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W e study the superconducting state of S, RuO 4 on the bases of a phenom enological but orbital
speci ¢ description of the electron-electron attraction and a realistic quantitative account of the
electronic structure in the nom al state. W e found that a sin ple m odel which features both ‘n
plane’ and but ofplane’ coupling w ith strengths Uy = 40m €V and U, = 48m eV respectively repro—
duced the experin entally observed power law behaviour ofthe low tem perature speci cheatCy (T),
super uid density ns (T ) and them alconductivity In quantitative detail. M oreover, it predicts that
the quasiparticle spectrum on the -sheet is fully gaped and the corresponding order param eter
breaks the tin e reversal sym m etry. W e have also investigated the stability of thism odel to inclu—
sion of further interaction constants in particular between orbitals contridbbuting to the sheet of
the Fem i surface and the and sheets. W e found that the predictions of the m odel are robust
under such changes. Finally, we have lncorporated a description of weak disorder into the m odel
and explored som e of its consequences. For exam ple we dem onstrated that the disorder has a m ore

signi cant e ect on the f-wave com ponent of the order param eter than on the p-wave one.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he sym m etry ofthe orderparam eter in superconduct—
Ing SpRuO 4 hasbeen a sub ect of intense experim ental
and theoretical interest In recent yearst?. It is proba-
bly the best candidate, currently, for an odd-parity, spin
triplet, superconductorw hich would be a charged particle
analogue of super uid *He3 A though a num ber of other
superconductors are also possible spin-triplet supercon—
ductors (including UPt3, UGe,, Z¥Zn,, and Bechgaard
salts) strontiim ruthenate is probably the one which
is best characterized experin entally. Sam ples can be
grown which have exceptionally long m ean free paths,?
and above T. the nom al state is a Ferm i liquid wih a
well understood Fem isurface®.

Currently controversy exists overtw o key aspectsofthe
Sr,Ru0 4 pairing state. F irstly, the gap function symm e-
try is still not known. Rice and Sigrist® suggested sev-
eral possbl gap functions for Sr,RuO 4 corresponding
to analogues of super uid phases of *He. O fthese only
the analogue of the A nderson-B rinkm an-M orel ABM )
state?,
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is consistent w ith the observations of a constant a b
plane K night shift! and spin susceptibility® below T..
T his state is also consistent w ith the -SR experim ents
which show gpontaneous tim e reversal sym m etry break-—
ing at Tc22 However this gap finction has no zeros on
the three cylindrical Fem i surface sheets® of Sp,RUO 4,
In direct contradiction to several experim ents which in—

dicate that the gap function has lines of zeros on the
Fem i surface®2%11 | This discrepancy is not easily re—
solved since a com plete group theoretic classi cations
of all symm etry distinct pairing states in tetragonal
crystalst3d442464718 4o not inclide any states which
have both spontaneous tim e reversal sym m etry breaking
at T, and sym m etry required line nodes on a cylindrical
Fem isurfaced’ A number of ¥wave’ gap fiinctionshave
been proposedi?292l f5r SrRUO 4,
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where f (k) is an 1 = 3 spherical Ham onic finction.
Such gap functionshave constanta bplane K night shift
and m ay have both tim e reversal sym m etry breaking and
line nodes, how ever In tetragonalsym m etry crystalsthey
are always either ofm ixed symm etry (requiring a double
phase transition) orare in the sam e symm etry class E )
as1l= 1 b-wave’ states which do not have line nodes.
Such fwave functions m ay be possble physically (de—
pending on the details of the actualpairing interaction),
but the line nodes are not required by the symm etry of
the pairing state.

T he second controversy about the SpRu0 4 gap func-
tion concemsthe presence ofthree di erent Ferm isurface
sheets, , and . The orbital dependent superconduc—
tivity m odel of A gterbery, Sigirst and R ice?? envisioned
a dom Inant gap on one part the Ferm isurface (originally

, ), wih the gap function on the otherband only aris—
Ing from Interband coupling and hence being signi cantly
an aller. T his theory predicted that weak in purity scat—
tering would destroy the sn allgap on the inactive sheet,
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and hence lead to a nite residualdensity of states at zero
energy. However the experin ental speci ¢ heat data?
show s that Cy =T is zero at T = 0, and hence there is
a nite order param eter on all sheets of the Fem 1 sur-
face. In a recent letter, zZhitom irsky and R ice?® have
argued that the gap function of superconducting stron-—
tium ruthenate can be describbed by an e ective, k-space,
interland-proxim ity e ect. In this m odel they propose
that the superconductiviy is due to an attractive inter—
action in the p-wave channel, which is acting alm ost en—
tirely on one sheet ofthe Fermm isurface, the sheet. The
other two Fem i surface sheets, and are driven to
becom e superconducting because of a \proxim ity e ect"
or Josephson like coupling between the and ,
This m odel has a num ber of features which are consis-
tent w ith the experim ental facts, such as the presence
of both linenodes in the gap function and spontaneous
tin e reversalsym m etry breakingbelow T.. Furthem ore,
if the interband Jossphson coupling energy is chosen to
be su ciently large, then the energy gap at low tem per—
atures ism oderately large on allthe Ferm isurface sheets
and there is no second peak below T. in the speci c heat
capacity.

