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T he pairing sym m etry in the electron m echanisn for superconductivity is explored when charge
uctuations coexist w th spin uctuations. T he extended H ubbard m odel is adopted to obtain, w ith
the uctuation exchange approxin ation, a phase diagram against the on-site Coulomb repulsion
U and the o -site repulsion V for the square lattice w ith second-neighbor hopping t°. W e have
found that (i) for large U (> 9) a trplet superconductivity w ith a sin kx + ky) sym m etry can appear

Just below the charge density wave phase. T he pairing is degenerate w ith sin (kx
ky ) thatbreaksthe tin e reversalsym m etry should result, which isa candidate
band of SR u0 4 and is consistent w ith a recent m easurem ent of the

sin (kx + ky )+ isin ky
for the gap function on the

ky), so a chiral

speci ¢ heat. (i) By system atically deform ing the Fem i surface w ith varied t% we have identi ed
the region w here the triplet pairing ism ost favored to be the region w here the Ferm isurface traverses
the van H ove singularity w ith the charge susceptibility strongly enhanced.

PACS numbers: 7420M n
I.INTRODUCTION

Spin-triplet superconductivity, which is arousingm uch
Interests In recent years, is fascinating In a number of
ways. Theoretically, a m ost Intriguing question is the
ollow ing: if we consider the electron m echanisn of su-
perconductivity in them ost frequently adopted H ubbard
m odelw ith an on-site electron-electron repulsion, we can
show that triplet superconductivity is very di cult to
realize for the sin ple reason that the pairing interaction
mediated by spin  uctuations is oply 1/3 in the triplet
channelthan i the sihglt channe¥?. So any theory at—
tem pting to explain triplet pairing has to overcom e this
question.

E xperim entally, the discovery of superconductivity by
M aeno and coworkers in the layered perovskite ruthe-
niuim oxide SrpRuO,; have kicked o renewed inter—
ests. Suggestions Por a triplkt pairing in this mate-
rialcame from NM R Knight shift®® and polarized neu-
tron scattering?. A broken, fine reversal symm etry is
fiarther observed wih SRPY¥ and sm allangle neutron
scatterin As for the pairing symmetry, NM R and
NQR relaxation rgtes have shown an absence of the
H ebelSlichter peak'i’;iq, which suggests line node(s) i
the gap function, which was supported by a speci c heat
m easurem ent?d. W hile the angular dependence of ther-
m alopnductivity Indicatesthe presence ofhorizontalline—
nodes'lz:, a recent eld-ordentation dependence ofthe spe—
ci c heat show s that the gap in the active band has
m inin a along [100] directions w ith the passive, - and
bands having gap m inin a along [110] directiopd?.

A theoreticalwork by Zhitom irsky and R icet4 has pro—
posed horizontal line nodesw ith a good t to the speci ¢
heat measuram ent?. A s fr the m echanim -that sta-
bilizes tripkt pairing, K uwabara and O gatal%, and -

dependently Sato and K ohm otolid, have suggested that
triplet p-wave pairing can be induced by an anjsotropy
in the spin  uctuation. Kuwabara and O gatal? have
denti ed the m ost suitable gap function to be sinky +
isink, that breaks the tin ereversal symm etry, which
was also proposed by M iyake and N arkiydtt. The chiral

«k)+ i,k) (x&); yk): pwave like) has also been
obtained with a third-order perturbation theory by No—
mura and Yam adat¥?? and m ore recently by Y anase and
0 gatagq, and w ith the uctuation exchange approxim a—
tion FLEX),brquastonedin ensional and bandsby
K urokiet al2h.

