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Abstract

W e investigate the superconductivity in Sr2RuO 4 on the basis ofthe three-dim ensionalthree-

band Hubbard m odel.W eproposea m odelwith Coulom b interactionsam ong theelectronson the

nearest-neighborRu sites.In ourm odeltheintersiteCoulom b repulsion and exchangecouplingcan

work asthe e�ective interaction forthe spin-tripletparing. Thise�ective interaction isenhanced

by the band hybridization, which is m ediated by the interlayer transfers. W e investigate the

possibility ofthism echanism in the ground state and �nd thatthe orbitaldependentspin-triplet

superconductivity ism orestablethan thespin-singletoneforrealisticparam eters.Thisspin-triplet

superconducting state hashorizontalline nodeson the Ferm isurface.

PACS num bers:74.20.Fg,74.20.M n,74.20.Rp

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0303620v1


I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The nature ofthe superconductivity in Sr2RuO 4 has drawn m uch attention since its

discovery in 1994.1,2 A lot ofexperim ents have provided evidence that the superconduc-

tivity isunconventional. Forinstance,the superconductivity isextrem ely sensitive to the

non-m agnetic im purity scattering in contrastto Anderson’stheorem on a conventionalsu-

perconductor.3 M iyakeand Narikiyo havesuccessfully shown thatsuch an anom alouse� ect

ofim purity in Sr2RuO 4 can be explained asan evidence ofthe spin-triplet pairing super-

conductivity.4 Nuclearm agnetic resonance (NM R)m easurem enthasrevealed thatthe 17O

Knight shift is alm ost unchanged in the transition into the superconducting phase.5 Fur-

therm ore,m uon spin relaxation (�SR)tim em easurem ent6 and polarized-neutron scattering

study7 clari� ed that in the superconducting phase the tim e reversalsym m etry is broken.

From these experim entalevidences it is alm ost con� rm ed that the superconductivity in

Sr2RuO 4 isthespin-tripletsuperconductivity.In thepastfew years,them om entum depen-

dence ofthesuperconducting gap function hasbecom e thecentralissue ofthisspin-triplet

superconductor. In Sr2RuO 4 the Ferm isurface consists ofthree cylindricalpieces m ainly

originated from thefourRu-4d electronsin threet2g orbitals.
8,9,10 Agterberg etal.insisted

thatthetem peraturedependencesofspeci� cheat,penetration depth,and therm alconduc-

tivity can be explained by the orbitaldependent superconductivity.11 Additionally,recent

speci� c-heatm easurem entatlow tem peraturesuggeststheexistence oflinenodes.12

In ordertodeterm inethelocation ofthenodes,weneed theexperim entalresultsobtained

bydirectionalprobes.In Sr2RuO 4 them agnetotherm alconductivity m easurem entseem sthe

m ostpowerfultoolto investigate the location ofthe nodes.13,14 Two groupshave reported

thatthetherm alconductivity hasno notableanisotropy when them agnetic� eld isapplied

to the direction parallelto the conducting plane. These results are quite di� erent from

the result of the cuprate superconductor, and they suggest that the pairing state with

verticallinenodeshaslesspossibility forthecandidatein Sr2RuO 4.Thustheparing state

with horizontallinenodesseem sto beappropriateto explain theseexperim entalresultsfor

Sr2RuO 4.