In a recent paper we have proposed a quite gen—
eral sam iphenom enological m ethodology for studying
the possible superconducting states of SpRuO 4. In this
approach one chooses, m ore or less system atically, or-
bitaland position dependent interaction constantsto de—
scribbe the electron-electron attraction. T he sin plest use—
ful m odel we have studied prom inently featured inter—
layer coupling?®. This m odel characterizes the pairing
Interaction in tem s of two nearest-neighbor negativeU
Hubbard interactions, one, Uy actsbetween Ru dyy In a
sihgle RuO , plane, whike the second, U, acts between
Ru dy, dy, orbitalsbetween planes. W hen these two pa-—
ram eters are chosen so as to give a single phase transition
tem perature at the cbserved T, 0f1:5K we nd excellent
agreem ent w ith the m easured speci c heat, penetration
depth and them al conductivity data. The gap fiinction
hasboth tin e reversal sym m etry breaking, but also hor-
izontal lines of nodes In the planes k, = =c on the
Fem isurface sheet. The sheet ram ainsnode-less, w ith
a gap function of the form d (k) (sinky + isinky)é,,
corresponding to the 2-d analogue of the *He A -phase.
T he predicted gap function is sin ilar to that of Zhito—
m irsky and Rice @R )23, but di ers in that it ism ore or
less sam e size on all three Fem i surface sheets. M ore—
over, while ZR rely on broxin iy coupling’ to avoid the
double phase transition we exploit the freedom provided
by the experim ental data and achieve the sam e end by

xingboth Uy and U, so thatthere isonly one transition
at the observed T = 15K .

T he purpose of this paper is to clarify a number of
unresolved questions conceming the interlhyer coupling
model. Firstly we show in Section ITI that the resuls
of the m odel are quite generic, and do not depend sen-—
sitively on the choice of the speci ¢ Hubbard m odel pa—
ram eters which we used in Ref2®. Secondly we exam e

bands.

the e ects of weak disorder on the gap function (Section
IV).W e show that weak disorder can suppress any fwave
com ponents ofthe gap function, while leaving the p-wave
order param eter relatively unchanged. F inally in Section
V we study the generalisation of our m odel by allow -
Ing for a "bond proxin iy" interactions. Such symm etry
m ixing interactions have been proposed by Zhitom irsky
and R ice?® as a m echanisn lading to the single super—
conducting transition tem perature. It tums out that the
m echanisn operates in the orbialpicture aswelland we
obtained the single superconducting transition tem pera-
ture, but di erent slope and Jum p of the speci c heat.

II. GAP SYMMETRY AND PAIRING BA SIS
FUNCTIONS

Let us begin by review ng brie y the symm etry prin—
cipleswhich are used to classify di erent pairing sym m e~
try states n odd-parity superconductors. W e shall use
these principles to contrast the di erent pairing states
that have been proposed for strontium ruthenate.

O n very generalground w e expect that the phase tran—
sition into the superconducting state is of second order,
and so there exists an order param eter, or set of or-
der param eters, i(r);i= 1;:::n. For superconductors
these order param eters are com plex, transform ing under
the U (1) gauge symmetry as ; ! e ;. Therefre the
G nzburg-Landau Free energy can always be expanded
as

h2

2m 31

Fo=F, + &r @ 5 @€ 1)
+ i @0 5@

ol s @) 5@ k@) @+ i ()

w here sum m ation convention is In plied forthe indices i,
etc,and asusual@; r; 2eiA;=h,wih A them agnetic
vector potential.

If the nom al state above T. possesses a symm etry
group G, then the order param eters ; can be grouped
Into tem s corresponding to the di erent irreducible rep-
resentations ofG, transfom ing under sym m etry oper—
ations as
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where g 2 G, and them atricesR 5 (g) constitute the rep—
resentation ofthe group G.

The general theory of group representations im plies
thatwe can chooseabasisin which them atrix 3 isblock
diagonal, w ith each block corresponding to an irreducible

representation, . In thisbasisthe fullG inZburg-L.andau
Free energy is of the form
0
? X n? 0
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TABLE I: Irreducible representations of even and odd parity
in a tetragonal crystal. The symbolsX , Y Z represent any
functions transform ing as x, y and z under crystalpoint group
operations, while I represents any fiinction which is invariant
under all point group sym m etries.

Rep. sym m etry | Rep. sym m etry
Aig I A1y XYz X Y°)
Ao XY ®? Y?) Aoy z

Big X% y? Biu XYZ

Bag XY Bou zZ®?* Y?)
Eq fX7;Y¥YZg Ey fX;Yg

TABLE II: P roductsofthe irreducible representations ofD 41,
point group sym m etry

Aq Az Bi B: E
A A, A, B B2 E
Az A Ay B2 B: E
B: B; B A, A, E
B2 B2 B A, A, E
E E E E E A; Ay B: B,

X
+ ij i () 3 (9]
!
X 0 00 000 0 00 000
+ ikl ; @ 3 ®  @©, @

0 00 000

The quadratic term  ;; Involves only a single represen—
tation, At T., In general, only a sihgk irreducble
representation will have a zero eigenvalue of the block
diagonalm atrix ;. Therefore only the com ponents of
the orderparam eter ; corresponding to that eigenvector
w ill becom e non—zero jist below T..

Now let us apply these very general principles to the
speci ¢ case of spin-triplet pairing n SRUO 4. Thisisa
body-centred tetragonalcrystalw ith Inversion sym m etry.
T he relevant crystal group isD 45, and Tablell show s its
irreducible representations. For each representation its
symm etry is denoted by a typical function, where the
symbols X , Y, Z represent any functions which trans-
form as x, y and z under the point group operations,
and I means any function which is invariant under all
point group operations. The representations A4 ...Eg
have even parity, while A, ...E, have odd pariy. Tablk
B show s the multiplication table fr the irreducble rep—
resentations, ie. how direct products of representation
m atrices % decom pose into a sum s of block diagonal
m atrices ¢ 2 il

An inm ediate consequence of the m ultiplication table
B is that in tetragonalcrystals the order param eter is ei-
ther of a single representation only, orthere aretwo or
m ore distinct them odynam ic phase transitions. This is
because to quadratic (or higher) order in the G nzburg—
Landau free energy there are no symm etry allowed cou—

TABLE III: Basis functions ; (k) for the odd pariy irre—
ducible representations of body-centred tetragonal crystals.