H ow ever, the validity ofperturbation resuls truncated
at nie orders has to be checked by non-perturbative
m ethods. Indeed, a recent quantum M onteCarlo QM C)
result by Kurokiet al. have shown that the sihglet d-
pairing dom inates over the triplet or the band %% This
situation has led Arita et al to show, wih the dy-
nam ical cluster approxin ation O CA), that dy2 2 pair-
Ing actually dom Inates over p-wave pairings as far as
the on-site Hubbard m odel is concemed, whik ifwe go
over to the extended Hubbard m odelw ith o -site repul-
sion the triplet superconductivity can be favored but not
dom inant in extended H ubbard m odelem ploying nearest
neighbor C oulomb repulsion or band in SERuO4 23

G enerally, there isa FLEX result by Arita et al who
show that triplet superconductiviy ismuch weaker than
singlet pairs for the oneband, on—sjtle Hubbard m odel,
which agrees wih a phenom enclogy?, whilk if charge

uctuations are enhanced by o -site repulsions triplet
pairs have a chance to dom inate. W e have already
shown triplet superconductivity can be dom inant near
the charge density wave (CDW ) phase on squarg-lattice
with the FLEX in the extended Hubbard m ode1%4

So the purpose of this paper is to exam ine how triplt
superconductivity can becom e dom inant in the extended
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Hubbard m odel wih the FLEX in general, and for
band of SpRuO, in particular. The extended Hub-—
bard model has been studied, primarily for specic
charge densities n, eg., half- lling or quarter 1ling, by
m eans of the quantum M onte Carlom ethodggn, the weak
coupling theory?4, the mean—,eld approxin ation?728,
the second-order pertufoatjongq, the random phase
approxin atjonfg,.the FLEX approxin atjonﬁl:, the slave—
boson tedm:k;fuecfzn , the bosonization and the renomm aliza—
tion groupi24. Here we adopt the FLEX developed by
B ickers et a181B¢, which is a renom alized perturbation
m ethod to study pairing instabilities when exchange of
soin and charge uctuations are considered as dom nant
diagram s. This approxin ation is usefil to explore the
tendencies of dom Inant pairing relatively when the pa—
ram eters are system atically varied. However, ncliding
the o —site Coulom b repulsion V susceptibilities and ef-
fective interactionsbecome (Z + 1) (2 + 1) m atrices for
the lattice coordination numberZ & 4 forthe square lat—
tice), which dem and extrem ely com puter resources. W e
show as far as the present nietem perature result is
concemed that (i) triplet sin ky + ky) pairing appears in
between singlet cos2k; cos2k, and the CDW phase for
U > 9,and (i) the pairing symm etry changes as dyz 2
! sin(ky+ ky) ! cos2ky cosZk, when the shape ofthe
Fem i surface is varied by the second-neighbor hopping
tY. P hysically, allthe resuls can be wellexplained by the
structure and peak value of spin and charge susceptibili-
ties.

II.FORM ULATION

Let us start w ith the extended Hubbard H am iltonian,

n%nnnx X
H = tiycl ¢ + U Njn Ny @)
i3 i
1X" X
+ E Vijl’li ny o;

i3 0

n the 'standard notation on a tetragonal lJattice depicted
in Figid, wherenn (nn) denotes nearest neighbor (next—
nearest neighbor) sites. For the square lattice the unit of

energy is taken to be the nearestneighbort;y = 1:0, and
lattice constanta = 1.

FIG.1. A square Iattice with néarest—nejghbor hopping t
and second neighbor hopping t? w ith the on-site Coulomb re-
pulsion U and the nearest-neighbor repulsion V

To detem Ine the dom nant gap function, we solve
E liashberg’s equation w ith the FLEX approxim ation,

X

k;x9G6 ®9G ( k%) ®°; @)

(k)_E
N

k0

where is the gap function, G G reen’s function, and
the pairing Interaction w ith k k;'n). The eigenvalue

, @ m easure of the pairing, becomes unity at T = T¢ .
For the calculation we take an N = 32 32 lattice, the
tem perature T = 0:03, and the M atsubara frequency
for fermions  @N. 1) T [ @N. 1) T wih
N.= 1024. P

E sirgen et a12389%9 have extended the FLEX m ethod
to general lattice Ham itonians ncliding the extended
Hubbard m odel. Follow ing them we introduce the pair-
ng interaction,
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for singlet pairing, and
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for triplkt pairing. Here r(&= 0; R; ¢) isnull or
nearest-neighbor vectors,
so = =0+ Vsp_);
= =0+ Ve )

are the spin and charge susceptibilities, respectively,
where — is the irreduchble susceptibility,
T X 30
“@orir 9= — &K (F

