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The pairing sym m etry in theelectron m echanism forsuperconductivity isexplored when charge


uctuationscoexistwith spin 
uctuations.Theextended Hubbard m odelisadopted to obtain,with

the 
uctuation exchange approxim ation,a phase diagram against the on-site Coulom b repulsion

U and the o�-site repulsion V for the square lattice with second-neighbor hopping t
0
. W e have

found that(i)forlargeU (> 9)a tripletsuperconductivity with a sin(kx + ky)sym m etry can appear

justbelow the charge density wave phase. The pairing isdegenerate with sin(kx � ky),so a chiral

sin(kx+ ky)+ isin(kx� ky)thatbreaksthetim ereversalsym m etry should result,which isacandidate

forthe gap function on the 
 band ofSr2RuO 4 and isconsistentwith a recentm easurem entofthe

speci�c heat. (ii)By system atically deform ing the Ferm isurface with varied t
0
,we have identi�ed

theregion wherethetripletpairingism ostfavored tobetheregion wheretheFerm isurfacetraverses

the van Hove singularity with the charge susceptibility strongly enhanced.

PACS num bers:74.20.M n

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

Spin-tripletsuperconductivity,which isarousingm uch

interests in recent years,is fascinating in a num ber of

ways. Theoretically,a m ost intriguing question is the

following: ifwe consider the electron m echanism ofsu-

perconductivity in them ostfrequently adopted Hubbard

m odelwith an on-siteelectron-electron repulsion,wecan

show that triplet superconductivity is very di�cult to

realizeforthe sim ple reason thatthe pairing interaction

m ediated by spin 
uctuations is only 1/3 in the triplet

channelthan in thesingletchannel1;2.So any theory at-

tem pting to explain tripletpairing hasto overcom ethis

question.

Experim entally,the discovery ofsuperconductivity by

M aeno and coworkers in the layered perovskite ruthe-

nium oxide Sr2RuO 4 have kicked o� renewed inter-

ests. Suggestions for a triplet pairing in this m ate-

rialcam e from NM R K nightshift3;4 and polarized neu-

tron scattering5. A broken tim e reversalsym m etry is

further observed with �SR6;7 and sm all-angle neutron

scattering8. As for the pairing sym m etry, NM R and

NQ R relaxation rates have shown an absence of the

Hebel-Slichter peak9;10, which suggests line node(s) in

thegap function,which wassupported by a speci�cheat

m easurem ent11. W hile the angulardependence ofther-

m alconductivityindicatesthepresenceofhorizontalline-

nodes12,a recent�eld-orientation dependenceofthespe-

ci�c heat shows that the gap in the active 
 band has

m inim a along [100]directionswith the passive � and �

bandshaving gap m inim a along [110]directions13.

A theoreticalwork by Zhitom irsky and Rice14 haspro-

posed horizontallinenodeswith agood �tto thespeci�c

heat m easurem ent11. As for the m echanism that sta-

bilizes triplet pairing,K uwabara and O gata15,and in-

dependently Sato and K ohm oto16,have suggested that

triplet p-wave pairing can be induced by an anisotropy

in the spin 
uctuation. K uwabara and O gata15 have

identi�ed the m ost suitable gap function to be sinkx +

isinky that breaks the tim e-reversalsym m etry, which

wasalso proposed by M iyakeand Narikiyo17.Thechiral

�x(k)+ i�y(k)(�x(k);�y(k):p-wavelike)hasalso been

obtained with a third-orderperturbation theory by No-

m ura and Yam ada18;19 and m orerecently by Yanaseand

O gata20,and with the 
uctuation exchange approxim a-

tion (FLEX)forquasi-one-dim ensional� and � bandsby

K urokietal.21.