Rep. nplane Interplane
A1y - -
- kx Ky oy Kzc
Aoy cos 3 cosk2 sin =%
_ in X% gin &L g Xz©
Biu sm 2 sn 2 s 2
Bau - -
. .k k k
Ey sin ky s =% cos—- cos“%=
- Kx o k_Y kzc
sin ky Cos = sin —- cos =%
a
Ru
:”»
c AN
i .

FIG .1: Body-centred tetragonal lattice, show ing the nearest
neighbour pairs In-plane, and between planes.

pling tem s of the form
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in Eq.M. The proof? is sin ply that ° never
contains the identity representation A 14, and hence such
term s are not allowed as quartic nvariants of the Free
energy (or at higher order). In the absence of such temm s
the free energy functional is always of at least quadratic
order in the subdom inant order param eter ; (r), and
hence these subdom inant com ponents can only becom e
non-zero In a segparate phase transition below T..

U sing these irreducible representations we can expand
the BC S gap function in temm s of fiinctions of each sep—
arate symm etry class. For odd parity pairing states we
can represent the BC S gap function by a vectord (k) or
asymmetric2 2 complex m atrix

k) ey k) ddy k) dx k) dz k)
e k) e k) d; k) dy k) + id, k)
6)
where wy k)= 4 (k) and o (k) = o( k).For

each irreduchble representation we can choose a com plte
set of orthonom albasis finctions in the B rillouin zone,
; k). Expanding the gap function in temm s of these
functions we have
X
ok) = i

i
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T he expansion coe cients essentially provide the set of
order param eters in Eglll. The basis fiinctions m ust be



periodic in reciprocalspace, ; k)= ; k+G),orequiv—-
alently, they m ust obey periodic boundary conditions in
the 1lst Brillouin zone. They can be chosen, m ost nat—
urally, In tem s of their realgpace Fourder transfom s,
w hich correspond to lattice sum s of the realspace Bra-
vais lattice. For a body-centred tetragonal crystal, such
as SpRuO 4 shown in Fig.ll, the leading basis fiinctions
correspond to the four nearest-neighbour in-plane lattice
vectors, R = aé; andR = aé&,, giving two odd par-
ity basis functions: sinkya and sinkya. T he eight body-
centred lattice vectorsR = 5&, &, 3$é, leadtothe
four odd-pariy basis functions shown in the last colum n
of Tablkell (where Hr sin plicity we have chosen units of
length such thata= 1). In them odels which we investi-
gate in the rem ainder ofthis paper, we shallassum e that
these basis functions, Tabk [, are su cient to descrbe

the gap function. Physically this corresoonds to the as—
sum ption that the paring nteraction V o (r;r° is short
ranged In realspace.

Considering Tabk l we can see that n SKLRUO 4 \p—
wave" pairing states can correspond to either the Ay,
(orp,) representation orthe doubly degenerate E,, repre—
sentation (ox, py). The only symm etry distinct \fwave"
pairing states are the B, and B, representations, cor—
responding to fyy, and f2 2), type symm etries. Nei-
ther of these states can be used In the case of a two—
din ensional singleplane m odel of Sr,RuO 4, since they
both becom e zero in the plane k, = 0. It is also Interest—
ing to note that in Table [l there are no basis fiinctions
ofA 1, orB,y symm etry. Pairing in these channelswould
require long range Interactions extending to at least the
Interplane second nearest neighbors.

In the light of these symm etry principles ket us com —
ment on a number of the possbl gap functions which
have been proposed for Spb,RuO 4. Am ong the ve states
described by Rice and Sigrist® the only one consistent
w ith the K night shift experin ents ist

d k)= (sinky + isink,)é&, 8)

belonging to the E,, representation of Tablelll. & breaks
tin e reversal sym m etry, consistent w ith the -SR exper—
in ents of Luke et ali?, and lads to a spin susceptibil
ity which is constant below T. for elds in thea Db
plane, consistent with K night shift! and neutron scat—
tering experin ents®. However it has no gap nodes on
a Fem 1 surface of cylindrical topology, such as the ,

and sheets of SBRUO 4, and therefore is inconsistent
w ith the heat capacity® penetration depth® and them al
conductiviy experin entstt.

On the other hand the fwave gap function proposed
by W on and M ak#°
iky)?e, ©)
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has both line nodes and broken tim e reversal sym m etry
below T.. However from the symm etry analysis above,
it is clear that this does not correspond to a single irre—
ducible representation ofthe sym m etry group . It isa sum

ofthe function k, ki k), belnging to B,, and k,kyk,
belonging to Biy . A lthough they would be degenerate
In a system wih cylindrical symm etry, In a tetragonal
crystal they w ill be non-degenerate and hence have dif-
ferent Tes. The By, Boy states ndividually possess tin e
reversal symm etry. T herefore w ith this order param eter
wewould expect to nd a goeci cheat anom aly w ith two
transitions, and tin e reversal sym m etry breaking would
only occur at tem peratures below the lower transition.

The fwave order param eter proposed by G raf and
Balatsky?,

dk) kgky kg + iky)e, 10)

is in the same symm etry classasE,, shce B, E = E
in Tablell. Therefore in the sense of pure symm etry ar—
gum ents the gap nodes in planesk, = 0 and k, = 0 are
\accidental". Such a gap function is certainly valid, but
the nodes are present Or reasons connected w ith the spe-
cl ¢ m icroscopic pairing interaction em ployed, and not
required by symm etry alone. T his com m ent also applies
totheB; E fwave state

dk) kg k) ke + dky)e, (1)
discussed by Dahm, W on and M aki?! and Erem in et
212223

The full group theoretic classi cation in tetragonal
crystalst3d4431€1718 and the above analysis does not
show a singk pairing state w ith both sym m etry required
lines of nodes and spontaneously broken tim e reversal
symm etry below T.. T herefore, if we acocept both the -
SR and low tem perature them odynam ic and transport
m easurem ents, then we m ust consider states w hich have
linesofnodes for speci cm icroscopic reasons, ratherthen
for pure sym m etry reasons.