N

k0

and Vg, (V) is the coupling betw een density (m agnetic)
uctuations,

Ven @ r; r )

U+ 4Ny coslg) + Vycos(gy)l; r= r °=0;
= Vi r=1r °= 2 ()
Vyi r=r = ¢
( U; r= r "= 0;
Ve (@ rj ¢ %= Vy; r= r ’= 2 (7)
VY; r= r ’= 9!
whereq (@; ») with , = 2n T being the M atsub-

ara frequencies for bosons, and V, = Vy = V here. W e
have found that the q dependence of Vg, and Vg, does
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not signi cantly a ect 5 and . A ccordingly the peak
position of &, is alm ost the sam e asthat DrVe, Ve
term In the expression for

Vs©; r;r 9, Ve 0; r; r %, appearing in the last
lines In eqs.(g,:_d) regpectively, are constant tem s involv—
ingU and Vv,

8
% 20; r= r %= 0;
2 Vy; r= r °= 2
Ve@; rir O)=_ Vee ®; r= r 0= 2 @)
SRR
Vye ¥ r r %= 9
8
> Vy; ©r= r 0= 2
Vee %; r= r %= %
. . Oy — X ’
Vt(qr r; r ) > Vy; r= r 0_ y (9)
Vye o, r= r %= ¢

W hen the o -site interaction V is introduced all the
vertices Vg, Van, Vs, Vi) as well as the susceptibilities
become Z + 1) (Z + 1) m atrices for the Jattice coordi-
nation number Z & 4 for the square lattice).

IIT.RESULT
A .A case study for SryRuO 4

W e consider band of Sp;RuO 4, whose band 1ling is
n = 4=3. To represent the shape ofthe Ferm isurface ob—
tained by ARPE $%%, we choose param etersn = 1:333 and
next nearest hopping t°= 05. W e 1rst show the phase
diagram against on-site Coulomb interaction U and the
nearest neighborC oulomb interaction V. ig. :_2) . There,
we have assum ed that the dom inant superconductiviy
pairing is the one that has the largest eigenvaluie 1n
E liashberg’s equation calculated at T = 0:03. W hik the
valieof HOrT = 0:03 isstillm uch sn aller than unity, it
isdi cul to extend the FLEX calculation to lowertem —
peratures, given the com plexiy of the (extended Hub-—
bard) m odel. So this am ounts to an assum ption that the
order In which ’sappear for various pairing sym m etries
does not change for T ! 0. The charge density wave
(CDW ) is identi ed as the region in which the charge
susceptbility (which has a peak at ( ; )) diverges at
T = 003.

In the resul a triplet superconductivity phase W hich
does not exist for a single band when V is absent) is
seen to appear just below the CDW phase or U > 9.
The maxinum eigenvalie of charge and spin suscepti-
bilities and detailed behavior of as a function of V
r xed U = 10 is shown in Fig. 3. From the gure
we see that the triplet superconductivity becom es dom —
nant when the charge susceptbility & is larger than
the spin susceptbility o . Figure :ff show s gap func—
tions In k-space, which show s that the triplet Wwhich has
the highest ) hasa gap function / sin ks + ky)), whilke
the two singlkt gap functions have cos2k, cos2k, and
sinky sink, #

W e can trace back the reason why these gap functions
are favored to the structure of spin and charge suscep—
tbilities. F jgure[_'i show s the peak positions of spin and
charge susogptibilities for V.= 2:{7. The peak positions
forchargearearound ( ; y; (0 ), while those for
soin are ferrom agnetic-like around ( i 7 C g5 7).
In E liashberg’s eq.('@:)—(:ﬁf), we see that for singlet the co-
e cient of o ( &) temm in ¢ are positive (negative).
So the dom inant gap function must change sign across
them om entum transfer that points the peak position in
the soin susceptbility, whil the gap function m ust not
change sign across the m om entum transfer that points
the peak position in the charge susceptibility. For triplet,
on the other hand, the coe cientsof g and 4 tems
In  areboth negative. So the gap function should have
the sam e sign across both the spin and charge peak po—
sitions.

