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A bstract

W e Investigate the superconductivity in SrpRuO 4 on the basis of the three-dim ensional three—
band Hubbard m odel. W e propose a m odelw ith C oulom b interactions am ong the elctrons on the
nearest-neighborRu sites. In ourm odelthe Intersite C oulom b repulsion and exchange coupling can
work as the e ective Interaction for the spin-triplet paring. This e ective interaction is enhanced
by the band hybridization, which is m ediated by the interlyer transfers. W e investigate the
possbility of thism echanisn in the ground state and nd that the orbial dependent soin-triplet
superconductivity ism ore stable than the spin-singlet one for realistic param eters. T his soin-triplet

superconducting state has horizontal line nodes on the Ferm i surface.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The nature of the superconductivity in SpRuO 4 has drawn much attention since is
discovery in 1994 ?-"3: A Iot of experin ents have provided evidence that the superconduc—
tivity is unconventional. For instance, the superconductivity is extrem ely sensitive to the
non-m agnetic in purty scattering In contrast to A nderson’s theorem on a conventional su-—
pemonductori—3I M iyake and N arkiyo have successfully shown that such an anom alouse ect
of mpurity in SLRUO 4 can be explained as an evidence of the spin-triplet pairing super-
c:onductjyjtyi-‘LI Nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) m easurem ent has revealed that the *'0
Knight shift is alm ost unchanged in the transition into the superconducting phase.:é Fur-
them ore, muon soin relaxation ( SR) tin em easurem ent:é and polarized-neutron scattering
smdy"j clard ed that in the superconducting phase the tin e reversal symm etry is broken.
From these experin ental evidences it is almost con m ed that the superconductivity in
SrRUO 4 isthe spin-triplet superconductivity. In the past few years, the m om entum depen—
dence of the superconducting gap function has becom e the central issue of this spin-triplet
superconductor. In SpRuO , the Fem i surface consists of three cylindrical pieces m ainly
orighated from the Bur R u-4d electrons in three t, otbitalsB¥48 A gterbery et al. sisted
that the tem perature dependences of speci ¢ heat, penetration depth, and them al conduc—
tivity can be explained by the orbial dependent superoonduc:tjy:'d:y.":-LiI A dditionally, recent
goeci cheat m easurem ent at low tem perature suggests the existence of line nodesi-l.23

In orderto determm ine the location ofthe nodes, we need the experin ental results obtained
by directionalprobes. In SR u0 4 them agnetothem al conductivity m easurem ent seem sthe
m ost pow erfiil tool to nvestigate the location of the nodes:-p:'::l‘E T wo groups have reported
that the them al conductivity has no notablk anisotropy when them agnetic eld is applied
to the direction parallel to the conducting plane. These results are quite di erent from
the result of the cuprate superconductor, and they suggest that the pairing state with
vertical line nodes has Jess possbility for the candidate in SpRu0 4. Thus the paring state
w ith horizontal line nodes seem s to be appropriate to explain these experim ental resuls for
SHrRuO 4.

Since SR U0 4 has shgle-layered perovskite structure as in the case orLa, , S, CuO 4, it
has been supposad that its superconductivity ism ediated by largely enhanced uctuations

com m on to these tw o-din ensionalm aterials. 1329222948 § owever, it seem sdi cultto explain



the spin-triplet paring state with horizontal line node. In order to solve this problem,
Hassgawa et al. listed the possbl odd-parity states on the basis of the group-theoretical
ana]ysjséé In their analysis they took notice of the body-centered-tetragonal lattice of Ru
w ith lattice constants a and c. And they insisted that in order to stabilize the gap function
w ith the horizontal Ine node the e ective Interaction for electrons at rand r @=2R
@=2)y (=2)2 is crucial. Zhitom irsky and Rice have successfully shown that the gap
function with the horizontal line node m ay lad to the tem perature dependence of the
goeci ¢ heat observed In experin ents%i Futhem ore, Annett et al. have reproduced the
experin ental data of the super uid density and the them al conductivity on the basis ofthe
m ultiband attractive H ubbard m odel w ith interlayer coupling éz