In the rem ainder of this paper we shall focus on the
speci cm odelwhich we proposed in a previous paper??,
In which the lines of nodes appear in the plane k, =

=c, derived from the pairof interplanebasis functions
ofE,:
k, ky k,c k ky k,c

sih — cos—Y cos ; cos—= sin - cos
2 2 2 2 2 2

from Tablill, as origihally suggested by Hasegawa et
aldl,

ITII. INTERLAYER COUPLING HAM ILTONIAN

Sihce the underlying m icroscopic m echanisn for su-—
perconductivity In Sp,RuO 4 is not known we choose to
adopt a phenom enological approach to the pairing m ech—
anisn . W e rstm ake an accurate tight binding t to the
experin entally detemm ined Fem isurface®28 and then in-
troduce m odel attractive Interactions between the di er-
ent orbitals centered on di erent sites. W e can nves—
tigate di erent ‘scenarios’ depending upon which m odel
Interactions are assum ed to dom Inate. Frequently, whhen
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FIG.2: The Fem isurface of SpRuO 4 In the plane k, = 0,
obtained by tting the de H assdata ofBergm an et al2. Note
that the alpha Fem isurface sheet has only two-fold symm e~
try, because of the shape of the B rillbouin zone boundary.

these pairing interaction param eters are chosen to repro—
duce the experim ental T, there is no freedom to adjust
the param eters further. O nce the param eters have been
selected, then a num ber of di erent experim ental quan-—
tities can be calculated independently and com pared to
experim ent. The goalis to nd one speci ¢ paring sce—
nario which agrees with all of the experim ental cbser—
vations. If this can be achieved then one has found an
e ective H am iltonian for the pairing, which can be inter-
preted physically. Thise ective pairing H am iltonian can
then be used to guide the search for the truem icroscopic
Ham ittonian. This m ethodology has proved very usefil
in cuprate superconductivity?? and here we shall deploy
it to study S RuO 4.

Thee ective pairing H am iltonian we consider isa sim —
pl muliband attractive U Hubbard m odel:

X
H = (("m
ijm m 9;
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wherem andm ° referto the threeRuthenium ty4 orbitals
a= xz,b= yz and c= xy and iand j label the sites of
a body centered tetragonal lattice.

T he hopping Integrals t, » o (ij) and site energies ",
were tted to reproduce the experim entally determm ined
Fem i Surface®28 . The nearest neighbour in-plane hop-
ping Integrals along R = &, where the ab plane Jattice
constant is taken to be 1, are constrained by the orbial

sym m etry to have the follow Ing form

1
tax 0 O
famol=@ 0 &, OA a3)
0 0 t

(@nd sin flarly for R = &, taking Into account sign
changes due to orbital symm etries). The next nearest
neighbour n-plane hopping integrals along &, + &, were
assum ed to be of the bng

1
0 typ O
fromol=@ tw O OA : 14)
0 0 ¢t

T he param eter t° controls the shape ofthe -band Fem i
surface, whik the param eter t;, detem ines the hy-
bridization between the a and b orbials and hence the
shape ofthe and Fem isurfaces. The ¢ -axism ag—
netic eld de Hassvan A Jphen data?® gives the areasand
cyclotron m asses of the three Fem i surface sheets, and
these six num bers can be texactly wih t= 0:08162eV,

9= 045t tax = 134t, toxy = 0:06tax, tap = 0:08tax,
and the on-site energies were ", = 1615t and ", =
"= 1062ty.

To obtain a three dim ensional Fem i surface we as—
sum ed that the dom Inant interplane hopping is along
the body-centre vectorR = % (¢, + &, + o&,) and hasthe

form
0 1

t? thyb thyb
fomol= € thyy & Gy B 15)
thyb thyb 0

and sin ilarly orR = % ( & &, ;) wih appropriate
sign changes. The param eter 4, is the only term in
the Ham iltonian which m ixes the c orbials w ith a and
b. W ih only these two param eters it is not possble
to t exactly the full three dim ensional Fem i surface
cylinder cornigations determ ined by Bergem ann et al2,
but the param eters ¢, = 012y, b = 003, give
a reasonable agreem ent for the dom inant experim ental
corrugations. F ig.ll show sthe tted Fermm isurface in the
plnek, = 0 In the extended zone-schem e. N ote that the

sheet has only two—fold sym m etry, due to its position
centred on the B rillouin zone boundary at X .

The set of interaction constants U _ o (ij) describe at-
traction between electrons on nearest neighbour sites
with spins and °and in orbitalsm and m °. Thus our
actual calculations consists of solving, selfconsistently,
the follow ing B ogoliibov-de G ennes equation :

X' E Hupno@) Lm0l Upoo

h =05
E +Hpmno@j) Vim0 0

0
4m 0 0 mm (t5);
(Le)
where H 0 (ij) is the nom al spin independent part of
the Ham iltonian, and the _ _,(ij) is self consistently
given in ‘%enn s of the pairing am plitude, or order param —
eter, mmO (l])r

el = UL o) el a7)



de ned by the usual relation

X
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where enum erates the solutions of Eq .

W e solved the above system of B ogoliibov de G ennes
equations including all three bands and the three di-
m ensional tightbinding Fem i surface. W e considered
a lJarge num ber of di erent scenarios for the interaction
constants. F irst we assum ed that the pairing interaction
U, oo (1J) for nearest neighbours in plane is only acting
for the ¢ ([dyy) Ru orbitals. In this case both a d-wave
Gy y2) pairing state and pwave (ky + ik,)&;) states
are possble. T he d-wave state has line nodes, but would
not be consistent w ith the experin ents show Ing constant
Knight shift and tin e reversal sym m etry breaking be—
low T.. Therefore we discard such solutions here, and
only concentrate on the odd-parity soin triplet solutions.
The m otivation is not to explain the m icroscopic pair-
Ing m echanism , but to m odel pairing state produced by
various types of e ective attractive interactions. T hese
attractive interactionsm ay arise from , for instance, fer-
rom agnetic spin  uctuations®?223:30%  which can favour
soin triplet pairing com pared to the d-wave solutions.
H ow ever, their origin m ay be m ore com plicated, for ex—
am ple a com bined electron-phonon and spin  uctuation
m echanism .

