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W e study the superconducting state ofSr2RuO 4 on the basesofa phenom enologicalbutorbital

speci�c description ofthe electron-electron attraction and a realistic quantitative account ofthe

electronic structure in the norm alstate. W e found that a sim ple m odelwhich features both ‘in

plane’and ‘outofplane’coupling with strengthsUk = 40m eV and U? = 48m eV respectively repro-

duced theexperim entally observed powerlaw behaviourofthelow tem peraturespeci�cheatC v(T),

super
uid density ns(T)and therm alconductivity in quantitativedetail.M oreover,itpredictsthat

the quasi-particle spectrum on the 
 -sheet is fully gaped and the corresponding order param eter

breaksthe tim e reversalsym m etry. W e have also investigated the stability ofthism odelto inclu-

sion offurther interaction constants in particular between orbitals contributing to the 
 sheet of

the Ferm isurface and the � and � sheets. W e found thatthe predictionsofthe m odelare robust

under such changes. Finally,we have incorporated a description ofweak disorder into the m odel

and explored som e ofitsconsequences.Forexam plewe dem onstrated thatthedisorderhasa m ore

signi�cante�ecton the f-wave com ponentofthe orderparam eterthan on the p-wave one.

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

Thesym m etryoftheorderparam eterin superconduct-

ing Sr2RuO 4 hasbeen a subjectofintense experim ental

and theoreticalinterest in recent years1,2. It is proba-

bly thebestcandidate,currently,foran odd-parity,spin

triplet,superconductorwhich wouldbeachargedparticle

analogueofsuper
uid 3He.3 Although a num berofother

superconductors are also possible spin-triplet supercon-

ductors (including UPt3,UG e2,ZrZn2,and Bechgaard

salts) strontium ruthenate is probably the one which

is best characterized experim entally. Sam ples can be

grown which have exceptionally long m ean free paths,4

and above Tc the norm alstate is a Ferm iliquid with a

wellunderstood Ferm isurface5.

Currentlycontroversyexistsovertwokeyaspectsofthe

Sr2RuO 4 pairing state.Firstly,thegap function sym m e-

try is stillnot known. Rice and Sigrist6 suggested sev-

eralpossible gap functions for Sr2RuO 4 corresponding

to analoguesofsuper
uid phasesof3He. O fthese only

the analogue ofthe Anderson-Brinkm an-M orel(ABM )

state3,

d(k)� (kx + iky)̂ez; (1)

is consistent with the observations ofa constant a � b

plane K night shift7 and spin susceptibility8 below Tc.

This state isalso consistentwith the �-SR experim ents

which show spontaneoustim e reversalsym m etry break-

ing at Tc.
12 Howeverthis gap function has no zeros on

the three cylindricalFerm isurface sheets5 ofSr2RuO 4,

in directcontradiction to severalexperim entswhich in-

dicate that the gap function has lines of zeros on the

Ferm isurface9,10,11. This discrepancy is not easily re-

solved since a com plete group theoretic classi�cations

of all sym m etry distinct pairing states in tetragonal

crystals13,14,15,16,17,18 do not include any states which

haveboth spontaneoustim ereversalsym m etry breaking

atTc and sym m etry required line nodeson a cylindrical

Ferm isurface.17 A num berof‘f-wave’gap functionshave

been proposed19,20,21 forSr2RuO 4,

d(k)� f(k)̂ez; (2)

where f(k) is an l = 3 spherical Harm onic function.

Such gap functionshaveconstanta� bplaneK nightshift

and m ay haveboth tim ereversalsym m etry breakingand

linenodes,howeverin tetragonalsym m etry crystalsthey

arealwayseitherofm ixed sym m etry (requiring a double

phasetransition)orarein thesam esym m etry class(E u)

as l= 1 ‘p-wave’states which do not have line nodes.

Such f-wave functions m ay be possible physically (de-

pending on thedetailsoftheactualpairing interaction),

butthe line nodesare notrequired by the sym m etry of

the pairing state.

The second controversy aboutthe Sr2RuO 4 gap func-

tion concernsthepresenceofthreedi�erentFerm isurface

sheets,�,� and 
. The orbitaldependentsuperconduc-

tivity m odelofAgterberg,Sigirstand Rice24 envisioned

a dom inantgap on oneparttheFerm isurface(originally

�,�),with thegap function on theotherband only aris-

ingfrom interband couplingand hencebeingsigni�cantly

sm aller.Thistheory predicted thatweak im purity scat-

tering would destroy thesm allgap on theinactivesheet,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306185v1
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and hencelead toa�niteresidualdensityofstatesatzero

energy. However the experim entalspeci�c heat data9

shows that CV =T is zero at T = 0,and hence there is

a �nite order param eter on allsheets ofthe Ferm isur-

face. In a recent letter, Zhitom irsky and Rice25 have

argued that the gap function ofsuperconducting stron-

tium ruthenatecan bedescribed by an e�ective,k-space,

interband-proxim ity e�ect. In this m odelthey propose

thatthe superconductivity isdue to an attractive inter-

action in the p-wavechannel,which isacting alm osten-

tirely on onesheetoftheFerm isurface,the
 sheet.The

other two Ferm isurface sheets,� and � are driven to

becom esuperconducting becauseofa \proxim ity e�ect"

orJosephson likecoupling between the
 and �,� bands.

This m odelhas a num ber offeatures which are consis-

tent with the experim entalfacts,such as the presence

ofboth line-nodes in the gap function and spontaneous

tim ereversalsym m etrybreakingbelow Tc.Furtherm ore,

ifthe interband Josephson coupling energy is chosen to

be su�ciently large,then the energy gap atlow tem per-

aturesism oderately largeon alltheFerm isurfacesheets

and thereisno second peak below Tc in thespeci�cheat

capacity.

In a recent paper we have proposed a quite gen-

eral sem i-phenom enological m ethodology for studying

the possible superconducting statesofSr2RuO 4.In this

approach one chooses, m ore or less system atically, or-

bitaland position dependentinteraction constantsto de-

scribetheelectron-electron attraction.Thesim plestuse-

fulm odelwe have studied prom inently featured inter-

layer coupling26. This m odelcharacterizes the pairing

interaction in term s oftwo nearest-neighbornegative-U

Hubbard interactions,one,Uk actsbetween Ru dxy in a

single RuO 2 plane,while the second,U? acts between

Ru dxz dyz orbitalsbetween planes.W hen thesetwo pa-

ram etersarechosen soastogiveasinglephasetransition

tem peratureattheobserved Tc of1:5K we�nd excellent

agreem entwith the m easured speci�c heat,penetration

depth and therm alconductivity data.The gap function

hasboth tim ereversalsym m etry breaking,butalso hor-

izontallinesofnodesin the planeskz = � �=c on the �

Ferm isurfacesheet.The
 sheetrem ainsnode-less,with

a gap function ofthe form d(k) � (sinkx + isinky)̂ez,

corresponding to the 2-d analogue ofthe 3He A-phase.