In this paperwe propose that the superconductivity In SpRuO 4 ism ediated by Coulomb
scatterings am ong the ekectronsat rand r @=2)8 (@=2)¢ (=2)2.0urm odelH am ilto—
nian is the three-dim ensional (3D ) threeband Hubbard m odel w ith quasitwo-din ensional
character. O ur m icroscopic description of the superconductivity in SpRuO 4 m ay be con—
sidered as an application of the twoJband m echanian superconductiviy to the spin-triplet
C ooper pajrjng,'@é or as the three-din ensional version of the soin-triplt superconductivity

In the onedin ensional chain w ith long-range attractive Coulomb interactionsé?

IT. 3D THREE-BAND HUBBARD MODEL

W e consider three t,; orbitals of Ru-4d ekctron, ie., dyy, dy,, and d,,, In our 3D three-

band Hubbard m odel. It is represented In real space as
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where ¢, (&, ) is the anniilation (creation) operator of d electron with orbital /' =
fxy;yz;zxg and spn = f";#gon site r. " are site energies, aswe set ", z) = >0

and ",, = 0.t 0 (r;r°) are hopping Integrals, as set
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Hereafter, we only consider the on-site interactions and the Interactions am ong the near-
est neighbors along the c axis, because the interactions am ong the nearest neighbors

on the conduction ab plane are negligble due to screening. If we take f2i0i1;.;8 =
fl @=2)%; @=2)9; (2)2, the Coulomb integrals n Eq. @:) tum out
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=1
where U/+0, Jrr0, and K ,0 are Coulomb repulsions, exchange interactions, and pair hop—

pings, respectively. Then we transform our Ham itonian from the representation n real



Soace into the one n momentum k space by Fourier transform , and decom pose it into

H = H,+ H° The noninteracting part H , is represented by

0 10 1
" B "zxk + tl> k tkk & k B Cxk
B B
H0= . CZxk ngk Ciyk g tkk "yzk+ t%k tzk g g cyzk Z%\ : (12)
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In Eq. {12) we denote
"ok = 2ty cosky, 24 cosky; @3)
"oax = 2ty cosk, 2t cosky; 14)
Meyk = 2t3 (cosky + cosk,) 4t cosk, cosk,; 15)
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and .y = 4t sin k, sin k, taking the In-plane lattice constant asunity. W e can diagonalize

P P
H o wih repecttotheband indices = £ ; ; gasHg= " @, a x by orthogonal

P P
transform ations, ¢/, = R a’, and oy, = R. xa x . The nteracting part H % is
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0 1 X X X 0
H = N— U,ro(l rr 0 O)d/k+q C}lokoq ooOkO OOk
kkoq 0rro0
1 X X X 0
+N_ Jro (@ rrO)C}/}H_q C}/okoq 0C 0 0C ox
kkoq 0rro0
1 X X X 0
N_ K,,o(l rrO) Od/k+q C}/koq 0C 0g0 0C O
kkoq 0rro0
1 X x x h . . i
+N_ U"Oqumq C}/okoq 0C k0 0C i T+ Jmoqd/k+q C}/okoq 0C k0 0O o
kkoq 0rro0
1 X X X 1
Y Kiiog Qg Croq oC oo O j (19)

kkoq 0rr0

where N is the num ber of k-space points n the rst Brillouin zone EBZ), and

c
U,l,oq = 8U,l,ooos% oos% oos%; (20)
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Jrog = 8J,1,ooos% oos% oos%; 1)
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K,l,oq = 8K ,l,ooos% oos% oos%: ©2)

ITT. SPIN-TRIPLET SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

Forourm odelwe get a selfoonsistency equation for a gap function ofthe band, «,
w ithin the weak-coupling form alian :

l X O 0
k= 5V oages . _; @3)
2xo0 ("o )T+ J 0]

where isthe chem icalpotential. Shce ourm odeldoes not include any asym m etrical inter—
actions for spin state, eg., soin-orbit interaction, this selfconsistency equation is applicable
to both soin—singlkt and soin-triplet pairs in sin ilar ways. For exam ple, when we apply
Eq. £3) to a soi-triplkt pair taking its odd parity, ie., Kk = x, Into acocount, we get
the expression ofV o asbelow :

