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A bstract

SrRuO 4 is at present the best candidate for being a superconducting analogue of
the triplet super uidity in >He. This m aterial is a good (albeit correlated) Fem i lig—
uid in the nom al state and an exotic superconductor below T.. The m echanisn of
superconductivity and sym m etry of the order param eter are the m ain puzzling issues of
on-going research. H ere w e present the results of our search for a viable description ofthe
superconducting state realised in this m aterial. O ur calculations are based on a three—
dim ensionale ective threeband m odelw ith a realistic band structure. W e have found a
state w ith non-zero order param eter on each of the three sheets ofthe Fem isurface. T he
corresponding gap in the quasiparticle spectrum has line or point nodes on the and

sheets and is com plex w ith no nodes on the sheet. T his state describes rem arkably
well a num ber of existing experim ents including power low tem perature dependence of
the speci c heat, penetration depth, therm al conductivity etc. T he stability of the state
w ith respect to disorder and di erent interaction param eters are also analyzed brie y.

Introduction. Thediscovery of superconductivity in Sr;Ru0 4 {1:, ﬁ] has generated renewed
interest in thism aterial {]. O riginally them ain m otivation in Ref. {i]was the close sin ilarity
of its crystal structure w ith that ofhigh tem perature superconducting oxide Laz x CaxCuO 4.
H owever, unlke cuprates, strontium ruthenate is m etallic w thout doping and is not readily
superconducting. Indeed, very pure single crystals have superconducting transition tem per—
ature Tc = 15K, rather Iow on the scale of the high T. cuprates.

In the nom alstate the electrons in strontium ruthenate form a wellbehaved, albeit aniso—
tropic and correlated, Fem i liquid. In particular the resistivity shows a typical quadratic
dependence on tem perature ;(T) = 2+ AT? at low tem peratures. Here f is the Yesidual
resistivity m easured at tem perature just above T. and i denotes the direction of the current
(1= ab for In plane and i= c for caxis resistivity). E lectronic transport is very anisotropic
w ith the ratio of .= ,, exceeding 500. N om al state electronic speci c heat show s a typical
linear dependence on tem perature, Co = T,wih a high valuieof = 375m J/K? m oL The
appreciable enhancem ent (factor 3-5) of over the band structure calculations indicates the
existence of strong carrier correlations in the system . T he sam e conclusion can also be drawn
from the enhanced value of the ratio between P auli spin-susceptibility and W ilson ratio)
and the so called K adowakiW oods ratio of the coe cient A,, to . These values exceeds
those for non-correlated system s.

Consistent w ith the above picture is the fact that rst-principles calculationsbased on the
LocalD ensity A pproxin ation (LD A ) give a good qualitative account of the electronic struc—
ture @]. The energy spectrum around the Fem i level of strontium ruthenate is dom inated
by electrons occupying tzg orbitals (dxz dyz ,dxy) 0fR u?" . The Fem isurface consists of three
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cylindrical sheets open in the z-direction. Those called and stem from hybridised di, and
dy. orbitals, while the sheet ismainly ofdiy character. The sheet isa hole Fem isurface.
It is centered at the point X ofthe bct Brillouin zone and possesses two fold sym m etry. The
calculated shape of the Fem i surfaces agrees nicely w ith that m easured via de H aas{van
A Iphen e ectl_[ﬁi].

W hile the nom al state, as shown above, is quite typical of a good m etal, the supercon-
ducting state is very exotic. T he superconducting transition tem perature T. is strongly sup-—
pressed by even am all am ount of in purities f§‘]. The NM R m easured relaxation rate shows
no HebelSlichter peak, and the SR experim ents indicate the appearance of spontaneous
magnetic eldsat T < T.. Together w ith a tem perature independent K night shift, all that
points tow ards very unconventional, presum ably spin-triplet, and superconductivity wih a
tin e reversal sym m etry breaking pairing state.