SinceSr2RuO 4 hassingle-layered perovskitestructureasin thecaseforLa2�x SrxCuO 4,it

hasbeen supposed thatitssuperconductivity ism ediated by largely enhanced 
 uctuations

com m ontothesetwo-dim ensionalm aterials.15,16,17,18,19 However,itseem sdi� culttoexplain
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the spin-triplet paring state with horizontalline node. In order to solve this problem ,

Hasegawa etal. listed the possible odd-parity stateson the basisofthe group-theoretical

analysis.20 In theiranalysisthey took notice ofthe body-centered-tetragonallattice ofRu

with latticeconstantsa and c.And they insisted thatin orderto stabilizethegap function

with the horizontalline node the e� ective interaction forelectrons atr and r� (a=2)̂x �

(a=2)̂y � (c=2)̂z is crucial. Zhitom irsky and Rice have successfully shown that the gap

function with the horizontalline node m ay lead to the tem perature dependence of the

speci� c heat observed in experim ents.21 Futherm ore,Annett etal. have reproduced the

experim entaldataofthesuper
 uid density and thetherm alconductivity on thebasisofthe

m ultiband attractiveHubbard m odelwith interlayercoupling.22

In thispaperweproposethatthesuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4 ism ediated by Coulom b

scatteringsam ong theelectronsatrand r� (a=2)̂x� (a=2)̂y� (c=2)̂z.Ourm odelHam ilto-

nian isthe three-dim ensional(3D)three-band Hubbard m odelwith quasi-two-dim ensional

character. Ourm icroscopic description ofthe superconductivity in Sr2RuO 4 m ay be con-

sidered asan application ofthe two-band m echanism superconductivity to the spin-triplet

Cooperpairing,23 orasthe three-dim ensionalversion ofthe spin-tripletsuperconductivity

in theone-dim ensionalchain with long-rangeattractiveCoulom b interactions.24

II. 3D T H R EE-B A N D H U B B A R D M O D EL

W e considerthree t2g orbitalsofRu-4d electron,i.e.,dxy,dyz,and dzx,in our3D three-

band Hubbard m odel.Itisrepresented in realspaceas

H =
X

rr0’’0�

["’�rr0�’’0 � t’’0(r;r
0)]cy’r�c’0r0�

+
X

rr0’’0��0

U
��0

’’0(r;r
0)cy’r�c

y

’0r0�0c’0r0�0c’r�

+
X

rr0’’0��0

J
��0

’’0(r;r
0)cy’r�c

y

’0r0�0c’r0�0c’0r�

+
X

rr0’’0��0

K
��0

’’0(r;r
0)cy’r�c

y

’r0�0c’0r0�0c’0r�; (1)

where c’r� (cy’r�) is the annihilation (creation) operator ofd electron with orbital’ =

fxy;yz;zxg and spin � = f";#g on site r. "’ are site energies,aswe set"zx(yz) = � > 0

and "xy = 0.t’’0(r;r
0)arehopping integrals,asset

tzx zx(r;r� ax̂)= tyzyz(r;r� aŷ)= t0; (2)
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tzx zx(r;r� aŷ)= tyzyz(r;r� ax̂)= t1; (3)

tzx yz(yzzx)(r;r� ax̂ + aŷ)

= �tzx yz(yzzx)(r;r� ax̂ � aŷ)= �t2; (4)

txyxy(r;r� ax̂)= txyxy(r;r� aŷ)= t3; (5)

txyxy(r;r� ax̂ � aŷ)= t4; (6)

tzx zx(yzyz)

�

r;r�
a

2
x̂ �

a

2
ŷ �

c

2
ẑ

�

= t
0
? ; (7)

and

tzxxy(xyzx)

�

r;r�
a

2
x̂ +

a

2
ŷ +

c

2
ẑ

�

= tzxxy(xyzx)

�

r;r�
a

2
x̂ �

a

2
ŷ �

c

2
ẑ

�

= �tzx xy(xyzx)

�

r;r�
a

2
x̂ +

a

2
ŷ �

c

2
ẑ

�

= �tzx xy(xyzx)

�

r;r�
a

2
x̂ �

a

2
ŷ +

c

2
ẑ

�

= tyzxy(xyyz)

�

r;r+
a

2
x̂ �

a

2
ŷ +

c

2
ẑ

�

= tyzxy(xyyz)

�

r;r�
a

2
x̂ �

a

2
ŷ �

c

2
ẑ

�

= �tyzxy(xyyz)