X h

V oo = R/ yRro koU,l, o kOR or g R or 0

2
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i
+ R, leO kOJ,l,ok kOR OlkR 0r 00 3 (24)

On the other hand, in the case for a spIn-singlkt pair, V o can be expressed as
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" h i
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W hen the gap m agnitude . is sn allcom pared to band param eters, we can reduce Eq. €3)

nto
X
k= o« Voogge (Moo ) ogo; (26)
k0 0

according to the K ondo’s argum entn-?é W e choose our tightbinding band param eters as in
Tab]el_i,wherewetaketo asaunit ofenergy estin ated asabout 16V . W e choose them so that
we can well reproduce the Fem 1 surface m easured by the de Haaswvan A Iphen e ecée'@;és
asshown i Fig. 1. Here we treat our tightJinding band param eters and C oulom b integrals

as phenom enological ones. T hus it can be thought that our Fem isurface lncludes the band
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TABLE I:Transfers and Coulomb interactions.
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FIG.1l:Fem isurface n the casewith = 050. Band indices , ,and are indicated here.

renom alization e ects due to the electron correlation, and that the Coulomb Integrals are
e ective Interactions reduced by H artreeFodk decoupling. Hartreetock decoupling also
a ects on-site energies, which we can controlby varying . Our calculations are executed
on equally spaced 256° k points in FBZ reach band. W hen we take 224° k points instead,
our resultsof In . vary lessthan 3% .

W hen we solve our reduced selfconsistency equation (26), we nd that the spin—triplkt
state ism ore stabl than spin-sihglkt ones. O ne of this reason isthat U/, o , o and J/, o o
in Eq. @4) can always change their signs due to their w ave-vector dependences as shown in
egs. €0) and €1). Added to this, theband hybridization enhancesthee ective interaction of
Eqg. 24) via them atrix elem ents of orthogonal transform ations, R y andR i, n Eq. @4).
As a resuk for these, Ul o , o and J' q 0 work lke strong pair tunneling interactions
am ong hybridized bands for spin-triplkt pairing. A s shown afterward, this hybridization is
much in portant for our triplet superconductivity. O ne of the m ost stable pairing functions
is
ky ky k,c

= C sih— cos— cos—; 27
k S]I'IZCO82COSz, ()

X



where C is real and takes di erent value on each  band. Taking acocount of the spatial
symm etry of ourm odel, the other m ost stable fiinction is

. Y kx kzc
= C s — cos— cos :
2 2 2

y

28)

It has indeed the same result of n . as the function, Eq. £7). These pairing finctions,
Egs. £7) and 2§), have been proposed as candidates of the m ost stabk state by H asegaw a
et al."?é In order to clarify the in portance of the band hybridization, lt us calculate the
integrated e ective m atrix elem ents for our spin-tripkt pairing function, Eq. 27),

X X

vo= NV oag0 (Moo ) g0 29)
k kO

P A
where | ? denotes the m omentum summ ation on the Fem i surface and ~ *, denotes the
nom alized finction of €1) detem ined by

X

5= §=1: (30)
k
Forexampl, when = 0:50, we cbtain
0 1 0 1
gV VOV g 1357 10 3 141475 10°3 009952
B B
Ev v v % =B 0:1057 2093 10°% 1074 10° é : @31)
@ A @ A
v v v 04129 10° 004082 2015 10°3

Here, we can notice that the elem ents am ong the di emt bandsv , v , and v have
larger absolute values than the others. This is caused by the pair tunneling between the
di erent bands, which is enhanced by the band hybridization. If we hope to ncrease our
Foin-trplet pairing instability, we should use these elem ents e ectively. Judging from the
nequalities, v < 0< v < v ,ifC C < Oand C C < 0OandC C > 0, we
expect that the eigenvalue ofEq. £6), (In ) ', can take a large negative value for our gap
function, Eq. €1). A hrge negative (In ) ' results large .. Indeed, our num erically
obtained solution of C shown in Tablk 11 satisfy the above nequalities. Hence the pair
tunneling enhanced by the band hybridization plays a signi cant rol to realize our spin—
triplet superconductiviy.