The predicted gap function is sim ilar to that ofZhito-

m irsky and Rice (ZR)25,butdi�ersin thatitism oreor

less sam e size on allthree Ferm isurface sheets. M ore-

over,while ZR rely on ‘proxim ity coupling’to avoid the

doublephasetransition weexploitthefreedom provided

by the experim entaldata and achieve the sam e end by

�xingboth U k and U? sothatthereisonly onetransition

atthe observed Tc = 1:5K .

The purpose ofthis paper is to clarify a num ber of

unresolved questions concerning the interlayer coupling

m odel. Firstly we show in Section III that the results

ofthe m odelare quite generic,and do not depend sen-

sitively on the choice ofthe speci�c Hubbard m odelpa-

ram eterswhich we used in Ref.26.Secondly we exam ine

thee�ectsofweak disorderon thegap function (Section

IV).W eshow thatweakdisordercan suppressanyf-wave

com ponentsofthegap function,whileleavingthep-wave

orderparam eterrelatively unchanged.Finally in Section

V we study the generalisation of our m odelby allow-

ing fora "bond proxim ity" interactions.Such sym m etry

m ixing interactionshave been proposed by Zhitom irsky

and Rice25 as a m echanism leading to the single super-

conducting transition tem perature.Itturnsoutthatthe

m echanism operatesin theorbitalpictureaswelland we

obtained the singlesuperconducting transition tem pera-

ture,butdi�erentslope and jum p ofthe speci�c heat.

II. G A P SY M M ET R Y A N D PA IR IN G B A SIS

FU N C T IO N S

Letus begin by reviewing brie
y the sym m etry prin-

cipleswhich areused to classify di�erentpairing sym m e-

try states in odd-parity superconductors. W e shalluse

these principles to contrast the di�erent pairing states

thathavebeen proposed forstrontium ruthenate.

O n very generalground weexpectthatthephasetran-

sition into the superconducting state isofsecond order,

and so there exists an order param eter, or set of or-

der param eters,�i(r);i= 1;:::n. For superconductors

theseorderparam etersarecom plex,transform ing under

the U (1)gauge sym m etry as�i ! ei��i. Therefore the

G inzburg-Landau Free energy can always be expanded

as

Fs = Fn +

Z

d
3
r

�
�h
2

2m ijkl

@i�
�

j(r)@k�l(r)

+ �ij�
�

i(r)�j(r)

+ �ijkl�
�

i(r)�
�

j(r)�k(r)�k(r)+ :::
�

(3)

wheresum m ation convention isim plied fortheindicesi,j

etc,and asusual@i � r i� 2eiA i=�h,with A them agnetic

vectorpotential.

If the norm al state above Tc possesses a sym m etry

group G,then the order param eters �i can be grouped

into term scorresponding to thedi�erentirreduciblerep-

resentations� ofG,transform ing undersym m etry oper-

ationsas

�
�
i ! R

�
ij(g)�

�
j (4)

whereg 2 G,and them atricesR �
ij(g)constitutetherep-

resentation � ofthe group G.

The generaltheory of group representations im plies

thatwecanchooseabasisinwhich them atrix�ij isblock

diagonal,with each block correspondingtoan irreducible

representation,�.In thisbasisthefullG inzburg-Landau

Freeenergy isofthe form

Fs = Fn +

Z

d
3
r

0

@
X

�;�0

�h
2

2m ��0

ijkl

@i�
��
j (r)@k�

�
0

l (r)
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TABLE I: Irreduciblerepresentationsofeven and odd parity

in a tetragonalcrystal. The sym bols X ,Y Z represent any

functionstransform ingasx,y and zundercrystalpointgroup

operations,whileI representsany function which isinvariant

underallpointgroup sym m etries.

Rep. sym m etry Rep. sym m etry

A 1g I A 1u X Y Z(X
2
� Y

2
)

A 2g X Y (X
2
� Y

2
) A 2u Z

B 1g X
2
� Y

2
B 1u X Y Z

B 2g XY B 2u Z(X
2
� Y

2
)

Eg fX Z;Y Zg Eu fX ;Y g

TABLE II: ProductsoftheirreduciblerepresentationsofD 4h

pointgroup sym m etry


 A 1 A 2 B 1 B 2 E

A 1 A 1 A 2 B 1 B 2 E

A 2 A 2 A 1 B 2 B 1 E

B 1 B 1 B 2 A 1 A 2 E

B 2 B 2 B 1 A 2 A 1 E

E E E E E A 1 � A 2 � B 1 � B 2

+
X

�

�
�
ij�

��
i (r)��j (r)

+
X

��0�00�000

�
��

0
�
00
�
000

ijkl �
��
i (r)��

0
�

j (r)��
00

k (r)��
000

l (r)

!

:

(5)

The quadratic term ��ij involvesonly a single represen-

tation, �. At Tc, in general,only a single irreducible

representation willhave a zero eigenvalue ofthe block

diagonalm atrix ��ij. Therefore only the com ponentsof

theorderparam eter��i correspondingtothateigenvector

willbecom enon-zero justbelow Tc.

Now let us apply these very generalprinciples to the

speci�ccaseofspin-tripletpairing in Sr2RuO 4.Thisisa

body-centredtetragonalcrystalwith inversionsym m etry.

The relevantcrystalgroup isD 4h,and TableIshowsits

irreducible representations. For each representation its

sym m etry is denoted by a typicalfunction, where the

sym bols X ,Y ,Z represent any functions which trans-

form as x, y and z under the point group operations,

and I m eans any function which is invariant under all

point group operations. The representationsA 1g ...Eg

haveeven parity,whileA 1u ...Eu haveodd parity.Table

IIshowsthe m ultiplication table forthe irreducible rep-

resentations,i.e. how direct products ofrepresentation

m atrices�
 � 0decom poseinto a sum sofblock diagonal

m atrices�1 � �2 � :::.

An im m ediate consequenceofthe m ultiplication table

IIisthatin tetragonalcrystalstheorderparam eterisei-

therofa singlerepresentation � only,ortherearetwo or

m ore distincttherm odynam ic phase transitions. Thisis

because to quadratic (orhigher)orderin the G inzburg-

Landau free energy there are no sym m etry allowed cou-

TABLE III: Basis functions 

�

i (k) for the odd parity irre-

ducible representationsofbody-centred tetragonalcrystals.