However,thevalidity ofperturbation resultstruncated

at �nite orders has to be checked by non-perturbative

m ethods.Indeed,arecentquantum M onteCarlo(Q M C)

result by K urokiet al. have shown that the singlet d-

pairing dom inatesoverthetripletforthe
 band.22 This

situation has led Arita et al. to show, with the dy-

nam icalclusterapproxim ation (DCA),thatdx2� y2 pair-

ing actually dom inates over p-wave pairings as far as

the on-site Hubbard m odelis concerned,while ifwe go

overto the extended Hubbard m odelwith o�-site repul-

sion thetripletsuperconductivity can befavored butnot

dom inantin extended Hubbard m odelem ployingnearest

neighborCoulom b repulsion for
 band in Sr2RuO 4.
23

G enerally,there isa FLEX resultby Arita etal1 who

show thattripletsuperconductivity ism uch weakerthan

singlet pairs for the one-band,on-site Hubbard m odel,

which agrees with a phenom enology2, while 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 square lattice

with the FLEX in the extended Hubbard m odel.24

So thepurposeofthispaperisto exam inehow triplet

superconductivity can becom edom inantin theextended

1
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Hubbard m odelwith the FLEX in general, and for 


band of Sr2RuO 4 in particular. The extended Hub-

bard m odel has been studied, prim arily for speci�c

charge densities n,e.g.,half-�lling orquarter�lling,by

m eansofthe quantum M onteCarlo m ethod25,theweak

coupling theory26, the m ean-�eld approxim ation27;28,

the second-order perturbation29, the random phase

approxim ation30,the FLEX approxim ation31,the slave-

boson technique32,thebosonization and therenorm aliza-

tion group33;34. Here we adoptthe FLEX developed by

Bickersetal.35{38,which isa renorm alized perturbation

m ethod to study pairing instabilities when exchange of

spin and charge
uctuationsareconsidered asdom inant

diagram s. This approxim ation is usefulto explore the

tendencies ofdom inant pairing relatively when the pa-

ram eters are system atically varied. However,including

the o�-site Coulom b repulsion V susceptibilitiesand ef-

fectiveinteractionsbecom e(Z + 1)� (Z + 1)m atricesfor

thelatticecoordinationnum berZ (= 4forthesquarelat-

tice),which dem and extrem ely com puterresources. W e

show as far as the present �nite-tem perature result is

concerned that(i)tripletsin(kx + ky)pairing appearsin

between singletcos2kx � cos2ky and theCDW phasefor

U > 9,and (ii)the pairing sym m etry changesasdx2� y2

! sin(kx + ky)! cos2kx � cos2ky when theshapeofthe

Ferm isurface is varied by the second-neighborhopping

t0.Physically,alltheresultscan bewellexplained by the

structureand peak valueofspin and chargesusceptibili-

ties.

II.FO R M U LA T IO N

Letusstartwith the extended Hubbard Ham iltonian,

H = �

nn;nnnX

i;j

X

�

tijc
y

i�cj� + U
X

i

ni"ni# (1)

+
1

2

nnX

i;j

X

��0

Vijni�nj�0;

in thestandard notation on a tetragonallatticedepicted

in Fig.1,wherenn (nnn)denotesnearestneighbor(next-

nearestneighbor)sites.Forthesquarelatticetheunitof

energy istaken to bethenearest-neighbortij = 1:0,and

lattice constanta = 1.

FIG .1. A square lattice with nearest-neighbor hopping t

and second neighborhopping t
0
with theon-site Coulom b re-

pulsion U and the nearest-neighborrepulsion V

To determ ine the dom inant gap function, we solve
�Eliashberg’sequation with the FLEX approxim ation,

��(k)= �
T

N

X

k0

�(k;k0)G (k0)G (� k0)�(k0); (2)

where � isthe gap function,G G reen’sfunction,and �

the pairing interaction with k � (k;!n).The eigenvalue

�,a m easure ofthe pairing,becom es unity atT = TC .

Forthe calculation we take an N = 32� 32 lattice,the

tem perature T = 0:03, and the M atsubara frequency

for ferm ions � (2N c � 1)�T � !n � (2N c � 1)�T with

N c = 1024.