W hen V is smnall, the spin susceptbility is much
greater than the charge susceptibility, and the spin-

uctuation m ediated pairing interaction for singlet is
three tim es larger than that for triplet. This explains
c0s2ky cos2ky, which changes sign across ( 77 Z)'
( 77 7),becom esthe dom nant gap function. For large
V , the charge susoceptibility becom es dom inant, and the
pairing Interaction becom esthe sam e betw een singlet and
triplet channels, ie.,, s and  become similar in m ag—
nitude. W hether triplet ism ore favored than singlet de-
pends on the other factors such as the num ber of nodes
on the Fem isurface, which work unfavorably for pairing
since the Integration around the node in the right hand
side ofeqn.('@') cannot contrbute to . So a larger the
num ber of nodes is basically unfavored.

A s another factor, we can nd from Fig. '§: that the

’s for the gap function sin ky + ky) and sink, sink, In—
crease m ore sharply than that for cos2k, cos2k, for
V > 2,where 4 Increases sharply. The reason should
be that the rst two have the sam e sign across the peak
of & around ( ; yor ( ), while the Jatter has
slightly warped nodal lines. So there is a region exists
w here the gap function has the opposite signs across the
peak of & .

Retuming to SpRuO 4, our resul in Fig. d indicates
that if triplet can be dom inant, the gap function should
be sin ky + ky) which is degenerate w ith sin (ky ky).
T he true gap function below T. should be a com plex lin—
ear com bination,

sin ky + ky) + isinky ky); 10)
which ism ore stable them odynam ically and breaks the
tin ereversal symm etry F ig. :_6) . The absolute value of
the gap function hasm inin a on the Fem i surface along
[L00] and equivaknt directions as depicted in F ig. @ w ith
open circles, which is consistent w ith the recent expgr-
In ent of the speci ¢ heat in rotated m agnetic elds.t3
However, we also notice that the triplet region is very
narrow , so identi cation ofthe pairing in Sr,Ru0 4 would
require a precise determ ination ofthe param eters in that



m aterial. In addition, ifwe include the e ect of and
band of S, Ru0 4 this triplet region m ay expand.
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FIG.2. Phase diagram against V. and U with n = 1:333
and t°= 05 for the 2D extended Hubbard m odel.
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FIG.3. Top: themaxinum eigenvalie of 4 (k;0) charge
(solid line) and & (k;0) spin (dotted) susceptibilities as a
function of V. for U = 100. Bottom : the eigenvalue of
E liashberg’s equation for triplet sin (kx + ky) (solid line), sin—
glet cos2kx cos2ky (dotted) and sinkyx + sink, (dot-dash)
as a function of V forU = 10:0. The CDW (gray) region is
identi ed from the divergence in the charge susceptibility.
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FIG .4. The dom lnant gap function sin kyx + ky) (trdplt)
in k space for V.= 2:7 (right panel), cos2kyx cos2ky (sin—
glkt) forv = 2 (keft), and sub-dom inant singlet gap function
sinkx sinky, ©orV = 2% (center), each forU = 100. The ar-
row s indicate them ain scattering processm ediated by charge

uctuation.
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FIG. 5. Colrcoded plots of the spin susceptibility
so (k;0) (eft) and the charge susceptibility o (k;0) (right)
forU = 100;V = 2{7.
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FIG .6. Contourplot of jsin kx + ky)+ isin kx ky)Jjalong
w ith the Fem isurface orT = 0:03;U = 10:0;V = 2:7. Open
circles indicate m inin a of the gap fiinction on the Fem isur-
face.