Because the electrons form ing C ooper pairs in superconductors are fermm ions, the pair
wave function has to be odd with respect to interchange. It consists of spin and orbial
com ponents. If the total spin of a pair is zero then such a pairing state is called spin-singlet.
T he corresponding spin-w ave fiunction is odd so the orbital part has to be even. In G alilean
invariant system s they correspond to even values of the orbital quantum number 1= 0;2 :::
and the corresponding superconducting states are referred to as having s d , ::: wave
symm etry. The s wave symm etry is realised In conventional superconductors, whiled wave
is the case in high tem perature superconductors. T he electrons in strontium ruthenatem ost
probably pair in relative spin triplet state. Their spin wave function is even and thus the
orbital one has to be odd. Even though a crystalhas only discreet rotational sym m etry, the
corresponding sym m etries of the superconducting state are stillcalledp , £ , ::: wave.

Figure 1: Calculated tight binding Fem i surface of SR u0 4.

Aswellknown, a relatively weak dependence of T. on the concentration of in purities and
an exponential dependence of the electron speci ¢ heat on tem perature point to spin singlet
swave superconductivity. O n the otherhand a power law tem perature dependence of speci ¢
heat is characteristic of a superconducting gap which vanishes at points or along lines on the
Fem isurface, and a dram atic decrease of T w ith in purity concentration is a signalofl> 0
W ave’ paring.
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Table l: Irreducible representations in a tetragonalcrystal. The symbolsX ,Y Z represent
any functions transfom ing as x, y and z under crystal point group operations, while I
represents any function which is invariant under all point group sym m etries.

irred. basis tin ereversal line nodes
repres. functions sym m etry breaking
Aig I No No
A1, XYz ®?2 Y?) No Yes
Ao XY ®? Y?) No Yes
Aoy Z No Yes
Big x? y? No Yes
Biu XYZ No Yes
B2g XY No Yes
Bu z®?% Y% No Yes
Eq fXZ;YZg Yes Yes
Eu fX;Yg Yes No

T he puzzling behaviour of Sr;RuO 4 in the superconducting state is connected w ith the
factsthat NM R, SR and related experim ents indicate the realisation ofthe ) = e, k«
iky) state which does not vamsh at the Fem i level and that the power law tem perature
dependence of the speci ¢ heat I[V], penetration depth -[B ] or them al conductivity .E9] which
require the gap to vanish along lines of the Fem isurface. The point is that out of all the
sym m etry distinct states of a bet crystal [L0] none of the odd-parity states have to be tine
reversal sym m etry breaking and also possess gap nodes at the same time (c.f. table I).The
various states, form ally ful 1ling both requirem ents proposed in ]Jterature.ﬂl,, 12] can be
shown to be the sum of sym m etry allowed states w ith distinct transition tem peratures. The
single superconducting transition observed in all studied sam ples rules out all these proposals
as the single transition could only be a result ofaccidental degeneracy. Instead of relying on a
sym m etry argum ents alone, we present a m ethodology w hich isbased on explicit construction
ofan e ective pairing interaction.

Below, we shall present In Sec. 2 the m odel and our approach. In Sec. 3 we present the
results of calculations, and nally we end w ith our conclusions.

The m odel and the approach. Ourm odelof superconductivity in strontium ruthenate
ism otivated by the experin ental facts, sum m arised above. T he electronic structure features
three Ferm isurfaces, and allofthem are gaped to ensure the vanishing ofthe speci cheat at
T = OK . Further, there exists a single superconducting transition and the gap has to both
break the tin e reversal symm etry and vanish on the lines of the Fem i surface. W e shall
ful I allthese constraints in the context of a realistic three dim ensionalband structure w ith
param eters tted to the known details of the Ferm isurface, and assum ed e ective attractive
interactions betw een electrons occupying various orbitals.
W e thus take the follow ing sim ple m ultiband attractive H ubbard H am iltonian:

X
H = (("m )ijmm0 tmmOlj éJ.m ejmo
1jmm0;
1 X o,
> Upmo(@)fin Ajp0 0 1)
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Figure 2: T he relative positions of Ru ions in the tetragonal SrpRu0O 4 lattice. T he heavy
lines sym bolise them ain interactions. Interplane Uy forthe electrons occupying dxy orbitals
at the neighbouring in planes ions and U, for out of plane neighbours and dx,; and dy:
orbitals.