Esirgen etal.31;39;40 haveextended theFLEX m ethod

to generallattice Ham iltonians including the extended

Hubbard m odel. Following them we introduce the pair-

ing interaction,

�s(k;k
0
)=

X

� r;� r0

f
3

2
[Vsp�spVsp](k � k

0
;�r;�r

0
)e

i(k�� r+ k
0
�� r0

)

� 1

2
[Vch�chVch](k � k

0
;�r;�r

0
)e

i(k�� r+ k
0
�� r0

)

+ 1

2
Vs(0;�r;�r

0
)e

i(k�� r0
�k

0
�� r)

g; (3)

forsingletpairing,and

�t(k;k
0
)=

X

� r;� r0

f �
1

2
[Vsp�spVsp](k � k

0
;�r;�r

0
)e

i(k�� r+ k
0
�� r0

)

� 1

2
[Vch�chVch](k � k

0
;�r;�r

0
)e

i(k�� r+ k
0
�� r0

)

+ 1

2
Vt(0;�r;�r

0
)e

i(k�� r0
�k

0
�� r)

g (4)

for triplet pairing. Here �r(= 0;� x̂;� ŷ) is nullor

nearest-neighborvectors,

�sp = �=(1+ Vsp�);

�ch = �=(1+ Vch�)

are the spin and charge susceptibilities, respectively,

where� isthe irreduciblesusceptibility,

�(q;�r;�r 0)= �
T

N

X

k0

e
ik0� (� r� � r0)

G (k0+ q)G (k0); (5)

and Vch(Vsp)isthe coupling between density (m agnetic)


uctuations,

Vch(q;�r;�r
0
)

=

(
U + 4[Vx cos(qx)+ Vy cos(qy)]; �r = �r

0
= 0;

� Vx; �r = �r
0
= � x̂

� Vy; �r = �r 0 = � ŷ

(6)

Vsp(q;�r;�r
0
)=

(
� U; �r = �r

0
= 0;

� Vx; �r = �r 0 = � x̂

� Vy; �r = �r
0
= � ŷ;

(7)

where q � (q;�n) with �n = 2n�T being the M atsub-

ara frequencies forbosons,and Vx = Vy = V here. W e

have found that the q dependence ofVsp and Vch does



notsigni�cantly a�ect� s and �t. Accordingly the peak

position of�ch isalm ostthe sam e asthatforVch�chVch
term in the expression for�.

Vs(0;�r;�r
0), Vt(0;�r;�r

0), appearing in the last

linesin eqs.(3,4)respectively,areconstantterm sinvolv-

ing U and V ,

Vs(q;�r;�r
0)=

8
>>><

>>>:

2U; �r = �r 0= 0;

Vx; �r = �r 0= � x̂

Vxe
� iqx ; �r = � �r 0= � x̂

Vy; �r = �r 0= � ŷ

Vye
� iqy ; �r = � �r 0= � ŷ

(8)

Vt(q;�r;�r
0)=

8
><

>:

Vx; �r = �r 0= � x̂

� Vxe
� iqx ; �r = � �r 0= � x̂

Vy; �r = �r 0= � ŷ

� Vye
� iqy ; �r = � �r 0= � ŷ

(9)

W hen the o�-site interaction V is introduced allthe

vertices (Vsp,Vch,Vs,Vt) as wellas the susceptibilities

becom e(Z + 1)� (Z + 1)m atricesforthelatticecoordi-

nation num berZ(= 4 forthe squarelattice).

III.R ESU LT

A .A case study for Sr2R uO 4

W e consider
 band ofSr2RuO 4 whose band �lling is

n = 4=3.To representtheshapeoftheFerm isurfaceob-

tained byARPES41,wechooseparam etersn = 1:333and

nextnearesthopping t0 = 0:5. W e �rstshow the phase

diagram againston-site Coulom b interaction U and the

nearestneighborCoulom b interaction V (Fig.2).There,

we have assum ed that the dom inant superconductivity

pairing is the one that has the largest eigenvalue � in
�Eliashberg’sequation calculated atT = 0:03.W hile the

valueof� forT = 0:03isstillm uch sm allerthan unity,it

isdi�cultto extend theFLEX calculation to lowertem -

peratures,given the com plexity ofthe (extended Hub-

bard)m odel.So thisam ountsto an assum ption thatthe

orderin which �’sappearforvariouspairing sym m etries

does not change for T ! 0. The charge density wave

(CDW ) is identi�ed as the region in which the charge

susceptibility (which has a peak at (�;�)) diverges at

T = 0:03.