Rep. in-plane inter-plane

A 1u - -

A 2u - cos
kx
2
cos

ky

2
sin

kz c

2

B 1u - sin
kx
2
sin

ky

2
sin

kz c

2

B 2u - -

Eu sinkx sin
kx
2
cos

ky

2
cos

kz c

2

sinky cos
kx
2
sin

ky

2
cos

kz c

2

i
j

l

a

c

Ru

FIG .1: Body-centred tetragonallattice,showing thenearest

neighbourpairsin-plane,and between planes.

pling term softhe form

�
�
0
���

ijkl �
�
0
�

i (r)��j(r)�
�
k (r)�

�
l(r)

in Eq.5.Theproof17 issim ply that�0
 �
 �
 � never

containstheidentity representation A 1g,and hencesuch

term s are not allowed as quartic invariants ofthe Free

energy (orathigherorder).In theabsenceofsuch term s

the freeenergy functionalisalwaysofatleastquadratic

order in the subdom inant order param eter ��
0

i (r),and

hence these subdom inant com ponents can only becom e

non-zero in a separatephasetransition below Tc.

Using theseirreduciblerepresentationswecan expand

the BCS gap function in term soffunctionsofeach sep-

arate sym m etry class. Forodd parity pairing states we

can representthe BCS gap function by a vectord(k)or

a sym m etric2� 2 com plex m atrix

�
� ""(k) � "#(k)

� "#(k) � ##(k)

�

=

�
idy(k)� dx(k) dz(k)

dz(k) dx(k)+ idy(k)

�

(6)

where� "#(k)= � #"(k)and � ��0(k)= � � ��0(� k).For

each irreduciblerepresentation wecan choosea com plete

setoforthonorm albasisfunctionsin the Brillouin zone,


�i (k). Expanding the gap function in term s of these

functionswehave

� ��0(k)=
X

i

� �
i��0


�
i (k): (7)

The expansion coe�cients essentially provide the setof

orderparam etersin Eq.5. The basis functions m ust be
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periodicin reciprocalspace,
�i (k)= 
�i (k+ G ),orequiv-

alently,they m ustobey periodic boundary conditionsin

the 1st Brillouin zone. They can be chosen,m ost nat-

urally, in term s oftheir real-space Fourier transform s,

which correspond to lattice sum s ofthe real-space Bra-

vaislattice. Fora body-centred tetragonalcrystal,such

asSr2RuO 4 shown in Fig.1,the leading basisfunctions

correspond to thefournearest-neighbourin-planelattice

vectors,R = � aêx and R = � aêy,giving two odd par-

ity basisfunctions:sinkxa and sinkya.The eightbody-

centred latticevectorsR = � a

2
êx �

a

2
êy�

c

2
êz lead tothe

fourodd-parity basisfunctionsshown in thelastcolum n

ofTableIII(whereforsim plicity wehavechosen unitsof

length such thata = 1).In them odelswhich weinvesti-

gatein therem ainderofthispaper,weshallassum ethat

thesebasisfunctions,TableIII,aresu�cientto describe

the gap function. Physically thiscorrespondsto the as-

sum ption thatthe paring interaction V��0(r;r0)isshort

ranged in real-space.

Considering Table Iwe can see that in Sr2RuO 4 \p-

wave" pairing states can correspond to either the A 2u,

(orpz)representation orthedoubly degenerateEu repre-

sentation (px,py).Theonly sym m etry distinct\f-wave"

pairing statesare the B1u and B2u representations,cor-

responding to fxyz and f(x2�y 2)z type sym m etries. Nei-

ther ofthese states can be used in the case ofa two-

dim ensionalsingle-plane m odelofSr2RuO 4,since they

both becom ezero in theplanekz = 0.Itisalso interest-

ing to notethatin TableIIIthereareno basisfunctions

ofA 1u orB 2u sym m etry.Pairingin thesechannelswould

require long range interactionsextending to atleastthe

inter-planesecond nearestneighbors.

In the light ofthese sym m etry principles let us com -

m ent on a num ber ofthe possible gap functions which

havebeen proposed forSr2RuO 4.Am ong the �vestates

described by Rice and Sigrist6 the only one consistent

with the K nightshiftexperim entsis17

d(k)= (sinkx + isinky)̂ez (8)

belongingtotheEu representation ofTableIII.Itbreaks

tim ereversalsym m etry,consistentwith the�-SR exper-

im ents ofLuke etal.12,and leadsto a spin susceptibil-

ity which is constant below Tc for �elds in the a � b

plane,consistent with K night shift7 and neutron scat-

tering experim ents8. However it has no gap nodes on

a Ferm isurface ofcylindricaltopology,such as the �,

� and 
 sheetsofSr2RuO 4,and thereforeisinconsistent

with theheatcapacity9 penetration depth10 and therm al

conductivity experim ents11.

O n the other hand the f-wave gap function proposed

by W on and M aki20

d(k)� kz(kx � iky)
2
êz (9)

hasboth line nodesand broken tim e reversalsym m etry

below Tc. However from the sym m etry analysis above,

itisclearthatthisdoesnotcorrespond to a single irre-

duciblerepresentationofthesym m etrygroup.Itisasum

ofthefunction kz(k
2
x � k2y),belonging to B2u and kxkykz

belonging to B1u. Although they would be degenerate

in a system with cylindricalsym m etry,in a tetragonal

crystalthey willbe non-degenerate and hence have dif-

ferentTcs.TheB1u,B2u statesindividually possesstim e

reversalsym m etry.Therefore with thisorderparam eter

wewould expectto �nd aspeci�cheatanom aly with two

transitions,and tim e reversalsym m etry breaking would

only occurattem peraturesbelow the lowertransition.

The f-wave order param eter proposed by G raf and

Balatsky19,

d(k)� kxky(kx + iky)̂ez (10)

isin the sam e sym m etry classasEu,since B2 
 E = E

in TableII.Thereforein thesenseofpuresym m etry ar-

gum entsthe gap nodesin planeskx = 0 and ky = 0 are

\accidental".Such a gap function iscertainly valid,but

thenodesarepresentforreasonsconnected with thespe-

ci�c m icroscopic pairing interaction em ployed,and not

required by sym m etry alone.Thiscom m entalso applies

to the B1 
 E f-wavestate

d(k)� (k2x � k
2
y)(kx + iky)̂ez (11)

discussed by Dahm , W on and M aki,21 and Erem in et

al.22,23.

