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Spin triplet superconductivity in Sr2R uO 4
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A bstract

Sr2R uO 4 is at present the best candidate for being a superconducting analogue of

the triplet superuidity in 3H e. This m aterialis a good (albeit correlated) Ferm iliq-

uid in the norm al state and an exotic superconductor below Tc. The m echanism of

superconductivity and sym m etry ofthe order param eter are the m ain puzzling issues of

on-going research.H erewepresenttheresultsofoursearch fora viabledescription ofthe

superconducting state realised in this m aterial. O ur calculations are based on a three-

dim ensionale�ective three-band m odelwith a realistic band structure.W e have found a

statewith non-zero orderparam eteron each ofthethreesheetsoftheFerm isurface.The

corresponding gap in the quasi-particle spectrum has line or point nodes on the � and

� sheets and is com plex with no nodes on the  sheet. This state describes rem arkably

wella num ber ofexisting experim ents including power low tem perature dependence of

the speci�c heat,penetration depth,therm alconductivity etc. The stability ofthe state

with respectto disorder and di�erentinteraction param eters are also analyzed briey.

Introduction. Thediscovery ofsuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4 [1,2]hasgenerated renewed

interestin thism aterial[3].O riginally them ain m otivation in Ref.[1]wastheclosesim ilarity

ofitscrystalstructurewith thatofhigh tem peraturesuperconducting oxideLa2�x CaxCuO 4.

However,unlike cuprates,strontium ruthenate ism etallic withoutdoping and isnotreadily

superconducting. Indeed,very pure single crystalshave superconducting transition tem per-

ature Tc = 1:5K ,ratherlow on the scale ofthe high T c cuprates.

In thenorm alstatetheelectronsin strontium ruthenateform a wellbehaved,albeitaniso-

tropic and correlated,Ferm iliquid. In particular the resistivity shows a typicalquadratic

dependenceon tem perature�i(T)= �
0
i + A iT

2
atlow tem peratures.Here�

0
i isthe‘residual’

resistivity m easured attem perature justabove Tc and idenotesthe direction ofthe current

(i= ab forin plane and i= c forc-axisresistivity). Electronic transportisvery anisotropic

with the ratio of�c=�ab exceeding 500.Norm alstate electronic speci� c heatshowsa typical

lineardependenceon tem perature,C e = T,with a high valueof = 37:5 m J/K
2
m ol.The

appreciable enhancem ent(factor3-5)of overthe band structure calculationsindicatesthe

existenceofstrong carriercorrelationsin thesystem .Thesam econclusion can also bedrawn

from the enhanced value ofthe ratio between Paulispin-susceptibility and  (W ilson ratio)

and the so called K adowaki-W oods ratio ofthe coe� cient A ab to . These values exceeds

those fornon-correlated system s.

Consistentwith theabovepictureisthefactthat� rst-principlescalculationsbased on the

LocalD ensity Approxim ation (LDA)give a good qualitative accountofthe electronic struc-

ture [4]. The energy spectrum around the Ferm ilevelofstrontium ruthenate is dom inated

by electronsoccupying t2g orbitals(dxz,dyz,dxy)ofR u
4+
.TheFerm isurfaceconsistsofthree
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cylindricalsheetsopen in thez-direction.Thosecalled � and � stem from hybridised dxz and

dyz orbitals,whilethe sheetism ainly ofdxy character.The� sheetisa holeFerm isurface.

Itiscentered atthepointX ofthebctBrillouin zoneand possessestwo fold sym m etry.The

calculated shape ofthe Ferm isurfaces agrees nicely with that m easured via de Haas{van

Alphen e� ect[5].