In the resulta tripletsuperconductivity phase (which

does not exist for a single band when V is absent) is

seen to appear just below the CDW phase for U > 9.

The m axim um eigenvalue ofcharge and spin suscepti-

bilities and detailed behavior of � as a function of V

for �xed U = 10 is shown in Fig. 3. From the �gure

we see thatthe tripletsuperconductivity becom esdom -

inant when the charge susceptibility �ch is larger than

the spin susceptibility �sp. Figure 4 shows gap func-

tionsin k-space,which showsthatthetriplet(which has

the highest�)hasa gap function / sin(kx + ky)),while

the two singletgap functionshave cos2kx � cos2ky and

sinkx sinky.
42

W ecan traceback thereason why thesegap functions

are favored to the structure ofspin and charge suscep-

tibilities. Figure 5 showsthe peak positionsofspin and

charge susceptibilities for V = 2:7. The peak positions

forchargearearound (� �;� �);(� �;� �),whilethosefor

spin areferrom agnetic-likearound (� �

4
;� �

4
),(� �

4
;� �

4
).

In �Eliashberg’seq.(2)-(4),we see thatforsingletthe co-

e�cientof� sp (�ch) term in �s are positive (negative).

So the dom inant gap function m ust change sign across

the m om entum transferthatpointsthe peak position in

the spin susceptibility,while the gap function m ustnot

change sign across the m om entum transfer that points

thepeak position in thechargesusceptibility.Fortriplet,

on the otherhand,the coe�cientsof� sp and �ch term s

in �t areboth negative.So thegap function should have

the sam e sign acrossboth the spin and charge peak po-

sitions.

W hen V is sm all, the spin susceptibility is m uch

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

cos2kx � cos2ky,which changes sign across (� �

4
;� �

4
),

(� �

4
;� �

4
),becom esthedom inantgap function.Forlarge

V ,the charge susceptibility becom esdom inant,and the

pairinginteraction becom esthesam ebetween singletand

tripletchannels,i.e.,�s and �t becom e sim ilarin m ag-

nitude.W hethertripletism orefavored than singletde-

pendson the otherfactorssuch asthe num berofnodes

on theFerm isurface,which work unfavorably forpairing

since the integration around the node in the righthand

side ofeqn.(2) cannot contribute to �. So a larger the

num berofnodesisbasically unfavored.

As another factor,we can �nd from Fig. 3 that the

�’sforthe gap function sin(kx + ky)and sinkx sinky in-

crease m ore sharply than that for cos2kx � cos2ky for

V > 2,where �ch increasessharply. The reason should

be thatthe �rsttwo havethe sam esign acrossthe peak

of�ch around (� �;� �)or(� �;� �),whilethelatterhas

slightly warped nodallines. So there is a region exists

wherethegap function hastheoppositesignsacrossthe

peak of�ch.

Returning to Sr2RuO 4,ourresultin Fig. 3 indicates

thatiftripletcan be dom inant,the gap function should

be sin(kx + ky) which is degenerate with sin(kx � ky).

Thetruegap function below Tc should bea com plex lin-

earcom bination,

sin(kx + ky)+ isin(kx � ky); (10)

which ism ore stable therm odynam ically and breaksthe

tim e-reversalsym m etry (Fig. 6). The absolute value of

the gap function hasm inim a on the Ferm isurfacealong

[100]and equivalentdirectionsasdepicted in Fig.6 with

open circles,which is consistent with the recent exper-

im ent ofthe speci�c heat in rotated m agnetic �elds.13

However,we also notice that the triplet region is very

narrow,soidenti�cation ofthepairingin Sr2RuO 4 would

requirea precisedeterm ination oftheparam etersin that



m aterial.In addition,ifweincludethe e�ectof� and �

band ofSr2RuO 4 thistripletregion m ay expand.

FIG .2. Phase diagram against V and U with n = 1:333

and t
0
= 0:5 forthe 2D extended Hubbard m odel.