B .Relation betw een the pairing sym m etry and the
Ferm isurface

Let us dentify the relation between the pairing sym —
m etry and shape ofthe Ferm isurface in the present con-
text. For that purpose we can change the second neigh—
bor hopping t%, which controls the warping (and even



the topology) of the Fem i surface. In Fig. :j we show

and the dom iant pairing symm etry when t¥ is varied
with xed U = 10:0 and V = 2:7. Figure § depicts how
the Fem i surface obtained by  + Re (k) = changes
with t°. The reason why those gap filnctions dom inate
can be understood in tem s of the structure and valie
of the spin and charge susceptibilities. W hile the peaks
In the spin susogptbility or V.= 0 correspond to the
nesting vectors for the Ferm isurface, the peaks for large
V do not necessarily correspond to those. The result

show s that the peaks change from (06 ; ), ( ;06 ) Por
=0 03, 03 ;03 )ort®P= 04 08,to (0;05 ),
(;05 )or®= 09 10 asseen n Fig. 4. On the

other hand the peak position in the charge suéoeptlbj]jty
rem ainsat ( ; ) forthewhol range oft. The peak val-
uesof o k;0)and o (k;0) are shown in Fig. 10, where
the peak of & (k;0) changes rapidly while g (;0) has
an aln ost constant peak valie.

From the result we see that nearly antiferrom agnetic
spin  uctuations favor d,: ,» pairhg rt® = 0 03
as In the high-T. cuprates, strong charge uctuations fa—
vor sin kyx + ky) rt® = 03 06. Fort"= 07 190
where the spin susceptibility again exceeds the charge
susceptibility, nearly ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations fa—
vor cos2ky  cos2k, which hasm any sign changeson the
Fem isurface.

Finally it is Interesting to Identify the reason
why the charge uctuation is sharply peaked around
£ = 04. To elborate the point, we st
note the van-Hove shgularities, which reside at
©0; ), ( 30), ( arccos( t=@t)); arcos( t=@t)))
and ( arccos( t=@t%); arccos( t=@t9)) orthet *°
tight-binding m odel. So the charge susceptibility wih a
peak around ( ; ) should bem axin ized when the Fem i
surface approaches (O; ) and ( ;0), since the pair
hopping w ith them om entum transfer ( ; ) connectsthe
van-H ove singularities, w here the density of state is large.
In the tem inology of the previous work of oursﬁ#, the
Ferm isurface becom es \thick" around the van-H ove sin—
gularities.

W e have actually studied the relation between the
d'large susceptibility and the Fem i surface as shown In
Fig. .1]1 to con m that the charge susceptibility becom es
maxinum ort’= 0:41, at which the Fem i surface jist
touches the van-H ove singularities (0; ), ( ;0) and
the topology ofthe Ferm isurface changes. W e see in the

gure that the Fermm isurface becom es \thick" around the
van-H ove singularities. The value t°= 0:4 is close to the
t° or band of SpRUO 4, which m ay in ply that triplet
superconductivity induced by charge uctuationsm ay in
fact be relkevant there.
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FIG.7. Themaxinum eigenvaluie ofE liashberg’s equa-
tion for spin—triplet (solid line), spin-singlet (dotted) as a
function of the second neighbor hopping £ oru = 100 and

= 2:7 wih the dom inant pairing sym m etry indicated
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FIG .8. Fem i surface (solid line) and nodes of the dom —
inant gap finction (dotted) or t® = 01 (op kef), t° = 05
(top right), t®= 0:7 pottom left) and t°= 0:9 (pottom right)
forU = 100 andV = 2.
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FIG. 9. Colrcoded plots of the spin susceptibility
o &;0) rt= 01 (eft), ® = 07 (center), and £ = 09
(right) orU = 10:0 and V = 277.
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FIG.11. The £ dependence of the Fem i surface (solid
lines), while dotted linesdelineateE = Er 02 forU = 1020,
= 2.

C . R ealspace representation

So far we have shown all the results in k-space, but
1t is also heuristic to represent the pairing symm etry in
real space as depicted In Fig. 12 From Fig. -’1+1Q we
see that dy2 2 is suppressed as the ( ; ) charge uc-
tuation increases, while from Fig. :_3 sin ky + Ky), dyy
and cos2ky cos2k, are favored as the charge uctu-
ation increases. This should be because strong ( ; )
charge uctuations tend to arrange electrons diagonally
on the lattice, and suppresses d,» 2 pairs across the
nearest neighbors, but do not disturb the pairing such
as sin ky + ky), dyy and cos2ky cosZk, form ed across
m ore distant sites.