W ith only the nearest neighbor in-plane interactions
the set ofpossible odd-parity, spin triplet, solutions that
we found never inclides any possble state with nodes
of the gap. T herefore we extended the m odel to include
Interplane Interactions. U sing two interactions, a near—
est neighbor in-plane interaction, i j in Fig.l), and a
nearest neighbor interplane interaction, @ 1 Fig.l)
which ful 11 the tetragonal sym m etry, we have the two
types ofbasis fiinctions for the gap equation given in Ta—
bl . Then we have the possbility of horizontal line
nodes In the gap arising from the zeros of cos (k,=2) at
k, = =con a cylindricalFem isurface??.

Because the pairing interactions U moo (ij) were as—
sum ed to act only for nearest nejoghbor sites in or out of
plane, the pairing potential | | o (ij) is also restricted
to nearest neighbors. W e further focus on only odd
parity (soin triplet) pairing states for which the vec—
tord  0;0;d), ie. .f .G = 1G9, ana

Moo = M @) = 0. Therefre n general we
have the follow Ing non—zero order param eters (i) for in
plane bonds: £ @), . o@), and (i) fr inter
plnebonds: . oRij) DrRiy= ( a=2; a=2; c=2).

Taking the lattice Fourder transform ofE q. Ml the cor-
responding pairing potentials in k-space have the general

form (suppressing the spin indices for clarity):
mmo(k) = r];przosjnkx+ r];péosjl’lky
kx ky k,c

L ore KO ke Ky

mmgSJn > OOSEOOSE
?f . kx . ky . sz
+ mmosm75m75m7ll 19)

Note that beyond the usual p-wave symm etry of the
sink, and sink, type for the c orbitals, we include all
three additional p-wave symm etries of the sin k=2 type
w hich are Induced by the e ective attractive Interactions
between carriers on the neighboring ocut-ofplane Ru or-
bitals. These interactions are also responsbl for the
fwave symm etry order param eters, :nfn or transform —
ing as B1y, in Tabl 1. This latter is symm etry dis-
tinct from all p-wave order param eters in a tetragonal
crystal, unlike the other fwave states discussed in the

. . 2
introductiont?#%2122 | The p, order parameters | %,
. ? ?
are ofA,, symmetry. In contrast the pairs | ®; mfnyg
kpx , kpy

are ofthe same E, bwave' symmetry as 1 oi ,po-
In general, the order param eters in each distinct irre—
duchble representations have di erent transition tem per-
atures, as expected from Eq. .

In a recent paper?® we chose a particularly simple set
of attractive pairing interactions U, moo (ij) . For Inplane
nearest neighbours we assum ed that the pairing Interac—
tion is only acting for the ¢ (dyxy) Ru orbitalsonly

0 1
00 0

Unmo=8 00 0 A ; where Ug= 0:494t;: (20)
0 0 Uy

On the other hand, given that the rutheniim a and b
orbitals (dyxz;dy,) are oriented perpendicularly to the
planes we choose to Introduce the interplane interaction
only for these orbitals,

0 1
U, U, 0

Usmmo= @ U, U, 0A; where U, = 0590t: (21)
0 0 0

T herefore we have, as a m Inin al set, only two coupling
constants Uy and U, describing these two physically dif-
ferent interactions.

A sdiscussed earlier our strategy isto adjust these phe—
nom enological param eters in order to obtain one tran-—
sition at the experim entally determ ined T.. Thus, be-
yond tting T, there are no further adjustable param e~
ters, and one can com pare directly the calculated physical
properties of the superconducting states to those exper—
In entally observed. C onsequently, if one obtains a good
overall agreem ent one can say that one has em pirically
determm ined the form ofthe pairing Interaction in a phys—
ically transparent m anner. Evidently such conclusion is
the principle ain of the calculations.

As we have shown in Refilll, this two param eter
scenario gives an excellent agreem ent w ith the experi-
m ental speci ¢ heat?, super uid densiyi® and them al
conductivity*t . W e chose the constants U, and U, , so
that there isa single phase transition at T = 135K , corre—
sponding to the valies given in Egs. [l and . Below T,
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FIG. 3: (a) Tem perature dependence of order param eters
§ 2Px4 4 K¥P*jand § 2P* 4 r a number of u valies @° =
u). () O rder param eters § ~2*jand § 2P* 4 § 2P* jat zero
tem perature versus the interaction param eter u (= u’).

. k .k
the orderparam etershave the sym m etries =i &,

;bpy = i IP+ asexpected Pran E, pairing sym m etry??
kx + ik, )€, corresponding to the sam e tim e reversalbro-—
ken pairing state as ’He A. We also fund that a
m uch lowertem peratures, additionaltransitions occurred
where the f wave and p, order param etersbecom e non—
zero. The gap function has line nodes on the Fem i
surface, In agreem ent w ith experin ent, only when the
fwave com ponent is zero. A rguing that the fwave com —
ponent would be suppressed by in purities, we showed
that wih the fwave com ponent rem oved, one obtains
excellent agreem ent between the calculated and experi-
m ental goeci c heat, penetration depth and therm alcon—
ductivity. W e show , In Sec. IV below , that this rem oval
of the fwave com ponent is justi ed by the presence of
weak disorder.