FIG .3. Top: the m axim um eigenvalue of�ch(k;0) charge

(solid line) and �sp(k;0) spin (dotted) susceptibilities as a

function of V for U = 10:0. Bottom : the eigenvalue � of
�Eliashberg’sequation fortripletsin(kx + ky)(solid line),sin-

glet cos2kx � cos2ky (dotted)and sinkx + sinky (dot-dash)

as a function ofV for U = 10:0. The CDW (gray)region is

identi�ed from the divergence in the charge susceptibility.

FIG .4. The dom inant gap function sin(kx + ky) (triplet)

in k space for V = 2:7 (right panel),cos2kx � cos2ky (sin-

glet)forV = 2 (left),and sub-dom inantsingletgap function

sinkx sinky forV = 2:6 (center),each forU = 10:0. The ar-

rowsindicatethem ain scattering processm ediated by charge


uctuation.

FIG . 5. Color-coded plots of the spin susceptibility

�sp(k;0) (left) and the charge susceptibility �ch(k;0)(right)

forU = 10:0;V = 2:7.

FIG .6. Contourplotofjsin(kx + ky)+ isin(kx � ky)jalong

with theFerm isurfaceforT = 0:03;U = 10:0;V = 2:7.O pen

circlesindicate m inim a ofthe gap function on theFerm isur-

face.

B .R elation betw een the pairing sym m etry and the

Ferm isurface

Letus identify the relation between the pairing sym -

m etry and shapeoftheFerm isurfacein thepresentcon-

text.Forthatpurpose we can change the second neigh-

bor hopping t0, which controls the warping (and even



the topology) ofthe Ferm isurface. In Fig. 7 we show

� and the dom inantpairing sym m etry when t0 isvaried

with �xed U = 10:0 and V = 2:7. Figure 8 depictshow

the Ferm isurfaceobtained by �0
k
+ Re�(k)= � changes

with t0. The reason why those gap functions dom inate

can be understood in term s ofthe structure and value

ofthe spin and charge susceptibilities. W hile the peaks

in the spin susceptibility for V = 0 correspond to the

nesting vectorsfortheFerm isurface,thepeaksforlarge

V do not necessarily correspond to those. The result

showsthatthepeakschangefrom (0:6�;�),(�;0:6�)for

t0 = 0� 0:3,(0:3�;0:3�)fort0 = 0:4� 0:8,to (0;0:5�),

(�;0:5�) for t0 = 0:9 � 1:0 as seen in Fig. 9. O n the

otherhand thepeak position in thechargesusceptibility

rem ainsat(�;�)forthewholerangeoft0.Thepeak val-

uesof�ch(k;0)and �sp(k;0)areshown in Fig.10,where

thepeak of�ch(k;0)changesrapidly while�sp(k;0)has

an alm ostconstantpeak value.

From the result we see that nearly antiferrom agnetic

spin 
uctuations favor dx2� y2 pairing for t0 = 0 � 0:3

asin thehigh-Tc cuprates,strong charge
uctuationsfa-

vor sin(kx + ky) for t
0 = 0:3 � 0:6. For t0 = 0:7 � 1:0

where the spin susceptibility again exceeds the charge

susceptibility,nearly ferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations fa-

vorcos2kx � cos2ky which hasm any sign changeson the

Ferm isurface.

Finally it is interesting to identify the reason

why the charge 
uctuation is sharply peaked around

t0 = 0:4. To elaborate the point, we �rst

note the van-Hove singularities, which reside at

(0;� �),(� �;0),(� arccos(� t=(2t0));� arccos(� t=(2t0)))

and (� arccos(� t=(2t0));� arccos(� t=(2t0)))forthet� t0

tight-binding m odel.So the chargesusceptibility with a

peak around (�;�)should bem axim ized when theFerm i

surface approaches (0;� �) and (� �;0), since the pair

hoppingwith them om entum transfer(�;�)connectsthe

van-Hovesingularities,wherethedensityofstateislarge.

In the term inology ofthe previous work ofours43,the

Ferm isurfacebecom es\thick" around thevan-Hovesin-

gularities.