Table 2: The values of param eters used in calculations. Here t;t? are in-plane hopping
integrals between c (dxy) orbitals, tax ity are inplane hopping integrals between a (dxz)
orbitals along ® and y directions, t,, is the in-plane hopping between a and b orbitals
along 2+ ¢, and t,ypr and t; are out ofplane hopping integrals along the bet body-centre
vector from a () to c and from a (b) to b(a), respectively.

t €] tax | tx | tao | thyore t " " | Ux | U,
m eV 81:6 36:7 1094 6:6 8:8 11 03 1162 1162 131:8 403 482

asourm odelw hich is to describe superconductivity In S,RuO 4. Herem and m O refer to the

three Ruthenium tp4 orbitals to be denoted a = dx., b= dy, and c= dyxy In the ©llow ing. i

and j labelthe sites ofa body centered tetragonal lattice. T he hopping integrals t;, , o (ij) and

site energies "n were tted to reproduce the experin entally detem ined three-din ensional
Fem iSurface Eo,:}é]. W e found that the set t, , 0 shown in Table 2 gave a good account of
the data.

In choosing the interaction param eters U | moo we adopted a frankly sem iphenom enological
approach. N am ely, we eschewed any e ort to derive these from an assum ed physicalm echa-
nism ofpairing and endeavoured to nd am inin al, hopefully unigue, set of param eters w hich
describes the available data. T he point of such strategy is that at the end we can clain to
have identi ed the position and orbital dependence of the interaction and therefore provided
guidance for constructing m icroscopic m odels for speci ¢ m echanian s.

In the above spirit we consider tw o sets of interaction constants: UI: o o Or nearest neigh—
bours in the plane and U,: o o for nearest-neighbour Ru-atom s in the adpcent plane as indi-
cated In Fig. 2. To lim it fiirther the param eter space we need to explore, we assum e that
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Figure 3: Lowest energy quasiparticle eigenvalies, E (k) on the (@) and ) Fem i
surface sheets; (a) polar plot ofthe sheet in the planek, = 0,E ;nax kp )= 022mev,
E ;nin kg )= 0:056m eV (o) vertical cross-section of the cylindrical sheet in the plane
kx = ky, E ;5 ax kg )= 0:32meV . A non—zero f wave order param eter (dotted line) lifts
the p-wave line nodes (solid lines).

US® Uy,U2%=U U, and contemplate only

0 1 0 o 1
u u u U, U, u
UI:m0= @ uw u u A and Ul,0=@¢ U, U, uA )
u u U* u’ u’

In fact, we take u = u’ = 0 for most of our caloulations and we use only one in plane,

Uy, and one out of plane U, , param eters to t the experimn ental data on the speci c heat,
G (T), super uid density ny (T ) and the them alconductivity 1 (T). T he purpose of the few
caloulationswith u 6 0,u’6 0 was only to investigate the stability of the U, ;U, resuls to
variations in Ux:m cand U. 0.
W ithin the above m odel, we solred the B ogolubov-de G ennes equations:

1

. !
X E OH.m. m 0 (1J) m jm © @3 - Ujm 0 =0 3)
Sm 0 0 nm o @) E + Hpypo@d) Vim0 o
together w ith the selfconsistency condition
0 0 . . 0 . X
am0= Upno@d) nwo@d; nmo @)= Ui Vsno ol 2EE )); 4)

which follow from Eqg. (1) on m aking theusualBC S-lkem ean eld approxin at:'on{[l}l]. Since

Hpno@j) and ,.,: 0 (ij) depend only on the di erenceR; K the solution of Eg. (3) is

rendered tractable by taking its lattice Fourier transform s and, thus transform ing the problem

into thatofa 12 12 m atrix, eigenvalue problem at each k in the appropriate B rillouin Zone.
Foru= u’= 0 the general structure of "#m o K) tums out to be of the fom

m

cc (R) = }c<c Sjn kx + Zc sjn ky
k. c k. k. k. k. k., c
_ oz . Kz X v £ ke Ky LK
nmo®)= L posh > oos?cos7+ mmosm?sm?sm >
k. k. k. k. k. C
+ X aosh—cos—~+ Y [cos—= sin—~ cos— 5)
2 2 mm 2 2 2
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Figure 4: C alculated speci cheat, ¢ , as a function of tem perature, T, com pared to the ex—
perin entaldata ofN ishiZakietal b]. T he dotted-line includes the f-w ave order param eter,
the solid line is w ithout f-wave.