Tt is in portant to ask how these resuls depend on the
details of the assum ptions m ade in the m odel. In order
to test the stability of our results to variations in the
m odelw e therefore introduced som e additional subdom —
inant Interaction param eters. For our iniial exploration
of the issues involved we have generalized Egs. [l and
) as Dlows:

0 1
uu u

Ugnmo= & uu uAl 22)
u u Uy

0 1
U, U, uo
U?mmoz@ U. U, uOA;
UO UO UO

Reassuringly, wih these modi ed param eters we ob-—
tained a tem perature dependence of the gap param eters
which are qualitatively sim ilar to those for the original
param eters. Ik is Interesting to note that for xed values
ofU, and Uy the changes ofu and u’ hardly change the
superconducting transition tem perature. W e have sys—
tem atically studied the e ect of additional interactions,
especially so on the line u = 1’ and Hund snalldi er-
ences com pared to the u = 0 solution even foru as large
as 028t . The di erences arem ainly connected w ith the
appearance of out of plane com ponents of Zc generated
by the new interactions as is evident from Fig.l). For
larger values of u the di erence becom es m ore signi —
cant Fig.lk). Note, however, that only low tem per—
ature dependence of the pairing am plitudes is a ected.
h Fig.lb we show the variation of a few characteris-
tic j nn jJagainst u at zero tem perature. C learly, for
u > 03t there is a qualitative change of our solution
leading to dom nant out of plane pairing com ponents in
allorbials. Large u also a ects the critical tem perature
T.. Interestingly, for nite u we also observe Increasing
values of inplane pairing am plitudes in the a and b chan-
;i’;o ;iﬁo orm;m°= a;b. Reassuringly,
the corresponding speci c heat Fig.l) is essentially un—
changed and ram ains in equally good agreem ent w ith the
experin ents. T herefore we conclide that the solution we
have found is not very speci c to the precise details of
them odelparam etersw hich we assum ed, but is a generic
solution valid for at least som e range of the possble in—
teraction param eters of the form depicted in Eq. [ll.

T he quasiparticle energy gap structure which we ob—
tained is shown in Fig.ll. The gap is nite everywhere
on the sheet, Figlld), although i is very anisotropic,
and becom es an all when the Femm i surface approaches
near to the van Hove pointsat ( ;0) and (0; ). In con—
trast, the and Fem isurface sheetshave gap zeros in
the viciniy ofthe linesk, = =c. In the case of the

nels: and

70

%60 u/t=0.0 ——
S # 1 ut=028....
N 40 - U/t=0.30 ...
~~ o go .
=

Ex

|_

~~

O o

0.0 0.4 1.2 16

0.8
T/Tc
FIG .4: Calculated speci c heat for a three param eters u =
) @=t = 00; 028 and 030 corresponding to fill dashed

and dotted lines, respectively) com pared to the experin ental
data (oints) ofN ishiZakiet al.[8]
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FIG. 5: Lowest energy eigenvalies, E (k) on the Fermm i
surface; sheet n the plane k, = =c+ 0:085 (a) and
k., = =c+ 0:085 (), (c) and (d) sheets in the plane
k., = 0.

gap is zero to num erical accuracy on these nodal lines.
W hile in thecaseof thegap isvery an allon these lines,
but not exactly zero. In fact there are eight point nodes
on the sheet, ascan be seen in Fig.lW@b). Two point
nodes lie just abovethek, = =clnheatk, =c+ 0:085
at two di erent angles. Another pair lie just below, at
k, =c 0085 at an angle rotated by = =2. The
rem aining four are located in sin ilar positions near the

line k, = =c. This interesting nodal structure arises
from the fact that the Fem isurface cylinder is cen—
tered at X in the Brillbuln zone not at Fig. M), and
therefore i has two-fold symm etry not four fold lke

and . Notice also that the excitation gap on the sheet
isnon—zero even when ,,= =
is hybridized to the c orbital and

w = 0, because it
«® 0.

FIG.6: M nhinmum energy quasiparticle eigenvalues on the
Fem 1 surface sheet, E kr ), plotted In cylindrical polar co—
ordinates as functions of k, and a b plane polar angl,
Param eter values are u=t = 028 @), 030 @©), 032 (c), re—
spectively. O ne can see that oru 03 the sheet gap is
nodeless, while for u > 0:3 line nodes appear at k; = =c.

N ote that this nodal structure ofthe gap is unchanged
by the presence ofthe an all subdom inant interaction pa—
ram eter u, in Eq.-). However, upon increasing the
value of the u param eter eventually the results change
qualitatively, leading to appearance of additional line
nodesin Fig. W) HDru = 0:32t. In this case the

band gap also develops a line node, sin ilar to the be—
havior ofthe band.

IV. EFFECTS OF DISORDER

A s we noted it earlier, to obtain agreem ent w ith ex—
perin ent we had to elin nate the f-wave com ponent

:nfn o (T) and we suggested that this can be done by an
appealto the e ects of a am all am ount of disorder. W e
shallnow substantiate this contention by explicit calcu—
lations.