W hile the norm alstate,as shown above,is quite typicalofa good m etal,the supercon-

ducting state isvery exotic.The superconducting transition tem perature Tc isstrongly sup-

pressed by even sm allam ount ofim purities [6]. The NM R m easured relaxation rate shows

no Hebel-Slichter peak,and the �SR experim ents indicate the appearance ofspontaneous

m agnetic � elds at T < Tc. Together with a tem perature independentK nightshift,allthat

points towards very unconventional,presum ably spin-triplet,and superconductivity with a

tim e reversalsym m etry breaking pairing state.

Because the electrons form ing Cooper pairs in superconductors are ferm ions, the pair

wave function has to be odd with respect to interchange. It consists of spin and orbital

com ponents.Ifthetotalspin ofa pairiszero then such a pairing state iscalled spin-singlet.

The corresponding spin-wave function isodd so the orbitalparthasto be even.In G alilean

invariantsystem sthey correspond to even valuesofthe orbitalquantum num berl= 0;2:::

and the corresponding superconducting states are referred to as having s� ,d� , ::: wave

sym m etry.Thes� wavesym m etry isrealised in conventionalsuperconductors,whiled� wave

isthe case in high tem perature superconductors.The electronsin strontium ruthenatem ost

probably pair in relative spin triplet state. Their spin wave function is even and thus the

orbitalone hasto be odd.Even though a crystalhasonly discreetrotationalsym m etry,the

corresponding sym m etriesofthe superconducting state are stillcalled p� ,f� ,::: wave.

β

γ α

Figure 1: Calculated tight binding Ferm isurface ofSr2R uO 4.

Aswellknown,a relatively weak dependenceofTc on the concentration ofim puritiesand

an exponentialdependence ofthe electron speci� c heaton tem perature pointto spin singlet

s-wavesuperconductivity.O n theotherhand a powerlaw tem peraturedependenceofspeci� c

heatischaracteristic ofa superconducting gap which vanishesatpointsoralong lineson the

Ferm isurface,and a dram atic decrease ofTc with im purity concentration isa signalofl> 0

‘wave’paring.



phys.stat.sol. { 3 {

Table1: Irreduciblerepresentationsin a tetragonalcrystal.Thesym bolsX ,Y Z represent

any functions transform ing as x,y and z under crystalpoint group operations, while I

represents any function which isinvariantunder allpointgroup sym m etries.

irred. basis tim e-reversal line nodes

repres. functions sym m etry breaking

A 1g I No No

A 1u X Y Z(X
2
� Y

2
) No Yes

A 2g X Y (X
2
� Y

2
) No Yes

A 2u Z No Yes

B 1g X
2
� Y

2
No Yes

B 1u X Y Z No Yes

B 2g XY No Yes

B 2u Z(X
2
� Y

2
) No Yes

Eg fX Z;Y Zg Yes Yes

Eu fX ;Y g Yes No

The puzzling behaviour ofSr2RuO 4 in the superconducting state is connected with the

factsthatNM R,�SR and related experim entsindicatetherealisation ofthe� (~k)= ez(kx �

iky) state which does not vanish at the Ferm ileveland that the power law tem perature

dependence ofthe speci� c heat [7],penetration depth [8]or therm alconductivity [9]which

require the gap to vanish along lines ofthe Ferm isurface. The point is that out ofallthe

sym m etry distinctstates ofa bctcrystal[10]none ofthe odd-parity stateshave to be tim e

reversalsym m etry breaking and also possessgap nodesatthe sam e tim e (c.f. table I).The

various states,form ally ful� lling both requirem ents proposed in literature [11,12]can be

shown to be the sum ofsym m etry allowed stateswith distincttransition tem peratures.The

singlesuperconducting transition observed in allstudied sam plesrulesoutalltheseproposals

asthesingletransition could only bea resultofaccidentaldegeneracy.Instead ofrelying on a

sym m etry argum entsalone,wepresenta m ethodology which isbased on explicitconstruction

ofan e� ective pairing interaction.

Below,we shallpresentin Sec. 2 the m odeland ourapproach. In Sec. 3 we presentthe

resultsofcalculations,and � nally we end with ourconclusions.

