space forthe pairing isconsistentwith the A 2g sym m e-
try discussed above but would be inconsistent with the
largespeci� cheatanom aly atthesuperconductingphase
transition [15].
That the neglect ofthe interaction clearly represents

an unjusti� ed oversim pli� cation ofEq.(5)becom es ob-
viousfrom thesigni� canceoftheon-siteinteractions[32]
for the observed [11,37]strong m agnetic in-plane corre-
lations.An estim ateofhow theinteractionsincreasethe
pairing phase space ispossible by noting thatthe dom -

FF(4k  ,4k  )

1q=

q1

q1 G− 1

(2k  ,2k  )FF

(2k  ,2k  )FF

(2k  ,2k  )FF

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

G− 0

G− 2q1

−k

k
k+

G1
−q1

FIG .3. Representation of the idealized one-dim ensional

Ferm isurfacesform ed by the dzx and dyz bands[36](dashed

lines).(a)M agneticm om entum transfer(2kF ;2kF)and three

com binationswith reciprocallatticevectors.(b)and (c)show

theresulting m om entum transfer(doublearrows)thatallows

for m ixed orbitalpairing on m any points ofthe Ferm isur-

faces. The corresponding m om enta ofthe electrons form ing

a pair are illustrated by the black arrows starting from the

zone center in panel(b). (d) shows the m om entum transfer

for(4kF ;4kF ).

inantm agnetic correlationscan be described asgapless,
quasione-dim ensional uctuationsatm om entum trans-
ferqi = (� 2kF;� 2kF)m odulusa reciprocallattice vec-
tor [32]. The arrows in Fig.3(a) show the m om entum
transferofq1 = (2kF;2kF)and three com binationswith
reciprocallattice vectors G 0 = (0;2�),G 1 = (2�;2�),
and G 2 = (2�;0)in unitsofthe reciprocallattice spac-
ing 1=a.
Theback-scatteringterm sin theaction ofEq.(5)cou-

ple m agnetic and charge degrees offreedom [32]. The
Cooper pairs can thus scatter elastically o� the gap-
less m agnetic excitations m odulus any reciprocal lat-
tice vector G i,i.e.,hc�k;y;� 0ck�q i�G j;x;�i 6= 0 as indi-
cated by the black arrows in Fig.3(b). The resulting
m om entum transfer allows for m ixed orbitalpairing on
m any points ofthe Ferm isurfacesform ed by the ideal-
ized one-dim ensionaldzx and dyz bands asindicated in
Fig.3(b)and (c). Including also higherordercontribu-
tionsallowsforan even m ore hom ogeneousdistribution
ofpaired electronsacrosstheFerm isurfacesasindicated
for(� 4kF;� 4kF)in Fig 3(d).
Thisqualitativediscussion showsthatinteractionscan

be held accountablefora ratherhom ogeneousgap func-
tion in Sr2RuO 4.M oreover,theaction SSG [�i]in Eq.(5)
asa function ofthe charge, avor,spin,and spin- avor
Bose � elds is m anifestly invariantunder the m irrorop-
erations M � [32]. The action including the interaction
thuspointstowardsa A 1g sym m etry ofthegap function.
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This results from the fact that the charge, avor,spin,
and spin- avor� eldsarelinearcom binationsofthe� elds
ofthe dzx and dyz orbitals. The A 1g sym m etry is con-
sistentwith therm alconductivity m easurem ents[9,10]as
wellaswith thegeom etry oftheuppercritical� elds[24].
Pointcontactexperim entsalso do notrevealany signif-
icant in-plane anisotropy ofthe superconducting order
param eter[8,38].
Finally,from the back-scattering term s in the action

SSG [�i]theexistenceoftwo degeneratesuperconducting
saddlepointsleading to two degenerateorderparam eter
com ponents can be deduced [23]. Each com ponent has
a two-fold sym m etry axis. Indeed,the existence ofsuch
two order param eter com ponents with a slight spatial
anisotropy in Sr2RuO isim plied by the existence oftwo
upper critical� elds [24,39]. Com parison with the criti-
cal� eld m easurem entssuggests[40]thatthecom ponents
are 93% isotropic.The two com ponentsareclassi� ed as
 avorcom ponents
f;x and 
f;y [23].
Since 
f;x and 
f;y are degenerate in the absence of

� elds breaking the �

2
-rotational sym m etry the system

can  uctuatebetween thetwocom ponentsin theordered
phase giving rise to a G oldstone m ode [41]. This m ode
accountsfor[23]thegaplessquasitwo-dim ensionalexci-
tationsobserved in thesuperconducting phasein various
experim ents [2,15,16]. The presence ofsuch a m ode in
the superconducting state � ndssupportin the softening
ofthe in-plane elastic constantsrecently observed in ul-
trasonicm easurem ents[22].
In sum m ary the notion ofspin-triplet,orbital-singlet

pairing in Sr2RuO 4 leads to a straightforward physical
picturethatisconsistentwith fundam entalexperim ental
observationssuch asthesensivity to im purities,thesym -
m etry ofthetwouppercritical� eldsand the uctuations
in theordered phase.Unlikeprevioustheoriespredicting
p wave sym m etry the two-com ponent order param eter
can be considered asan extended s wavewith A 1g sym -
m etry and only slightanisotropy. The interactionsplay
a crucialrole in the in-plane correlations.Detailsofthe
non-perturbative approach and com parisons to experi-
m ents as wellas the p-wave approach [35]are given in
Refs.[32,23,40].
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