The full group theoretic classi�cation in tetragonal

crystals13,14,15,16,17,18 and the above analysis does not

show a single pairing statewith both sym m etry required

lines ofnodes and spontaneously broken tim e reversal

sym m etry below Tc.Therefore,ifweacceptboth the �-

SR and low tem perature therm odynam ic and transport

m easurem ents,then we m ustconsiderstateswhich have

linesofnodesforspeci�cm icroscopicreasons,ratherthen

forpuresym m etry reasons.

In the rem ainder ofthis paper we shallfocus on the

speci�cm odelwhich weproposed in a previouspaper26,

in which the lines ofnodes appear in the plane kz =

� �=c,derived from thepairofinter-planebasisfunctions

ofEu:

sin
kx

2
cos

ky

2
cos

kzc

2
; cos

kx

2
sin

ky

2
cos

kzc

2

from TableIII, as originally suggested by Hasegawa et

al.27.

III. IN T ER LA Y ER C O U P LIN G H A M ILT O N IA N

Since the underlying m icroscopic m echanism for su-

perconductivity in Sr2RuO 4 is not known we choose to

adopta phenom enologicalapproach to thepairing m ech-

anism .W e�rstm akean accuratetightbinding �tto the

experim entallydeterm ined Ferm isurface5,28 and then in-

troducem odelattractiveinteractionsbetween thedi�er-

ent orbitals centered on di�erent sites. W e can inves-

tigate di�erent‘scenarios’depending upon which m odel

interactionsareassum ed to dom inate.Frequently,when
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 /a

 π

kx /a π

FIG .2: The Ferm isurface ofSr2RuO 4 in the plane kz = 0,

obtained by �tting thedeHassdata ofBergm an etal.
5
.Note

thatthe alpha Ferm isurface sheethasonly two-fold sym m e-

try,because ofthe shape ofthe Brillouin zone boundary.

thesepairing interaction param etersarechosen to repro-

duce the experim entalTc,there isno freedom to adjust

the param etersfurther.O nce the param etershave been

selected,then a num berofdi�erentexperim entalquan-

tities can be calculated independently and com pared to

experim ent. The goalis to �nd one speci�c paring sce-

nario which agrees with allofthe experim entalobser-

vations. Ifthis can be achieved then one has found an

e�ectiveHam iltonian forthepairing,which can beinter-

preted physically.Thise�ectivepairingHam iltonian can

then beused to guidethesearch forthetruem icroscopic

Ham iltonian. This m ethodology has proved very useful

in cuprate superconductivity29 and here we shalldeploy

itto study Sr2RuO 4.

Thee�ectivepairingHam iltonian weconsiderisasim -

ple m ulti-band attractiveU Hubbard m odel:

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 (12)

wherem and m 0refertothethreeRuthenium t2g orbitals

a = xz,b= yz and c= xy and iand j labelthe sitesof

a body centered tetragonallattice.

The hopping integrals tm m 0(ij) and site energies "m
were �tted to reproduce the experim entally determ ined

Ferm iSurface5,28. The nearestneighbourin-plane hop-

ping integralsalong R = êx,where the ab plane lattice

constantistaken to be 1,areconstrained by the orbital

sym m etry to havethe following form

[tm m 0]=

0

@

tax 0 0

0 tbx 0

0 0 t

1

A (13)

(and sim ilarly for R = êy taking into account sign

changes due to orbitalsym m etries). The next nearest

neighbourin-plane hopping integralsalong êx + êy were

assum ed to be ofthe form

[tm m 0]=

0

@

0 tab 0

tab 0 0

0 0 t0

1

A : (14)

Theparam etert0controlstheshapeofthe
-band Ferm i

surface, while the param eter tab determ ines the hy-

bridization between the a and b orbitals and hence the

shape ofthe � and � Ferm isurfaces.The c� -axism ag-

netic�eld deHassvan Alphen data28 givestheareasand

cyclotron m assesofthe three Ferm isurface sheets,and

thesesix num berscan be�texactly with t= 0:08162eV,

t0 = � 0:45t,tax = 1:34t,tbx = 0:06tax,tab = 0:08tax,

and the on-site energies were "c = � 1:615t and "a =

"b = � 1:062tax.

To obtain a three dim ensionalFerm isurface we as-

sum ed that the dom inant inter-plane hopping is along

thebody-centrevectorR = 1

2
(̂ex + êy + ĉez)and hasthe

form

[tm m 0]=

0

@

t? thyb thyb
thyb t? thyb

thyb thyb 0

1

A (15)

and sim ilarly forR = 1

2
(� êx� êy� ĉez)with appropriate

sign changes. The param eter thyb is the only term in

the Ham iltonian which m ixes the c orbitals with a and

b. W ith only these two param eters it is not possible

to �t exactly the full three dim ensionalFerm isurface

cylindercorrugationsdeterm ined by Bergem ann etal.5,

but the param eters thyb = 0:12tab,t? = � 0:03tab give

a reasonable agreem ent for the dom inant experim ental

corrugations.Fig.2 showsthe�tted Ferm isurfacein the

planekz = 0in theextended zone-schem e.Notethatthe

� sheethasonly two-fold sym m etry,due to itsposition

centred on the Brillouin zoneboundary atX .

Thesetofinteraction constantsU ��
0

m m 0(ij)describeat-

traction between electrons on nearest neighbour sites

with spins� and �0 and in orbitalsm and m 0.Thusour

actualcalculations consists ofsolving,self-consistently,

the following Bogoliubov-deG ennesequation:

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�0

v�jm 0�0

�

= 0;

(16)

where H m m 0(ij)isthe norm alspin independentpartof

the Ham iltonian,and the � ��
0

m m 0(ij) is selfconsistently

given in term softhepairing am plitude,ororderparam -

eter,���
0

m m 0(ij),

� ��
0

m m 0(ij)= U
��

0

m m 0(ij)�
��

0

m m 0(ij): (17)
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de�ned by the usualrelation

�
��

0

m m 0(ij)=
X

�

u
�
im �v

��
jm 0�0(1� 2f(E �)); (18)

where� enum eratesthe solutionsofEq.16.

W e solved the abovesystem ofBogoliubov de G ennes

equations including all three bands and the three di-

m ensionaltight-binding Ferm isurface. W e considered

a large num berofdi�erentscenariosforthe interaction

constants.Firstweassum ed thatthepairing interaction

U ��
0

m m 0(ij) for nearestneighbours in plane is only acting

for the c (dxy) Ru orbitals. In this case both a d-wave

(dx2�y 2) pairing state and p-wave ((kx + iky)̂ez) states

arepossible.Thed-wavestatehaslinenodes,butwould

notbeconsistentwith theexperim entsshowing constant

K night shift and tim e reversalsym m etry breaking be-

low Tc. Therefore we discard such solutions here,and

only concentrateon theodd-parity spin tripletsolutions.