T he m odeland the approach. O urm odelofsuperconductivity in strontium ruthenate

ism otivated by theexperim entalfacts,sum m arised above.Theelectronic structurefeatures

threeFerm isurfaces,and allofthem aregaped to ensurethevanishing ofthespeci� cheatat

T = 0K . Further,there existsa single superconducting transition and the gap hasto both

break the tim e reversalsym m etry and vanish on the lines ofthe Ferm isurface. W e shall

ful� llalltheseconstraintsin thecontextofa realistic threedim ensionalband structurewith

param eters� tted to theknown detailsoftheFerm isurface,and assum ed e� ectiveattractive

interactionsbetween electronsoccupying variousorbitals.

W e thustake the following sim ple m ulti-band attractive Hubbard Ham iltonian:

Ĥ =
X

ijm m 0;�

(("m � �)�ij�m m 0 � tm m 0(ij))ĉ
+

im � ĉjm 0�

�
1

2

X

ijm m 0�� 0

U
��

0

m m 0(ij)̂nim � n̂jm 0� 0 (1)
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Figure 2: The relative positions ofR u ions in the tetragonalSr2R uO 4 lattice. The heavy

linessym bolisethem ain interactions.InterplaneUk fortheelectronsoccupying dxy orbitals

at the neighbouring in planes ions and U? for out ofplane neighbours and dxz and dyz

orbitals.

Table 2: The values ofparam eters used in calculations. H ere t;t0 are in-plane hopping

integrals between c (dxy) orbitals,tax;tbx are in-plane hopping integrals between a (dxz)

orbitals along x̂ and ŷ directions, tab is the in-plane hopping between a and b orbitals

along x̂ + ŷ,and thybr and t? are outofplane hopping integralsalong the bctbody-centre

vector from a(b) to c and from a(b) to b(a),respectively.

t � t0 tax tbx tab thybr � t? � "a � "b � "c Uk U?

m eV 81:6 36:7 109:4 6:6 8:8 1:1 0:3 116:2 116:2 131:8 40:3 48:2

asourm odelwhich isto describesuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4.Herem and m
0
referto the

three Ruthenium t2g orbitalsto be denoted a = dxz,b= dyz and c= dxy in the following. i

and jlabelthesitesofabody centered tetragonallattice.Thehoppingintegralstm m 0(ij)and

site energies "m were � tted to reproduce the experim entally determ ined three-dim ensional

Ferm iSurface [5,13]. W e found thatthe settm m 0 shown in Table 2 gave a good accountof

the data.

In choosing theinteraction param etersU
��

0

m m 0 weadopted a frankly sem iphenom enological

approach.Nam ely,we eschewed any e� ortto derive these from an assum ed physicalm echa-

nism ofpairing and endeavoured to � nd a m inim al,hopefully unique,setofparam eterswhich

describes the available data. The pointofsuch strategy is that atthe end we can claim to

haveidenti� ed theposition and orbitaldependenceoftheinteraction and therefore provided

guidance forconstructing m icroscopic m odelsforspeci� c m echanism s.

In the above spiritwe considertwo setsofinteraction constants:U
k

m m 0 fornearestneigh-

boursin the plane and U
?

m m 0 fornearest-neighbourRu-atom sin the adjacentplane asindi-

cated in Fig. 2. To lim it further the param eter space we need to explore,we assum e that
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Figure 3: Lowest energy quasiparticle eigenvalues,E �(k) on the  (a) and � (b) Ferm i

surface sheets;(a) polar plot ofthe  sheet in the plane kz = 0,E  ;m ax(kF )= 0:22m eV ,

E  ;m in(kF ) = 0:056m eV (b) verticalcross-section ofthe cylindrical� sheet in the plane

kx = ky,E � ;m ax(kF )= 0:32m eV . A non-zero f� wave order param eter (dotted line)lifts

the p-wave line nodes (solid lines).