In case of non-m agnetic disorder our H am iltonian can
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where ; is a random site energy. For a given con gu-—
ration of ; one can, n principle, perform calculations
Eq. ) and then average overm any con gurations.
M ore readily, for highly disordered system s it is possble
to apply mean eld theory of disorder by m aking use of
the C oherent P otential A pproxin ation C PA31:32:33:34

Here however, as superconducting Sr,Ru0 ; sam ples
were found to be relatively clean, we can lin i our anal-
ysis to weak disorder and non-resonant In puriy scatter—
ing. Then know ing the scattering rate ! we can apply
the Bom approxin ation33 in calculating the selfenergy
of the disorder averaged G reen function. Follow ing this
Abrikosov-G orkov approach, we assum e that im purity
scattering w illcreate a nite in agihary selfenergy ofthe
order

@4)

T hus our equation of selfconsistency in the con gura—
tionally averaged pair potential can be w ritten in tem s
ofM atsubara frequencies ', = (= )@n + 1) as Pllows

0 0 X 0
nmo @) = Upgo@d) e (25)

where denotesa positive in niesim al. E xchanging the
summ ations over and n indices Eq. lll can be w rit—
ten, after decoupling the sum m ation over negative and
positive M atsubara frequencies, as

o o 1X

mmo(ij) = Ummo(ij)— ujm ijo 0

(@6)

@3)

0.12

0.40

0.8
T-1/t x 103

FIG .8: Zero tem perature order param eters j 2F* 7 j lésx 3
j ;af jas a function of In purity scattering rate

b E
1)2+ CE )2;

C onveniently the sum on the right hand site of Eq. Il
can be evaluated3® and i leads to the nalfomula:

0 e 0 ..X
amo@d) = Upno@d U Vipo o 27)
1 1 &
—Im -+ —+
2 2 2 2
Note that 1n the lin it ofa clean system ' ! 0
1m 1+ +JE '@ 2fE® ) (28)
2 2 2 2 )

and E q. [l coincides w ith that ofthe clean system (Egs.
.

Thus, In a weak disorder lin it we have again solved
the Bogoliibov-de G ennes equations including a snall

1. The resuls of our calculations are shown in Fig.
B where we have plotted the order param eters § 2P 5
3 &4 3 2f jversus tem perature. Evidently in the dis-
ordered case the sn all f-wave am plitude (j ;afj is re—
duced to zero much m ore rapidly than the larger p-wave
ones (j 2P35 5 kP« 3y . Furthem ore, in Fig. M we show
disorder dependence of these three paring am plitudes at
zero tem perature. C learly each order param eter is re—
duced to zero In a typicalA brikosov-G orkov lkem anner,
becom Ing zero approxin ately when the pairbreaking pa-—
ram eter j ©%€3° () 1.

From Figs. ) and W) i is clear that, for m oderate
scattering rates, there is a region where the fwave gap
com ponents are reduced to zero but the larger p-wave
com ponents are m ore or lss una ected. Thus we con—
clude that the sinultaneous neglect of 2% and 1,
and ! is jasti ed?®. I woul be an interesting experi-
mentalcon m ation ofthism odel, ifultra—clan sam ples
were found to have a second phase transition at a m uch
lower tem perature than T 15K.



V. BOND-PROXIM ITY EFFECTS

To get a sihgle superconducting transition tem pera—
tures w thin our interlayer coupling m odelwe are forced
to ne tune two Interaction param eters. H owever, i has
been proposed?® that a single transition can be cbtained
in an m uliband m odelby allow ing for a sym m etry m ix—
ing Interaction of the type U k;q) = g°f k)g(g), where
f k) and g(g) are order param eter sym m etry functions
for respective bands.

Tt is the ain of the present section to check to which
extend sin ilar approach m ay be used in ourbond m odel
W e start w ith short discussion of the source and m agni-
tude of sym m etry m ixing interaction. T he description we
have used is a real space, tw 0 point near neighbour inter-
action such as naturally arises n any m ultiorbital, ex—
tended, negative U Hubbard m odel, Eq.ll. To be quite
clear about thism atter we recall that a generic pairw ise
interaction like U (r;r%, when expressed in the language
of a tightbinding m odel Ham itonian will, In general,
give rise to four point interaction param eters Uij,x1. The
originalH ubbard H am iltonian m akesuse ofthe onepoint
Uiy;41 whilst the extended Hubbard
m odel is based on two point param eters Ui(;zj) = Uiy .
Evidently our bond’ m odel is a negative U -version of
the latter®’. The symm etry m ixing interactions?® arise
from 3-site interactions U, . The physics of this is of-
ten referred to as assisted hopping2®. If one assum es,
as is nom ally the case in an isotropic substance, that
:U (1)j> :U (2)j> :U (3)j> :U (4)jthen the bonds' repre—
sent stronger coupling than assisted hopping and should
be the preferred coupling m echanian . H owever, for the
tetragonal arrangem ent of Ru atom s In SpRu0 4 this is
no m ore than a suggestion at present.

param eters Ui(l) =

In the presence of a three point interaction U AU

13l
Uij;41 = U, for allnearest neighbours ijlsuch that iand
j are in one Ru plane whilke 1 is on a neigbouring one
Fi.W), the gap equation € gs.IHM) can be rew ritten

in k-space as;>2

0 1 X 0 0
mmo(k)= N_ Ummo(k q) mmo(q)
a
1 X 0 0

+ N_ Ummo;oo0 @ik a) 000 @) :(29)

g ;000
w here, as before,
0
mmo®)=U Voo 2£E® ): (30)

Th a body centered tetragonalcrystal € ig.ll) the vari-
ousm atrix elem ents of the general our point interaction
Un n %000 responsble for p-wave paring can be w ritten
(suppressing spin indices for clarity):

Ucc kjq) = 20V K)V @) @31)

Unmo®k;q)= 80U,V K)V () for m;m’= a;b

10
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FIG.9: Orderparameters j 2F* 3 j s&* 3 orU, = 0:400t,
Uy = 0:494t and the proxin ity coupling as functions of tem —
perature. T he three curves "1/, '2’ and '3’ correspond to the
values 0.0, 0.005, 0.010 of three point coupling constant.

Unmoeekiq) = 8UIV K)V (@) for m%m = a;b
Uccmmo k;q) = 8U1V k)V @) POr m O;m = a;b

where V (k) and V (k) are respectively:

V (k)= (sinky + sinky) (32)
ks ky . ky ky k,c
V k)= sinh— cos— + sin — cos— COs :
2 2 2 2 2

N ote that the three point interaction leads to an extra
Interlayer coupling proportionalto U . Interestingly, the
general form ofthe order param eter is the sam e asprevi-
ously derived Egs. llHIl)) despite the additional three
point coupling Eq. M) in the selfconsistency relation
Egs. IHED .