W e have actually studied the relation between the

charge susceptibility and the Ferm isurface asshown in

Fig.11to con�rm thatthechargesusceptibility becom es

m axim um fort0 = 0:41,atwhich the Ferm isurface just

touches the van-Hove singularities (0;� �),(� �;0) and

thetopology oftheFerm isurfacechanges.W eseein the

�gurethattheFerm isurfacebecom es\thick"around the

van-Hovesingularities.The value t0= 0:4 iscloseto the

t0 for
 band ofSr2RuO 4,which m ay im ply thattriplet

superconductivity induced by charge
uctuationsm ay in

factbe relevantthere.

FIG .7. The m axim um eigenvalue � of�Eliashberg’s equa-

tion for spin-triplet (solid line), spin-singlet (dotted) as a

function ofthe second neighborhopping t
0
forU = 10:0 and

V = 2:7 with the dom inantpairing sym m etry indicated

FIG .8. Ferm isurface (solid line) and nodes ofthe dom -

inant gap function (dotted) for t
0
= 0:1 (top left),t

0
= 0:5

(top right),t
0
= 0:7 (bottom left)and t

0
= 0:9 (bottom right)

forU = 10:0 and V = 2:7.

FIG . 9. Color-coded plots of the spin susceptibility

�sp(k;0) for t
0 = 0:1 (left),t0 = 0:7 (center),and t

0 = 0:9

(right)forU = 10:0 and V = 2:7.



FIG .10. Them axim um eigenvalueof�ch(k;0)(solid line)

and �sp(k;0) (dotted) as a function oft
0
for U = 10:0 and

V = 2:7.

FIG .11. The t
0
dependence of the Ferm i surface (solid

lines),whiledotted linesdelineateE = E F � 0:2 forU = 10:0,

V = 2:7.

C .R eal-space representation

So far we have shown allthe results in k-space,but

itisalso heuristic to representthe pairing sym m etry in

realspace as depicted in Fig. 12. From Fig. 7-10 we

see that dx2� y2 is suppressed as the (�;�) charge 
uc-

tuation increases,while from Fig. 3 sin(kx + ky),dxy
and cos2kx � cos2ky are favored as the charge 
uctu-

ation increases. This should be because strong (�;�)

charge 
uctuationstend to arrange electronsdiagonally

on the lattice, and suppresses dx2� y2 pairs across the

nearest neighbors,but do not disturb the pairing such

assin(kx + ky),dxy and cos2kx � cos2ky form ed across

m oredistantsites.

FIG .12. The pairing sym m etry in realspace.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

W ehavestudied thepairingsym m etry in theone-band

extended Hubbard m odelhaving the nearest neighbor

Coulom b repulsion for square lattice. For the param e-

terwhich represents
 band ofSr2RuO 4,spin-tripletsu-

perconductivity whosesym m etry issin(kx + ky)appears

just below the CDW phase. So the true gap below Tc

is suggested to be a chiralsin(kx + ky)+ isin(kx � ky)

which breaks the tim e-reversalsym m etry. It would be

interesting to experim entally detectthepairing stateus-

ing,forexam ple,a theoreticalprediction m adein ref.44.

However,the region forthe spin-tripletsuperconductiv-

ity isvery sm all,and the identi�cation ofthe pairing in

Sr2RuO 4 willrequirea precisedeterm ination ofparam e-

ters,and also a study ofthe e�ectsof� and � bands.

W e havealso exam ined the relation between the pair-

ingsym m etryand theshapeoftheFerm isurfacebyvary-

ing t0. As t0 increases,the shape ofthe Ferm isurface

changes drastically which changes the structure of�sp
and �ch. This in turn changes the pairing sym m etry

asdx2� y2 ! sin(kx + ky)! cos2kx � cos2ky. In addi-

tion,�ch becom esespeciallylargewhen theFerm isurface

touchesvan-Hovesingularitiesatwhich theFerm isurface

changesthetopology,which isachieved fort0= 0:41near

the param eterfor
 band ofSr2RuO 4.
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