�

r;r+
a

2
x̂ �

a

2
ŷ �

c

2
ẑ

�

= �tyzxy(xyyz)

�

r;r�
a

2
x̂ �

a

2
ŷ +

c

2
ẑ

�

= t
00
? : (8)

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 negligible due to screening. If we take f̂rigi= 1;:::;8 =

f[�(a=2)̂x;�(a=2)̂y;�(c=2)̂z]g,theCoulom b integralsin Eq.(1)turn out

U
��0

’’0(r;r
0) = U

0

’’0(1� �’’0���0)�rr0 + U
1

’’0

8X

i= 1

�rr0+ r̂i; (9)

J
��0

’’0(r;r
0) = J

0

’’0(1� �’’0)�rr0 + J
1

’’0

8X

i= 1

�rr0+ r̂i; (10)

K
��0

’’0(r;r
0) =

 

K
0

’’0(1� �’’0)�rr0 + K
1

’’0

8X

i= 1

�rr0+ r̂i

!

���� 0; (11)

where U’’0,J’’0,and K ’’0 are Coulom b repulsions,exchange interactions,and pair hop-

pings,respectively. Then we transform our Ham iltonian from the representation in real
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space into the one in m om entum k space by Fourier transform , and decom pose it into

H = H 0 + H 0.Thenoninteracting partH 0 isrepresented by

H 0 =
X

k�

�

c
y

zxk� c
y

yzk� c
y

xyk�

�

0

B
B
B
B
@

"zxk + t1? k tkk t2? k

tkk "yzk + t1? k t3? k

t2? k t3? k "xyk

1

C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
@

czxk�

cyzk�

cxyk�

1

C
C
C
C
A
: (12)

In Eq.(12)wedenote

"zxk = � � 2t0coskx � 2t1cosky; (13)

"yzk = � � 2t0cosky � 2t1coskx; (14)

"xyk = �2t3(coskx + cosky)� 4t4coskx cosky; (15)

t
1

? k = �8t0? cos
kx

2
cos

ky

2
cos

kzc

2
; (16)

t
2

? k = 8t00? cos
kx

2
sin

ky

2
sin

kzc

2
; (17)

t
3

? k = 8t00? cos
ky

2
sin

kx

2
sin

kzc

2
; (18)

and tkk = �4t2sinkx sinky,takingthein-planelatticeconstantasunity.W ecan diagonalize

H 0 with respecttothebandindices� = f�;�;
gasH 0 =
P

k�

P

�"� ka
y

� k�a� k� byorthogonal

transform ations,c
y

’k� =
P

�R �’ka
y

�k� and c’k� =
P

�R ’�ka�k�. The interacting partH
0 is

represented by

H
0 =

1

N

X

kk0q

X

��0

X

’’0

U
0

’’0(1� �’’0���0)c
y

’k+ q�c
y

’0k0�q� 0c’0k0�0c’k�

+
1

N

X

kk0q

X

��0

X

’’0

J
0

’’0(1� �’’0)c
y

’k+ q�c
y

’0k0�q� 0c’k0�0c’0k�

+
1

N

X

kk0q

X

��0

X

’’0

K
0

’’0(1� �’’0)���� 0c
y

’k+ q�c
y

’k0�q� 0c’0k0�0c’0k�

+
1

N

X

kk0q

X

��0

X

’’0

h

U
1

’’0qc
y

’k+ q�c
y

’0k0�q� 0c’0k0�0c’k� + J
1

’’0qc
y

’k+ q�c
y

’0k0�q� 0c’k0�0c’0k�

i

+
1

N

X

kk0q

X

��0

X

’’0

K
1

’’0q���� 0c
y

’k+ q�c
y

’k0�q� 0c’0k0�0c’0k�; (19)

whereN isthenum berofk-spacepointsin the� rstBrillouin zone(FBZ),and

U
1

’’0q = 8U 1

’’0cos
qx

2
cos

qy

2
cos

qzc

2
; (20)
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J
1

’’0q = 8J1’’0cos
qx

2
cos

qy

2
cos

qzc

2
; (21)