The m otivation is not to explain the m icroscopic pair-

ing m echanism ,butto m odelpairing state produced by

various types ofe�ective attractive interactions. These

attractive interactionsm ay arise from ,forinstance,fer-

rom agnetic spin 
uctuations6,22,23,30,which can favour

spin triplet pairing com pared to the d-wave solutions.

However,theirorigin m ay be m ore com plicated,forex-

am ple a com bined electron-phonon and spin 
uctuation

m echanism .

W ith only the nearest neighbor in-plane interactions

thesetofpossibleodd-parity,spin triplet,solutionsthat

we found never includes any possible state with nodes

ofthe gap.Therefore we extended the m odelto include

inter-plane interactions. Using two interactions,a near-

estneighborin-planeinteraction,(i� j in Fig.1),and a

nearestneighborinter-planeinteraction,(i� lin Fig.1)

which ful�llthe tetragonalsym m etry,we have the two

typesofbasisfunctionsforthegap equation given in Ta-

ble III. Then we have the possibility ofhorizontalline

nodesin the gap arising from the zerosofcos(kzc=2)at

kz = �=con a cylindricalFerm isurface27.

Because the pairing interactions U ��
0

m m 0(ij) were as-

sum ed to actonly fornearestneighborsitesin oroutof

plane,the pairing potential� ��
0

m m 0(ij) is also restricted

to nearest neighbors. W e further focus on only odd

parity (spin triplet) pairing states for which the vec-

tor d � (0;0;dz), i.e. �
"#

m m 0(ij) = �
#"

m m 0(ij), and

�
""

m m 0(ij) = �
##

m m 0(ij) = 0. Therefore in generalwe

have the following non-zero order param eters (i) for in

plane bonds: �
k

m m 0(̂ex), �
k

m m 0(̂ey), and (ii) for inter-

planebonds:� ?

m m 0(R ij)forR ij = (� a=2;� a=2;� c=2).

Taking thelatticeFouriertransform ofEq.17 thecor-

responding pairingpotentialsin k-spacehavethegeneral

form (suppressing the spin indicesforclarity):

� m m 0(k) = �
kpx

m m 0 sinkx + �
kpy

m m 0 sinky

+ �
? px
m m 0 sin

kx

2
cos

ky

2
cos

kzc

2

+ �
? py

m m 0 sin
ky

2
cos

kx

2
cos

kzc

2

+ �
? pz
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
:: (19)

Note that beyond the usual p-wave sym m etry of the

sinkx and sinky type for the c orbitals,we include all

three additionalp-wave sym m etries ofthe sink=2 type

which areinduced by thee�ectiveattractiveinteractions

between carrierson the neighboring out-of-plane Ru or-

bitals. These interactions are also responsible for the

f-wave sym m etry order param eters, �
? f

m m 0, transform -

ing as B 1u in Table 1. This latter is sym m etry dis-

tinct from allp-wave order param eters in a tetragonal

crystal,unlike the other f-wave states discussed in the

introduction19,20,21,22. The pz order param eters �
? pz
m m 0

areofA 2u sym m etry.In contrastthepairs�
? px
m m 0;�

? py

m m 0

are ofthe sam e E u ‘p-wave’sym m etry as�
kpx

m m 0;�
kpy

m m 0.

In general, the order param eters in each distinct irre-

ducible representationshavedi�erenttransition tem per-

atures,asexpected from Eq.5.

In a recentpaper26 we chose a particularly sim ple set

ofattractivepairing interactionsU ��
0

m m 0(ij).Forin-plane

nearestneighboursweassum ed thatthe pairing interac-

tion isonly acting forthe c(dxy)Ru orbitalsonly

Ukm m 0 =

0

@

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 Uk

1

A ; where Uk = 0:494t;: (20)

O n the other hand,given that the ruthenium a and b

orbitals (dxz;dyz) are oriented perpendicularly to the

planeswechooseto introducetheinter-planeinteraction

only forthese orbitals,

U? m m 0 =

0

@

U? U? 0

U? U? 0

0 0 0

1

A ; where U? = 0:590t: (21)

Therefore we have,asa m inim alset,only two coupling

constantsUk and U? describing thesetwo physically dif-

ferentinteractions.

Asdiscussed earlierourstrategyistoadjustthesephe-

nom enologicalparam eters in order to obtain one tran-

sition at the experim entally determ ined Tc. Thus,be-

yond �tting Tc,there are no furtheradjustable param e-

ters,andonecancom paredirectlythecalculatedphysical

propertiesofthe superconducting statesto those exper-

im entally observed.Consequently,ifone obtainsa good

overallagreem entone can say that one has em pirically

determ ined theform ofthepairing interaction in a phys-

ically transparentm anner. Evidently such conclusion is

the principleaim ofthe calculations.

As we have shown in Ref.26, this two param eter

scenario gives an excellent agreem ent with the experi-

m entalspeci�c heat9,super
uid density10 and therm al

conductivity11. W e chose the constants Uk and U? ,so

thatthereisasinglephasetransition atTc = 1:5K ,corre-

sponding to thevaluesgiven in Eqs.20 and 21.Below Tc
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∆
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FIG .3: (a) Tem perature dependence of order param eters

j� ? px
aa j, j�

kpx
cc jand j� ? px

cc jfor a num ber ofu values (u0 =

u). (b)O rderparam etersj�
kpx
cc jand j�

? px
aa j,j�

? px
cc jatzero

tem perature versusthe interaction param eteru(= u
0
).

theorderparam etershavethesym m etries�
kpy
cc = i�

kpx
cc ,

�
? py

bb
= i� ? px

aa asexpected foran E u pairingsym m etry
24

(kx + iky)̂ez correspondingtothesam etim ereversalbro-

ken pairing state as 3H e � A. W e also found that a

m uch lowertem peratures,additionaltransitionsoccurred

wherethef� waveand pz orderparam etersbecom enon-

zero. The gap function has line nodes on the Ferm i

surface,in agreem ent with experim ent, only when the

f-wavecom ponentiszero.Arguing thatthe f-wavecom -

ponent would be suppressed by im purities, we showed

that with the f-wave com ponent rem oved,one obtains

excellent agreem entbetween the calculated and experi-

m entalspeci�cheat,penetration depth and therm alcon-

ductivity.W e show,in Sec.IV below,thatthisrem oval

ofthe f-wave com ponent is justi�ed by the presence of

weak disorder.