form ;m°= aorb.
O ur selfconsistency procedure alvays converged on the am plitudes &c; fcr g o (T),
nfmo(l‘), :Hmo(T)a.nd Y (T)toanaocuracyhjgherﬂlan104%.Theprjncjpleresﬂi;s

m O

of such calculations are thex;e’mam plitudes and the corresponding quasiparticle energy eigen—
vallesE (K). These elgenvalues are shown iIn Fig. 3, for the interaction valuesU,, U, given
in Table 2, and w ith the constraint that = . (T)= 0. Evidently from the gure, on the
sheet there is an absolute gap below E n in Kr ), In the quasiparticle spectrum , while the

sheet is gapless with a line of nodes in the gap functions at k, = - This dram atically
di erent gap structure and symm etry on di erent sheets of the Fem i Surface is the striking
new results of an interaction m atrix U o (ij) which couples electrons in di erent Ru-planes.

From the resultsin Fig. 3, one is encouraged to investigate this form of interaction fiirther
because, on the one hand, the line of zero gap on the sheetexplainsthepower-law behaviour
ofvarious them odynam ic quantities and, on the other, on the filly gapped sheet k) =

cc k)= I.(sihkya+ isinkyb) which in plies the broken tin e reversal sym m etry dem anded
by a num ber of other experin ents. Indeed, for the above pair of interactions, U, and Uy, and
the corresponding quasiparticle spectra we nd the speci cheat¢(T) shown In Fig. 4 asa
function of T . A though these param eters were chosen to  t the experim entaldata which is
also shown, the agreem ent betw een theory and experim ent is truly rem arkable. T he point to
appreciate isthat n generaltwo di erent U, and U, In ply two separate transitions at Tck and
TZ . Thus, to agree w ith the experin ents which features a single transition at Tc = 15K we
had to use both degrees of freedom s. Nam ely, tting T. determm ined both coupling constants
U, and Uy . Now, one m ight suggest that it is a short-com ing of our m odel that we have to
rely on such an accidental coincidence ofU, and U, to tonenumberT*®. However, in the
light ofthe very good tto the very non trivialexperin entalvariation of ¢ w ith tem perature
this is not a strong ob fction. Indeed, the fact that having tted to TT*F only and we have
reproduced the slope as T goes to zero and the size of the Jum p at Tc has to be regarded as
a con m ation of ourm odel.

Concluding rem arks. Ourcalculations @E;]ofthe super uiddensity n (T) i&']and them al
' 2 =

conductivity (T) [?], for the sam e param eters as above, provide further evidence in support

of our m odel. N ote that these calculations do not involve additional adjustable param eters
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Figure 5: T he structure of the order param eter. T he big arrow corresponds to the orbital
m om entum 1 ofthe C ooper pair, while sm all arrow s show the spins of the electrons w hich
add to s= 1. In the frame in which 1, = 1 one has s, = 0.

and thus the results are not only qualitative consequences of nodes of the gap on the and
sheets of the Femm i Surface but are also quantitative predictions of the theory.

In what follow s we conclude thisbrief survey of our very encouraging resuts by two fiirther
in portant comm ents. The rst concems the constraints ;m o (T)= 0 in posed at each step
of the selftonsistency cycle during the above calculations. W ithout this constraint there
would be a second transition ch < T., where ; m 0 (T ) becom es non zero and this would

inply apeak n ¢ (T) at ch ’ 02 K, which has not been seen experim entally. Fortunately,
we have been able to show by explicit quantitative calculations that a am all am ount of
disorder w ill elim inate the Xi o o com ponent of the order param eters w ithout changing the
other am p]_itudes in Eq. (4) very much. The details of these calculations w ill be published
elsew here ES:] Thisjasti es, at thepresent levelofthem ean—-freepath in sam pleson which the
experin entswerem ade, the sin ultaneous neglect ofdisorder and the f-com ponent f‘ e (T).

T he other comm ent is that we have studied the stability of the above m odel Egs. 1-5,
Fig. 5) to Introducing fiirther interaction constants and found it to be satisfactorily robust.
In particular we have carried a number of calculations with u 6 0 and u’6 0 and, aswe
shall report In a separate publication, we found [L3] that the overall picture presented above
rem ained the sam e. N am ely, our conclusion that a m odelw ith jist two interaction constants,
one in plane Uy, and one out of plane U, (Fig. 4) roughly of the sam e size, around 50 m &V,
is capable of explaining all the available data we have analysed rem ained valid.
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