K
1

’’0q = 8K 1

’’0cos
qx

2
cos

qy

2
cos

qzc

2
: (22)

III. SP IN -T R IP LET SU P ER C O N D U C T IV IT Y

Forourm odelwe geta self-consistency equation fora gap function ofthe � band,��k,

within theweak-coupling form alism :

� �k = �
1

2

X

k0�0

V��0kk0
� �0k0

q

("�0k0 � �)
2
+ j� �0k0j

2
; (23)

where� isthechem icalpotential.Sinceourm odeldoesnotincludeany asym m etricalinter-

actionsforspin state,e.g.,spin-orbitinteraction,thisself-consistency equation isapplicable

to both spin-singlet and spin-triplet pairs in sim ilar ways. For exam ple,when we apply

Eq.(23)to a spin-tripletpairtaking itsodd parity,i.e.,� ��k = �� �k,into account,weget

theexpression ofV��0 asbelow:

V��0kk0 =
2

N

X

’’0

h

R ’�kR ’0�k0U
1

’’0k�k 0R �0’0kR �0’k0

+R ’�kR ’0�k0J
1

’’0k�k 0R �0’kR �0’0k0

i

: (24)

On theotherhand,in thecasefora spin-singletpair,V��0 can beexpressed as

V��0kk0 =
2

N

X

’’0

n

R ’�kR ’0�k0

�

U
0

’’0 + U
1

’’0k�k 0

�

R �0’0kR �0’k0

+R ’�kR ’0�k0

h

J
0

’’0(1� �’’0)+ J
1

’’0k�k 0

i

R �0’kR �0’0k0

+R ’�kR ’�k0

h

K
0

’’0(1� �’’0)+ K
1

’’0k�k 0

i

R �0’0kR �0’0k0

o

: (25)

W hen thegap m agnitude� sc issm allcom pared toband param eters,wecan reduceEq.(23)

into

� �k = ln� sc

X

k0�0

V��0kk0�("�0k0 � �)� �0k0; (26)

according to the Kondo’sargum ent.25 W e choose ourtight-binding band param etersasin

TableI,wherewetaket0 asaunitofenergyestim ated asabout1eV.W echoosethem sothat

we can wellreproduce the Ferm isurface m easured by the de Haas-van Alphen e� ect26,27,28

asshown in Fig.1.Herewetreatourtight-binding band param etersand Coulom b integrals

asphenom enologicalones.Thusitcan bethoughtthatourFerm isurfaceincludestheband
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t0 t1 t2 t3 t4 t
0
? t

00
? U

0
’’0

J
0
’’0

K
0
’’0

U
1
’’0

J
1
’’0

K
1
’’0

1:00 0:12 0:04 1:00 0:38 0:01 0:03 2:00 1:00 1:00 0:10 0:10 0:10

TABLE I:Transfersand Coulom b interactions.

(0,π)

(0,0) (π,0)

(π,π)

α

γ

β

k

k

x

y

FIG .1:Ferm isurfacein the case with �= 0:50.Band indices�,�,and 
 are indicated here.

renorm alization e� ectsdue to the electron correlation,and thatthe Coulom b integralsare

e� ective interactions reduced by Hartree-Fock decoupling. Hartree-Fock decoupling also

a� ectson-site energies,which we can controlby varying � . Ourcalculationsare executed

on equally spaced 2563 k pointsin FBZ foreach band.W hen wetake2243 k pointsinstead,

ourresultsofln� sc vary lessthan 3% .