Itisim portantto ask how theseresultsdepend on the

detailsofthe assum ptionsm ade in the m odel. In order

to test the stability ofour results to variations in the

m odelwethereforeintroduced som eadditionalsubdom -

inantinteraction param eters.Forourinitialexploration

ofthe issuesinvolved wehavegeneralized Eqs.(20)and

(21)asfollows:

Ukm m 0 =

0

@

u u u

u u u

u u Uk

1

A (22)

U? m m 0 =

0

@

U? U? u0

U? U? u0

u0 u0 u0

1

A ;

Reassuringly, with these m odi�ed param eters we ob-

tained a tem perature dependence ofthe gap param eters

which are qualitatively sim ilar to those for the original

param eters.Itisinteresting to notethatfor�xed values

ofU? and Uk the changesofu and u0 hardly changethe

superconducting transition tem perature. W e have sys-

tem atically studied the e�ectofadditionalinteractions,

especially so on the line u = u0,and found sm alldi�er-

encescom pared to theu = 0 solution even foru aslarge

as0:28t.Thedi�erencesarem ainly connected with the

appearanceofoutofplanecom ponentsof� ?
cc generated

by the new interactions as is evident from Fig.(3). For

larger values of u the di�erence becom es m ore signi�-

cant (Fig.3a). Note, however,that only low tem per-

ature dependence ofthe pairing am plitudes is a�ected.

In Fig.3b we show the variation ofa few characteris-

tic j� m m jagainst u at zero tem perature. Clearly,for

u > 0:3t there is a qualitative change of our solution

leading to dom inantoutofplane pairing com ponentsin

allorbitals.Largeu also a�ectsthe criticaltem perature

Tc. Interestingly,for�nite u we also observe increasing

valuesofin-planepairingam plitudesin thea and bchan-

nels: �
? px
m ;m 0 and �

? py

m ;m 0 for m ;m
0 = a;b. Reassuringly,

thecorresponding speci�cheat(Fig.4)isessentially un-

changed and rem ainsin equally good agreem entwith the

experim ents.Thereforeweconcludethatthesolution we

have found is not very speci�c to the precise details of

them odelparam eterswhich weassum ed,butisageneric

solution valid foratleastsom e range ofthe possible in-

teraction param etersofthe form depicted in Eq.22.

The quasiparticle energy gap structure which we ob-

tained is shown in Fig.5. The gap is �nite everywhere

on the
 sheet,Fig.5(d),although itisvery anisotropic,

and becom es sm allwhen the Ferm isurface approaches

nearto the van Hovepointsat(�;0)and (0;�).In con-

trast,the� and � Ferm isurfacesheetshavegap zerosin

the vicinity ofthe lineskz = � �=c.In the case of� the

0

20

40

60
70

0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6

C
/T

 (
m

J/
K

  m
ol

) u/t=0.0   
u/t=0.28 
u/t=0.30 

T/Tc

FIG .4: Calculated speci�c heatfora three param etersu(=

u
0) (u=t = 0:0; 0:28 and 0.30 corresponding to fulldashed

and dotted lines,respectively)com pared to the experim ental

data (points)ofNishiZakietal..[8]
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FIG . 5: Lowest energy eigenvalues, E
�
(k) on the Ferm i

surface; � sheet in the plane k z = �=c + 0:085 (a) and

kz = �=c+ 0:085 (b),� (c) and 
 (d) sheets in the plane

kz = 0.

gap is zero to num ericalaccuracy on these nodallines.

W hilein thecaseof� thegap isverysm allon theselines,

butnotexactly zero.In factthereareeightpointnodes

on the � sheet,ascan be seen in Fig.5(a,b).Two point

nodesliejustabovethekz = �=clineatkz � �=c+ 0:085

at two di�erent angles. Another pair lie just below,at

kz � �=c� 0:085 atan angle rotated by � = �=2. The

rem aining four are located in sim ilarpositions nearthe

line kz = � �=c. This interesting nodalstructure arises

from the fact that the � Ferm isurface cylinder is cen-

tered at X in the Brillouin zone not at � (Fig. 2),and

therefore it has two-fold sym m etry not four fold like �

and 
.Noticealsothattheexcitation gap on the� sheet

isnon-zero even when � aa = � ab = � bb = 0,because it

ishybridized to the corbitaland � cc 6= 0.

kz

Ey
Ex

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG .6: M inim um energy quasiparticle eigenvalueson the 


Ferm isurface sheet,E (kF ),plotted in cylindricalpolar co-

ordinates as functions ofkz and a � b plane polar angle,�.

Param eter values are u=t = 0:28 (a),0.30 (b),0.32 (c),re-

spectively. O ne can see that for u � 0:3 the 
 sheet gap is

nodeless,while foru > 0:3 line nodesappearatkz = � �=c.

Notethatthisnodalstructureofthegap isunchanged

by thepresenceofthesm allsubdom inantinteraction pa-

ram eter u, in Eq.(22). However, upon increasing the

value ofthe u param eter eventually the results change

qualitatively, leading to appearance of additional line

nodes in 
 (Fig. (6)) for u = 0:32t. In this case the


 band gap also developsa line node,sim ilarto the be-

haviorofthe � band.

IV . EFFEC T S O F D ISO R D ER

As we noted it earlier,to obtain agreem ent with ex-

perim ent we had to elim inate the f-wave com ponent

�
? f

m m 0(T)and we suggested thatthiscan be done by an

appealto the e�ectsofa sm allam ountofdisorder. W e

shallnow substantiate thiscontention by explicitcalcu-

lations.

In caseofnon-m agneticdisorderourHam iltonian can
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FIG .7: O rderparam etersj�
? px
aa j,j�

kpx
cc j,j�

? f
aa jfortheclean

and disordered system s(�
� 1

= 0:005)asfunctionsoftem per-

ature.

be written

Ĥ =
X

ijm m 0;�

(("m + �i� �)�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 (23)

where �i is a random site energy. For a given con�gu-

ration of�i one can,in principle,perform calculations

(Eq.17-18)and then averageoverm any con�gurations.

M orereadily,forhighly disordered system sitispossible

to apply m ean �eld theory ofdisorderby m aking use of

the CoherentPotentialApproxim ation CPA 31,32,33,34.