U
cc
k
� Uk,U

aa
? = U

bb
? � U? and contem plate only

U
k

m m 0 =

0

@

u u u

u u u

u u U
k

1

A and U
?

m m 0 =

0

@

U? U? u
0

U? U? u
0

u
0

u
0

u
0

1

A (2)

In fact, we take u = u
0
= 0 for m ost of our calculations and we use only one in plane,

Uk,and one out ofplane U? ,param eters to � t the experim entaldata on the speci� c heat,

cv(T),super uid density ns(T)and thetherm alconductivity �T (T).Thepurposeofthefew

calculations with u 6= 0,u
0
6= 0 wasonly to investigate the stability ofthe Uk;U? resultsto

variationsin U
k

m m 0 and U
?

m m 0.

W ithin the above m odel,we solved the Bogolubov-de G ennesequations:

X

jm 0� 0

 

E
�
� H m ;m 0(ij) �

��
0

m ;m 0(ij)

� ���
0

m m 0(ij) E
� + H m m 0(ij)

! �
u
�
jm � 0

v
�
jm 0� 0

�

= 0 (3)

togetherwith the self-consistency condition

�
��

0

m m 0 = U
��

0

m m 0(ij)�
��
m m 0(ij); �

��
0

m m 0(ij)=
X

�

u
�
im �v

��
jm 0� 0(1� 2f(E

�
)); (4)

which follow from Eq.(1)on m aking theusualBCS-likem ean � eld approxim ation[14].Since

H m m 0(ij) and � ��
0

m ;m 0(ij) depend only on the di� erence~R i � ~R j the solution ofEq. (3) is

rendered tractableby takingitslatticeFouriertransform sand,thustransform ing theproblem

into thatofa 12 � 12 m atrix,eigenvalueproblem ateach k in theappropriateBrillouin Zone.

Foru = u
0 = 0 the generalstructure of�

"#

m m 0(~k)turnsoutto be ofthe form

� cc(~k)= �
x
cc sinkx + �

y
cc sinky

� m m 0(~k)= �
z
m m 0 sin

kzc

2
cos

kx

2
cos

ky

2
+ �

f

m m 0 sin
kx

2
sin

ky

2
sin

kzc

2

+

�

�
x
m m 0 sin

kx

2
cos

ky

2
+ �

y

m m 0 cos
ky

2
sin

ky

2

�

cos
kzc

2
(5)



phys.stat.sol. { 6 {

0

20

40

60

0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6

C
/T

 (
m

J/
K

  
m

o
l)

2

T/Tc

Figure4:Calculated speci�c heat,C ,asa function oftem perature,T,com pared to the ex-

perim entaldata ofN ishiZakietal.[7].Thedotted-lineincludesthef-waveorderparam eter,

the solid line iswithoutf-wave.

form ;m
0
= a orb.

O ur self-consistency procedure always converged on the am plitudes � x
cc;�

y
cc,�

z
m ;m 0(T),

�
f

m m 0(T),�
x
m ;m 0(T)and �

y

m ;m 0(T)to an accuracy higherthan 10
�4
% .Theprincipleresults

ofsuch calculations are these am plitudesand the corresponding quasiparticle energy eigen-

valuesE �(~k).These eigenvaluesare shown in Fig.3,fortheinteraction valuesUk,U? given

in Table 2,and with the constraint that�
f
m ;n(T)= 0. Evidently from the � gure,on the 

sheet there is an absolute gap below E  ;m in(~kF ),in the quasi-particle spectrum ,while the

� sheet is gapless with a line ofnodes in the gap functions at kz = � �

c
This dram atically

di� erentgap structure and sym m etry on di� erentsheetsofthe Ferm iSurface isthe striking

new resultsofan interaction m atrix U
��

0

m n 0(ij)which coupleselectronsin di� erentRu-planes.