W hen we solve ourreduced self-consistency equation (26),we � nd thatthe spin-triplet

stateism orestablethan spin-singletones.Oneofthisreason isthatU 1
’’0k�k 0 and J1’’0k�k 0

in Eq.(24)can alwayschangetheirsignsdueto theirwave-vectordependencesasshown in

eqs.(20)and(21).Addedtothis,thebandhybridization enhancesthee� ectiveinteraction of

Eq.(24)via them atrix elem entsoforthogonaltransform ations,R ’�k and R �’k,in Eq.(24).

As a result for these,U 1
’’0k�k 0 and J1’’0k�k 0 work like strong pair tunneling interactions

am ong hybridized bandsforspin-tripletpairing. Asshown afterward,thishybridization is

m uch im portantforourtripletsuperconductivity.Oneofthem oststablepairing functions

is

� x
�k = C� sin

kx

2
cos

ky

2
cos

kzc

2
; (27)
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where C� is realand takes di� erent value on each � band. Taking account ofthe spatial

sym m etry ofourm odel,theotherm oststablefunction is

�
y

�k = C� sin
ky

2
cos

kx

2
cos

kzc

2
: (28)

Ithasindeed the sam e resultofln� sc asthe function,Eq.(27). These pairing functions,

Eqs.(27)and (28),havebeen proposed ascandidatesofthem oststablestateby Hasegawa

etal.20 In order to clarify the im portance ofthe band hybridization,let us calculate the

integrated e� ective m atrix elem entsforourspin-tripletpairing function,Eq.(27),

v��0 =
X

k

0�̂ x
�k

X

k0

V��0kk0�("�0k0 � �)�̂ x
�0k0; (29)

where
P

k
0 denotesthe m om entum sum m ation on the Ferm isurface and �̂ x

�k denotesthe

norm alized function of(27)determ ined by

X

k

0ĵ� x
�kj

2 = 1: (30)

Forexam ple,when � = 0:50,weobtain

0

B
B
B
B
@

v�� v�� v�


v�� v�� v�


v
� v
� v



1

C
C
C
C
A
=

0

B
B
B
B
@

1:357� 10�3 �1:175� 10�3 �0:09952

0:1057 2:093� 10�3 1:074� 10�3

0:4129� 10�3 0:04082 �2:015� 10�3

1

C
C
C
C
A
: (31)

Here,we can notice that the elem ents am ong the di� ernt bands v�
,v
�,and v�� have

larger absolute values than the others. This is caused by the pair tunneling between the

di� erent bands,which isenhanced by the band hybridization. Ifwe hope to increase our

spin-triplet pairing instability,we should use these elem ents e� ectively. Judging from the

inequalities,v�
 < 0 < v
� < v�� ,ifC� � C� < 0 and C� � C
 < 0 and C
 � C� > 0,we

expectthattheeigenvalueofEq.(26),(ln� sc)
�1 ,can takealargenegativevalueforourgap

function,Eq.(27). A large negative (ln� sc)
�1 results large � sc. Indeed,ournum erically

obtained solution ofC� shown in Table IIsatisfy the above inequalities. Hence the pair

tunneling enhanced by the band hybridization plays a signi� cant role to realize our spin-

tripletsuperconductivity.

Hereafter,weassum ethattheorderparam eterofspin-tripletsuperconductorwith three

com ponents(dvector)isparalleltothezaxis,d(k)/ ẑ(kx+ iky).
29 Then,wecan reasonably

constructourd vectorasdz(k)= � x
�k+ i�

y

�k,which isa linearcom bination ofourobtained
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� � � 


C� 0:1625 � 0:1633 0:08613

TABLE II:C� ofEq.(27)in the case with �= 0:50.