& XK

sin(kx+ky) dxy dxiy?
The pairing sym m etry In real space.

cos2ka—cos2ky

FIG .12.

Iv.CONCLUSION

W e have studied the pairing sym m etry in the oneband
extended Hubbard m odel having the nearest neighbor
Coulomb repulsion for square lattice. For the param e—
ter which represents band of SpRuO 4, spin-triplet su—
perconductivity whose sym m etry is sin ky + k) appears
Just below the CDW phase. So the true gap below T.
is suggested to be a chiral sin ky + ky) + isinky ky)
which breaks the tin ereversal symm etry. It would be
interesting to experin entally detect the pairing state us-
ing, for exam ple, a theoretical prediction m ade in J:ef.:_4£i .
H ow ever, the region for the spin-triplet superconductiv—
ity is very am all, and the identi cation of the pairing in
SrRu0 4 will require a precise determ ination of param e-
ters, and also a study ofthe e ectsof and bands.

W e have also exam ined the relation between the pair-
ing sym m etry and the shape ofthe Ferm isurface by vary—
ing t°. As t’ increases, the shape of the Fem i surface
changes drastically which changes the structure of
and & . This In tum changes the pairing symm etry
asdy2 2 ! sinky + ky) ! cosZky cosZky. In addi-
tion,  becom esespecially largew hen the Ferm isurface
touchesvan-H ove sihgularities at w hich the Ferm isurface
changes the topology, which is achieved fort’= 0:41 near
the param eter for band ofSzRu0 4.

V.ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

Num erical calculations were perform ed at the super-
com puter center, ISSP .
P resent address: G raduate School of Engineering,
N agoya U niversity, C hikusa, N agoya 464-8603, Japan.
¥  Present address: M ax-P lanck-Institut  fur
Festkooperforschung, Stuttgart, G em any.

'R .Arita, K .Kuroki, and H .Aoki, Phys.Rev.B 60, 14585
(1999); J.Phys. Soc.Jpn. 69, 1181 (2000).

2p .M onthoux and G . Lonzarich, Phys. Rev.B 59, 14598
(1999).

K .Ishida,H .M ukuda, Y .K itaoka,K .Asayam a,Z.Q .M ao,
Y .M ori, and Y .M aeno, N ature (London) 396, 658 (1998).

‘K. Ishida, H. Mukuda, Y. Kiacka, Z. Q. Mao, H.
Fukazawa, and Y .M aeno, Phys. Rev. B 63, 060507 R)
(2001).

5J.A.Du y,S.M .Hyden, Y .M aeno, Z.M ao, J. Kulda,
and G .J.M cIntyre, Phys.Rev. Lett. 85, 5412 (2000).

G .M .Luke, Y .Fudamoto, K .M .Kojm a, M . I.Larki, J.
M errin, B.Nachumi Y .J.Uemura, ¥ .M aeno, Z2.Q .M ao,
Y .M ori, H.Nakamura, and M . Sigrist, N ature (London)
394,448 (1998).



7G.M.Luke, Y.Fudamoto, K .M .Kojma, M . I. Larkin, 2% 5.0nari, R .Arita, K . Kuroki, and H . A oki, Phys.Rev.B