From theresultsin Fig.3,oneisencouraged to investigatethisform ofinteraction further

because,on theonehand,thelineofzerogap on the� sheetexplainsthepower-law behaviour

ofvarioustherm odynam icquantitiesand,on theother,on thefully gapped  sheet�  (k)=

� cc(k)= �
x
cc(sinkxa+ isinkyb)which im pliesthebroken tim ereversalsym m etry dem anded

by a num berofotherexperim ents.Indeed,fortheabovepairofinteractions,U? and Uk,and

the corresponding quasiparticle spectra we � nd the speci� c heatcv(T)shown in Fig. 4 asa

function ofT.Although these param eterswere chosen to � tthe experim entaldata which is

also shown,theagreem entbetween theory and experim entistruly rem arkable.Thepointto

appreciateisthatin generaltwo di� erentUk and U? im ply twoseparatetransitionsatT
k

c and

T
?

c .Thus,to agree with theexperim entswhich featuresa single transition atTc = 1:5 K we

had to use both degreesoffreedom s.Nam ely,� tting Tc determ ined both coupling constants

U? and Uk.Now,one m ightsuggestthatitisa short-com ing ofourm odelthatwe have to

rely on such an accidentalcoincidenceofUk and U? to � tonenum berT
exp
c .However,in the

lightofthevery good � tto thevery non trivialexperim entalvariation ofcv with tem perature

thisisnota strong objection. Indeed,the factthathaving � tted to T
exp
c only and we have

reproduced the slope asT goesto zero and the size ofthe jum p atTc hasto be regarded as

a con� rm ation ofourm odel.

C oncluding rem arks. O urcalculations[15]ofthesuper uid density ns(T)[8]and therm al

conductivity �(T)[9],forthesam eparam etersasabove,providefurtherevidencein support

ofour m odel. Note thatthese calculations do not involve additionaladjustable param eters
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Figure 5: The structure ofthe order param eter. The big arrow corresponds to the orbital

m om entum lofthe Cooper pair,while sm allarrowsshow the spinsofthe electrons which

add to s = 1.In the fram e in which lz = 1 one has sz = 0.

and thusthe resultsare notonly qualitative consequencesofnodesofthe gap on the � and

� sheetsofthe Ferm iSurface butare also quantitative predictionsofthe theory.

In whatfollowsweconcludethisbriefsurvey ofourvery encouraging resultsby two further

im portantcom m ents.The � rstconcernsthe constraints�
f

m m 0(T)= 0 im posed ateach step

of the selfconsistency cycle during the above calculations. W ithout this constraint there

would be a second transition T
f
c < Tc,where �

f

m ;m 0(T) becom es non zero and this would

im ply a peak in cv(T)atT
f
c ’ 0:2 K ,which hasnotbeen seen experim entally.Fortunately,

we have been able to show by explicit quantitative calculations that a sm all am ount of

disorder willelim inate the �
f

m m 0 com ponentofthe order param eters without changing the

other am plitudes in Eq. (4) very m uch. The details ofthese calculations willbe published

elsewhere[15].Thisjusti� es,atthepresentlevelofthem ean-freepath in sam pleson which the

experim entswerem ade,thesim ultaneousneglectofdisorderand thef-com ponent�
f

m ;m 0(T).

The other com m ent is that we have studied the stability ofthe above m odel(Eqs. 1-5,

Fig. 5)to introducing furtherinteraction constantsand found itto be satisfactorily robust.

In particular we have carried a num ber ofcalculations with u 6= 0 and u
0
6= 0 and,as we

shallreportin a separate publication,we found [15]thatthe overallpicturepresented above

rem ained thesam e.Nam ely,ourconclusion thata m odelwith justtwo interaction constants,

one in plane Uk,and one outofplane U? (Fig.4)roughly ofthe sam e size,around 50 m eV,

iscapable ofexplaining allthe available data we have analysed rem ained valid.
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