α

β

γ

k

k

k

x

y

z

FIG .2: Schem atic picturesofgap am plitude on the Ferm isurface ofeach band in the case with

�= 0:50.Theam plitudeofeach band isnorm alized in convenience.

functions,Eqs.(27)and (28).W ecan show thattheam plitudeofd vectorvary asjdz(k)j/
q

1� coskx cosky jcos(kzc=2)j,shown inFig.2.Allofthem haveholizontallinenodesatkz =

��=cand fourfold sym m etriesaround thecaxis,and theiram plitudesarelargeralong[100]

and [010]than [110]. These results are qualitatively consistent with the m agnetotherm al

conductivity m easurem ents.13,14

Then westudy the� -dependenceofln� sc.Thisresultisshown in Fig.3.W eshow only
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-11

-10

-9

-8

-7

-6

-5

-4

0.44 0.46 0.48 0.5 0.52 0.54 0.56
ln

∆

∆
S

C

FIG .3:�-dependenceofln� sc.

(a) (b)

0

0.1

0.2

2.9 3 3.1
0

0.1

0.2

2.9 3 3.1
0

0.1

0.2

2.9 3 3.1

(c)

k k k

k k k

x x x

yyy

FIG .4: Closeupsofthe Ferm isurface projected on the plane with kz = 0. (a),(b),and (c) are

in the cases with � = 0:44,0:50,and 0:56,respectively. These areas are around the van Hove

singularpointasindicated in Fig.1.

the case with 0:44 � � � 0:56 because in othercasesln� sc becom esextrem ely sm all. W e

can pointoutthatoursuperconducivity isreinforced only when 
 band hasa largedensity

ofstates. To m ake thissituation clear,we m agnify the partofFerm isurfacesand project

it on the plane with kz = 0. W e show this partofallFerm isurfaces with di� erent � in

Fig.4. The large density ofstates ofthe 
 band can be realized when a piece ofFerm i

surface isclose to the van Hove singularpoint(�;0). W e have earliershown thatthe pair

tunneling enhanced by the band hybridization plays a signi� cant role for our spin-triplet

superconductivity.Thusourspin-tripletsuperconductivity needsthetwoim portantfactors.

Itm ightberarethatboth ofthesetwo factorspresentsim ultaneously in realm aterials.W e

can expectthatin Sr2RuO 4 both ofthesetwo conditionsarewonderfully satis� ed.

In ourresults� sc can getto e
�4:084 � 16:8m eV.And,when a pieceoftheFerm isurface

becom escloserto thevan Hovesingularpoint(�;0),� sc willbem uch larger.Theseresults

aretoo m uch largerthan the experim entalresultsofSr2RuO 4,estim ated as0:2� 0:4m eV.
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This m ay be caused by too large estim ations ofU 1 and J1. However,we think that this

ism ainly caused by the weak-coupling form alism and neglected quasiparticles’lifetim e. If

the strong correlation e� ectdecreases the lifetim e,we should take into accountthe retar-

dation e� ect and then �sc willbe sm aller. In Sr2RuO 4 it is thought that the electrons

correlatestrongly with oneanother,and weshould adoptthestrong-coupling form alism for

thequantitativeestim ation of� sc.
18 Although ourquantitativeestim ation of� sc hasthese

problem s,asfarasthewholeelectronsin Sr2RuO 4 com posetheFerm iliquid,ourobtained

gap sym m etry cannotbereplaced by theothersym m etries.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper,we dem onstrated that the spin-triplet pairing m ediated by the intersite

Coulom b scatteringsism ore stable than the spin-singletone in ourm odel. The gap func-

tion hasa fourfold sym m etry and horizontallinenodeson theFerm isurfaceofeach bands.

These resultsappearqualitatively consistentwith the experim entalresults. Therefore the

interlayerCoulom b scatteringsplay a signi� cantrolein orderto realize thespin-tripletsu-

perconductivityinSr2RuO 4.Judged from theresultsaboutsuperconductinggap m agnitude,

oursuperconductivity ism uch sensitive to the band param eters. Oursuperconductivity is

uniqueto theelectronicstatein Sr2RuO 4,which hasboth thedegenerated orbitalsand the

interlayertransfersam ong thesedi� erentorbitals.
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