B.Nachumi Y .J.Uemura, J.E. Sonir, Y .M aeno, Z.Q . 70, 094523 (2004).
M ao, Y .M or, H .N akam ura, and D . A gterbery, P hysica B By, Zhang and J.Callaway, Phys.Rev.B 39, 9397 (1989).
289, 373 (2000). 28 7 . Tesanovic, A .R .Bishop, and R . L. M artin, Solid State
¢ p.G .Keaky, T .M .Riseaman,E .M .Forgan,A .P.M acken— Commun. 68, 337 (1988).
zie, ..M .Galvin, S.L.Lee, D .M K .Paul, R.Cubitt,D. ?'M .M urakam i, J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. 69, 1113 (2000).
F.Agterberg, R.Heeb, Z.Q .M ao, and Y .M aeno, Phys. 24 .Seo and H. Fukuyam a, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 66, 1249
Rev.Lett. 84, 6094 (2000). (1997).
°K . Ishida, Y .K itacka, K . A sayam a, S. Ikeda, S.N ishizaki, 2y . Onozawa, Y . Fukum oto, A . Oguchi, and Y . M izuno,
Y .M aeno, K. Yoshida, and T . Fujta, Phys. Rev.B 56, Phys.Rev.B 62, 9648 (2000).
R505 (1997). Db .J.Scalapino, E . Loh, Jr., and J.E . H irsch, Phys. Rev.
9K . Ishida, H. Mukuda, Y. Kiacka, %Z. Q. Mao, H. B 35, 6694 (1987).
Fukazawa,and Y .M aeno,Phys.Rev.Lett.84, 5387 (2000). 1g. Esirgen, H B . Schuttler, and N . E . B ickers, Phys. Rev.
s .Nishizaki, Y .M aeno, and Z.Q .M ao, J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. Lett. 82,1217 (1999).
69, 572 (2000). 3 J.M erinoand R .H .M K enzie, Phys.Rev.Lett.87, 237002
2g . Izawa, H . Takahashi, H. Yam aguchi, Y . M atsuda, M . (2001).
Suzuki, T . Sasaki, T . Fukase, Y . Yoshida, R . Settai, and 33K .Sano and Y. Ono, J. Phys. Chem . Solids 63, 1567
Y .Onuki, Phys.Rev. Lett. 86, 2653 (2001). (2002) .
13K .Deguchi, Z.Q .M ao, H .Yaguchi, and Y .M aeno, Phys.  °* K . Kuroki, K . K usakabe, and H . Aoki, Phys.Rev.B 50,
Rev.Lett. 92, 047002 (2004). 575 (1994).
M .E.Zhitom irsky and T .M . Rice, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 35N .E.Bickers, D .J.Scalapino, and SR .W hite, Phys.Rev.
057001 (2001). Lett. 62, 961 (1989).
1°T . Kuwabara and M . Ogata, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 4586 ** N .E.Bickersand D .J.Scalapino, Ann.Phys. N Y .) 193,
(2000) . 206 (1989).
16M . Sato and M . K ohm oto, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 69, 3505 37T .Dahm and L.Tewordt, Phys.Rev.B 52,1297 (1995).
(2000) . ¥y Langer, J. Schm alian, S. G rabow ski, and K . H . Benne—
K .M iyake and O . Narikiyo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1423 m ann, Phys.Rev. Lett. 75, 4508 (1995).
(1999). %° G .E sirgen and N .E .B ickers, Phys.Rev.B 55,2122 (1997).
¥ T Nomura and K . Yam ada, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 69, 3678 4% G .E sirgen and N .E .B ickers, Phys.Rev.B 57,5376 (1998).
(2000). *! A .D am-ascelli, et al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 85, 5194 (2000).
T Nomura and K . Yam ada, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 71, 1993 42 T Reff4 the dom nant spin singlet gap function isd,: 2
(2002) . forU = 4,t0= 04 with V = 0, where the spin structure is
20y .YanaseandM .0 gata, J.Phys.Soc.Jdpn.72,473 (2003). antiferrom agnetic (peaked at ( ; =2)), but our result for
21 g .Kuroki M .Ogata, R .Arita,and H .Aoki, Phys.Rev.B = 05 has a ferrom agnetic-like spin susceptibbility which
63, 060506 (2001). suppresses dyz y 2 -
22K .Kuroki, Y. Tanaka, T.K inura, and R. Aria, Phys. 43 3.0nari, R .Arita, K . Kuroki, and H . Aoki, Phys.Rev.B
Rev.B 69,214511 (2004). 68, 024525 (2003).
-
23R .Aria, S.Onari, K . Kuroki, and H . A okj, Phys. Rev. f4_l\il _.Iglgquw_q‘,M . Ichioka, K .Kuroki, and Y .Tanaka, :_cqn_d_r

Lett. 92, 247006 (2004). L _m at/0504106 (2005).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504106
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504106