Here however,as superconducting Sr2RuO 4 sam ples

werefound to be relatively clean,we can lim itouranal-

ysisto weak disorderand non-resonantim purity scatter-

ing.Then knowing thescattering rate��1 wecan apply

the Born approxim ation35 in calculating the self-energy

ofthe disorderaveraged G reen function. Following this

Abrikosov-G orkov approach, we assum e that im purity

scattering willcreatea �niteim aginary selfenergy ofthe

order

�(i!)= i� �1 sgn(!): (24)

Thus our equation ofself-consistency in the con�gura-

tionally averaged pairpotentialcan be written in term s

ofM atsubara frequencies!n = (�=�)(2n + 1)asfollows

� ��
0

m m 0(ij) = U
��

0

m m 0(ij)

1X

n= �1

ei!n � (25)

�
1

�

X

�

u�im �v
��
jm 0�0

i(!n + ��1 !n=j!nj)� E �
;

where� denotesa positivein�nitesim al.Exchanging the

sum m ations over � and n indices Eq. 25 can be writ-

ten,after decoupling the sum m ation over negative and

positiveM atsubara frequencies,as

� ��
0

m m 0(ij) = � U
��

0

m m 0(ij)
1

�

X

�

u
�
im �v

��
jm 0�0 (26)
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FIG .8: Zero tem perature orderparam eters j�
? px
aa j,j�

kpx
cc j,

j�
? f
aa jasa function ofim purity scattering rate �

� 1
.

�

1X

n= 0

E �

(!n + ��1 )2 + (E �)2
;

Conveniently thesum on therighthand siteofEq.28

can be evaluated36 and itleadsto the �nalform ula:

� ��
0

m m 0(ij) = � U
��

0

m m 0(ij)
X

�

u
�
im �v

��
jm 0�0 (27)

�
1

2�
Im 	

�
1

2
+

�

2��
+
iE ��

2�

�

:

Notethatin the lim itofa clean system ��1 ! 0

1

2�
Im 	

�
1

2
+

�

2��
+
iE ��

2�

�

! � (1� 2f(E �)) (28)

and Eq.28 coincideswith thatoftheclean system (Eqs.

16-17).

Thus,in a weak disorder lim it we have again solved

the Bogoliubov-de G ennes equations including a sm all

��1 . The results ofour calculations are shown in Fig.

7 where we have plotted the order param eters j� ? px
aa j,

j�
kpx
cc j,j� ? f

aa jversustem perature. Evidently in the dis-

ordered case the sm allf-wave am plitude (j� ? f
aa j) is re-

duced to zero m uch m orerapidly than thelargerp-wave

ones(j� ? px
aa j,j�

kpx
cc j). Furtherm ore,in Fig. 8 we show

disorderdependence ofthese three paring am plitudesat

zero tem perature. Clearly each order param eter is re-

duced to zeroin atypicalAbrikosov-G orkovlikem anner,

becom ingzeroapproxim atelywhen thepair-breakingpa-

ram eter�j�clean(0)j=� � 1.

From Figs. (7) and (8) it is clear that,for m oderate

scattering rates,there is a region where the f-wave gap

com ponents are reduced to zero but the larger p-wave

com ponents are m ore or less una�ected. Thus we con-

clude thatthe sim ultaneousneglectof�
? pz
m m 0 and �

? f

m m 0

and ��1 isjusti�ed26.Itwould bean interesting experi-

m entalcon�rm ation ofthism odel,ifultra-clean sam ples

were found to have a second phase transition ata m uch

lowertem peraturethan Tc � 1:5K .
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V . B O N D -P R O X IM IT Y EFFEC T S

To get a single superconducting transition tem pera-

tureswithin ourinterlayercoupling m odelweareforced

to �ne tunetwo interaction param eters.However,ithas

been proposed25 thata singletransition can beobtained

in an m ultiband m odelby allowing fora sym m etry m ix-

ing interaction ofthe type U (k;q)= g0f(k)g(q),where

f(k) and g(q) are orderparam etersym m etry functions

forrespectivebands.

Itisthe aim ofthe presentsection to check to which

extend sim ilarapproach m ay beused in ourbond m odel.

W e startwith shortdiscussion ofthe sourceand m agni-

tudeofsym m etrym ixinginteraction.Thedescription we

haveused isa realspace,two pointnearneighbourinter-

action such as naturally arises in any m ulti-orbital,ex-

tended,negativeU Hubbard m odel,Eq.12.To bequite

clearaboutthism atterwerecallthata genericpair-wise

interaction like U (r;r0),when expressed in the language

of a tight-binding m odelHam iltonian will, in general,

giveriseto fourpointinteraction param etersUij;kl.The

originalHubbard Ham iltonian m akesuseoftheonepoint

param eters U
(1)

i = Uii;ii whilst the extended Hubbard

m odelis based on two point param eters U
(2)

i;j = Uij;ij.

Evidently our ‘bond’m odelis a negative U-version of

the latter37. The sym m etry m ixing interactions25 arise

from 3-site interactionsU
(3)

i;j;l
. The physicsofthis is of-

ten referred to as assisted hopping38. Ifone assum es,

as is norm ally the case in an isotropic substance,that

jU (1)j> jU (2)j> jU (3)j> jU (4)jthen the ‘bonds’repre-

sentstrongercoupling than assisted hopping and should

be the preferred coupling m echanism . However,forthe

tetragonalarrangem entofRu atom sin Sr2RuO 4 thisis

no m orethan a suggestion atpresent.

In the presence ofa three point interaction U
(3)

i;j;l
=

Uij;il= UI,forallnearestneighboursijlsuch thatiand

j are in one Ru plane while lis on a neigbouring one

(Fig.1),the gap equation (Eqs.16-18)can be rewritten

in k-spaceas,39

� ��
0

m m 0(k) =
1

N

X

q

U
��

0

m m 0(k � q)���
0

m m 0(q)

+
1

N

X

q;oo0

U
��

0

m m 0;oo0(q;k � q)���
0

oo0 (q):(29)

where,asbefore,

�
��

0

m m 0(k)= u
�
km �v

��
km 0�0(1� 2f(E �): (30)

In a body centered tetragonalcrystal(Fig.1)thevari-

ousm atrix elem entsofthegeneralfourpointinteraction

Um m 0;oo0 responsible for p-wave paring can be written

(suppressing spin indicesforclarity):

Ucc(k;q)= 2UkV (k)V (q) (31)

Um m 0(k;q)= 8U?
~V (k)~V (q) for m ;m

0= a;b
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FIG .9: O rderparam eters j�
? px
aa j,j�

kpx
cc j,for U? = 0:400t,

Uk = 0:494tand the proxim ity coupling asfunctionsoftem -

perature. The three curves’1’,’2’and ’3’correspond to the

values0.0,0.005,0.010 ofthree pointcoupling constant.

Um m 0;cc(k;q)= 8UI
~V (k)V (q) for m

0
;m = a;b

Ucc;m m 0(k;q)= 8UIV (k)~V (q) for m
0
;m = a;b

whereV (k)and ~V (k)arerespectively:

V (k)= (sinkx + sinky) (32)

~V (k)=

�

sin
kx

2
cos

ky

2
+ sin

ky

2
cos

ky

2

�

cos
kzc

2
:

Notethatthethreepointinteraction leadsto an extra

interlayercoupling proportionalto UI.Interestingly,the

generalform oftheorderparam eteristhesam easprevi-

ously derived (Eqs.(16-19))despitetheadditionalthree

point coupling Eq. (32) in the self-consistency relation

Eqs.(30-31).