Tt has to be noted that the presence of interaction
U strongly changes T.. To get its correct value (1.5K)
for the present m odel we have taken U, = 32m &V and
U, = 40m eV and repeated our calculations for various
U: values. The results are shown in Figs. ll) and ).

Fig. W) show s the results for the am plitudes )
and 2P+ (T') ncluding the threepoint interaction. N ote
that ©rU: = 0 (curves labeled by (1) in the gure) the

o2}
o

N
o

N
o

C/T (mJ/K mol)

_c)O
o=

0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6
T/Tc

FIG . 10: Specic heat and the e ect three point interac-
tion, com pared to the experim ental data of N ishiZakiet al
B]. The arrow indicates increasing valies of the proxim ity
coupling (123’ asin Fig. ).
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FIG .11: Orderparameters j -F* 5 § 5% 3 oru, = 0400t,
Uy = 0:494t and the proxim ity coupling as functions of tem —
perature in disordered system 1 = 0:005t T he three curves
17, 2" and '3’ correspond to the valuesU=t: 0.0, 0.005, 0.010
of three point coupling constant.

tem perature where ZEX (T ) becom es non—zero is m uch
higher than that where 2P (T') becom es non—zero. It is
evident from the gure that orU; € 0 the param eters

nmo (T) Ora,band corbitals vanish at the sam e tem -
perature and two transitions m erge into one. Thus, the
proxin iy couplingm echanism identi ed by ZR22 in their
band description ofthe electron-electron interaction, also
works in our bond m odel.

Intriguingly, although the proxin ity coupling works in
principle, the abovem echanism doesnot seem to be help—
ful In the context of building phenom enological interac—
tions suitable to describe experim entaldata. To illustrate
this point we reproduce, in Fig. M), the speci c heat
corresponding to the set of 5« (T') and 2P« (T) shown
inFig. ). C learly, asU; increases the second transition
at low tem perature becom es enlarged and m erges w ith
the rst transition at higher tem perature. H ow ever, the
an allvalues of Ut shown in Figs. [, arenot su cient
to get the speci ¢ heat Jimp at T, right. Therefore U:
m ust be large for the ZR scenario to  t the experin ents.
By contrast, as we have dem onstrated earlier, if Uy = 0
and the sizes 0fU, and U, are adjusted so that only one
transition occursboth the low tem perature slope and the
Jim p at T, agrees w ith experim ents. T hus although we
have not investigated m odels featuring a broxim ity ef-
foct’ induced by U @ type of interactions system atically
we conclude that such interactions are not needed to t
the available data.

Finally, i is also interesting to see what are the e ects
of disorder on the brbital proxim ity e ect’; the resuls
are shown in Fig. . W e see that, disorder can elin inate
thegapon , sheets, whik leaving it alm ost unchanged
on . This feature of the proxin iy e ect scenario opens
it up for experim ental veri cation by m easurem ent on
sam ples w ith Increasing disorder. Evidently the e ect of
disorder should be that the low tem perature power law s
disappear due to the destruction of superconductivity on
the , sheets.

11

V I.Conclusions

W e have Introduced a m ethodology for building sem i-
phenom enological, attractive electron-electron interac—
tionsbond by bond for calculating superconducting prop—
erties under circum stances w hen the physicalm echanisn
of pairing is not known. W e deployed it to study p-wave
pairing in SpRUO 4 .OA bond was described by an inter—
action constant U, ., o (ij) which depends on the sites i
and J, the orbitalsm and m %, and their spin orientation

and °. W e have solved the appropriate B ogoliibov
de G ennes equations for a num ber of scenarios de ned
by a an all set of Interaction constants. W e have found
that the one or which U ¥ (ij) = U, foriand j being
nearest neighbour Ruthenium atom s in the Ru-O planes
and Ut (@j) = U} (@j) = U, friand j being near
est on neighbouring planes explained m ost of the avail-
able experin entaldata. N am ely, the corresponding solu—
tion featured a gap function on the -sheet of the form

cc K) sinky + isink, and and a line of gap on the

sheet. For this scenario the requirem ent that there be
only one transition at T ¥ 15 K xed both U, and
Uy and hence all further resuls could be regarded as
quantitative predictions of the m odel. Rem arkably, the
m odelgave a satisfactory account of the data for the spe-
ci cheatC (T), super uid density n¢ (T ) and the them al
conductivity (T).

W e have also Investigated the stability ofthe m odelto
Introduction of further interaction constants and disor-
der. W e found that the predictions of the m odel are
robust to changes of new interactions, while disorder
mainly a ectsthe fwave solution. Thuswe can conclude
that the experim entaldata support a sin plem odelw hich
describes, quantitatively, the p-wave pairing ocbserved in
Sr,Rul,; on the basis oftwo orbital speci ¢ coupling con—
stants: Uy = 40m eV U, = 48m eV .T he centralphysical
feature of the m odel is that U, corresoonds to interac—
tion between electrons in the Ruthenium planes whilke
U, describes an interplane interaction of roughly equal
strength.

In view ofthe above results, we would like to em pha—
size tw o points. F irstly, we have proposed an altemative
to the the ‘Intra-band proxin iy e ect’ m odel of Zhito—
m irsky and R ice?® for describing horizontal line nodes on
the ; scheets ofthe Fem i Surface in superconducting
SrRuO 4. Ourbond m odeldi ers from theirs in theway
the interlayer coupling is In plem ented. T he extension of
the m odel In the spirit of ZR has also been studied by
allow ng for 3-site Interactions in the H am ittonian. E ven
though the resulting bond proxim iy m odel features sin—
gle superconducting transition tem perature the original
modelw ih netuned two interactions givesbetter tto
experim ental T dependence of the speci ¢ heat.
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