H ereafter, we assum e that the order param eter of spin-triplkt superconductor w ith three
com ponents (d vector) isparallelto the z axis, d k) / 2 ke+ k) .'gé Then, we can reasonably

construct ourd vectorasd, k) = *, + i Y,, which isa linear com bination of our obtained
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TABLE II:C ofEq. £1) h thecasswih = 050.
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FIG . 2: Scheam atic pictures of gap am plitude on the Fem i surface of each band In the case w ith

= 050. The am plitude of each band is nom alized in convenience.

functions, Egs. €7) and £8). W e can show that the am plitude ofd vector vary as ¥, k)Jj/
q

1 oosky cosk, josk,c=2)F shown in Fig.Z. A llofthem haveholizontalline nodesatk, =
=c and fourfold sym m etries around the c axis, and their am plitudes are Jarger along [L00]
and [010] than [10]. These results are qualitatively consistent w ith the m agnetothemm al

conductivity m easurem entsg2i?

Then we study the -dependence ofIn . Thisresul isshown in Fig.3. W e show only
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FIG . 4: C loseups of the Ferm i surface progcted on the plane wih k, = 0. @), ©), and () are

in the cases w ith 044, 050, and 056, respectively. These areas are around the van Hove

singular point as indicated in FJgEl:
the case with 0:44 056 because In other cases In o becom es extram ely anall. W e
can point out that our superconducivity is reinforced only when band has a large density
of states. To m ake this situation clear, we m agnify the part of Fem i surfaces and proct
it on the plane wih k, = 0. W e show this part of allFem i surfaces with di erent in
Fig.4. The large density of states of the band can be realized when a piece of Ferm i
surface is close to the van Hove singular point ( ;0). W e have earlier shown that the pair
tunneling enhanced by the band hybridization plays a signi cant role for our soin-triplet
superconductivity. T hus our spin-triplet superconductivity needs the two in portant factors.
Tt m ight be rare that both of these two factors present sin ultaneously In realm aterials. W e
can expect that in SrRUO0 4 both of these two conditions are wonderfully satis ed.

4:084

In ourresults  cangettoe 168m &V . And, when a piece of the Fem i surface

becom es closer to the van Hove sngularpoint ( ;0), « willbemuch larger. These results

are too much larger than the experim ental results of SLbRUO 4, estinated as 02 04meV.
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This m ay be caused by too large estin ations of U! and J'. However, we think that this
ismainly caused by the weak-coupling form alisn and neglected quasiparticles’ lifetin e. If
the strong correlation e ect decreases the lifetin e, we should take into acoount the retar-
dation e ect and then  willbe snallker. In SpRuUO, it is thought that the electrons
correlate strongly w ith one another, and we should adopt the strong-coupling form alism for
the quantitative estin ation of Eé A Tthough our quantitative estin ation of  hasthese
problam s, as far as the whol electrons In SKLRUO 4 com pose the Fem 1 liquid, our cbtained

gap symm etry cannot be replaced by the other sym m etries.

IVv. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we dem onstrated that the spih-triplkt pairing m ediated by the Intersite
Coulom b scatterings is m ore stable than the soin-singlkt one in our m odel. The gap func-
tion has a fourfold sym m etry and horizontal line nodes on the Fem i surface of each bands.
T hese resuls appear qualitatively consistent w ith the experim ental results. T herefore the
Interlayer Coulomb scatterings play a signi cant role in order to realize the soin-triplet su—
perconductivity in SpRUO 4. Judged from the resuls about superconducting gap m agniude,
our superconductivity ismuch sensitive to the band param eters. O ur superconductivity is
unique to the electronic state in SrR U0 4, which hasboth the degenerated orbitals and the
Interlayer transfers am ong these di erent orbitals.
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