It has to be noted that the presence of interaction

UI strongly changesTc. To getits correctvalue (1.5K )

for the presentm odelwe have taken U? = 32m eV and

U? = 40m eV and repeated our calculations for various

UI values.Theresultsareshown in Figs.(9)and (10).

Fig.(9)showsthe resultsforthe am plitudes�
kpx
cc (T)

and � ? px
aa (T)including thethree-pointinteraction.Note

thatforUI = 0 (curveslabeled by (1)in the �gure)the

0

20

40

60

0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6

C
/T

 (
m

J/
K

  m
ol

)

T/Tc

’1-3’

v

FIG .10: Speci�c heat and the e�ect three point interac-

tion,com pared to the experim entaldata ofNishiZakietal.

[8]. The arrow indicates increasing values ofthe proxim ity

coupling (’1-2-3’asin Fig.9).
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FIG .11: O rderparam etersj�
? px
aa j,j�

kpx
cc j,forU? = 0:400t,

Uk = 0:494tand the proxim ity coupling asfunctionsoftem -

perature in disordered system �
� 1

= 0:005tThe three curves

’1’,’2’and ’3’correspond to thevaluesUI=t:0.0,0.005,0.010

ofthree pointcoupling constant.

tem perature where �
kpx
cc (T) becom es non-zero is m uch

higherthan thatwhere� ? px
aa (T)becom esnon-zero.Itis

evidentfrom the �gure that for U I 6= 0 the param eters

� �
m m 0(T)fora,band corbitalsvanish atthesam etem -

perature and two transitionsm erge into one. Thus,the

proxim itycouplingm echanism identi�ed byZR 25 in their

band description oftheelectron-electron interaction,also

worksin ourbond m odel.

Intriguingly,although theproxim ity coupling worksin

principle,theabovem echanism doesnotseem tobehelp-

fulin the contextofbuilding phenom enologicalinterac-

tionssuitabletodescribeexperim entaldata.Toillustrate

this point we reproduce,in Fig. (10),the speci�c heat

corresponding to thesetof�
kpx
cc (T)and � ? px

aa (T)shown

in Fig.(9).Clearly,asUI increasesthesecond transition

at low tem perature becom es enlarged and m erges with

the �rsttransition athighertem perature.However,the

sm allvaluesofUI shown in Figs.(9,10)arenotsu�cient

to getthe speci�c heatjum p atTc right. Therefore UI

m ustbelargefortheZR scenario to �ttheexperim ents.

By contrast,aswe have dem onstrated earlier,ifUI = 0

and thesizesofU? and Uk areadjusted so thatonly one

transition occursboth thelow tem peratureslopeand the

jum p atTc agreeswith experim ents. Thusalthough we

have not investigated m odels featuring a ‘proxim ity ef-

fect’induced by U (3) type ofinteractionssystem atically

we conclude thatsuch interactionsare notneeded to �t

the availabledata.

Finally,itisalso interesting to seewhatarethee�ects

ofdisorder on the ‘orbitalproxim ity e�ect’;the results

areshown in Fig.11.W eseethat,disordercan elim inate

thegap on �,� sheets,whileleavingitalm ostunchanged

on 
.Thisfeatureoftheproxim ity e�ectscenario opens

it up for experim entalveri�cation by m easurem ent on

sam pleswith increasing disorder.Evidently the e�ectof

disordershould be thatthe low tem perature powerlaws

disappeardueto thedestruction ofsuperconductivity on

the �,� sheets.

V I.C onclusions

W e haveintroduced a m ethodology forbuilding sem i-

phenom enological, attractive electron-electron interac-

tionsbond bybond forcalculatingsuperconductingprop-

ertiesundercircum stanceswhen thephysicalm echanism

ofpairing isnotknown.W e deployed itto study p-wave

pairing in Sr2RuO 4. A bond wasdescribed by an inter-

action constantU ��
0

m ;m 0(ij) which depends on the sites i

and j,the orbitalsm and m 0,and theirspin orientation

� and �0. W e have solved the appropriate Bogoliubov

de G ennes equations for a num ber ofscenarios de�ned

by a sm allset ofinteraction constants. W e have found

that the one for which U "#
cc (ij) = U? for iand j being

nearestneighbourRuthenium atom sin theRu-O planes

and U "#
aa(ij) = U

"#

bb
(ij) = U? for i and j being near-

eston neighbouring planes explained m ostofthe avail-

ableexperim entaldata.Nam ely,thecorrespondingsolu-

tion featured a gap function on the 
-sheetofthe form

� cc(~k) � sinkx + isinky and and a line ofgap on the

� sheet.Forthisscenario the requirem entthatthere be

only one transition at Tc ’ 1:5 K �xed both U ? and

Uk and hence allfurther results could be regarded as

quantitative predictions ofthe m odel. Rem arkably,the

m odelgaveasatisfactory accountofthedataforthespe-

ci�cheatC (T),super
uid density ns(T)and thetherm al

conductivity �(T).

W ehavealso investigated thestability ofthem odelto

introduction offurther interaction constants and disor-

der. W e found that the predictions of the m odelare

robust to changes of new interactions, while disorder

m ainly a�ectsthef-wavesolution.Thuswecan conclude

thattheexperim entaldatasupportasim plem odelwhich

describes,quantitatively,the p-wavepairing observed in

Sr2Ru04 on thebasisoftwoorbitalspeci�ccoupling con-

stants:Uk = 40m eV U? = 48m eV.Thecentralphysical

feature ofthe m odelis that Uk corresponds to interac-

tion between electrons in the Ruthenium planes while

U? describesan inter-plane interaction ofroughly equal

strength.

In view ofthe above results,we would like to em pha-

sizetwo points.Firstly,wehaveproposed an alternative

to the the ‘intra-band proxim ity e�ect’m odelofZhito-

m irsky and Rice25 fordescribing horizontallinenodeson

the �;� sheetsofthe Ferm iSurface in superconducting

Sr2RuO 4.O urbond m odeldi�ersfrom theirsin theway

theinterlayercoupling isim plem ented.Theextension of

the m odelin the spirit ofZR has also been studied by

allowing for3-siteinteractionsin theHam iltonian.Even

though theresulting’bond proxim itym odel’featuressin-

gle superconducting transition tem perature the original

m odelwith �netuned two interactionsgivesbetter�tto

experim entalT dependence ofthe speci�c heat.
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