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Phase-sensitive tests ofthe pairing state sym m etry in Sr2R uO 4

Igor �Zuti�c and Igor M azin
Center for Com putationalM aterials Science,NavalResearch Laboratory, W ashington,D.C.20375

ExoticsuperconductingpropertiesofSr2RuO 4 haveprovided strongsupportforan unconventional

pairing sym m etry.However,theextensivee�ortsoverthe pastdecade havenotyetunam biguously

resolved the controversy aboutthe pairing sym m etry in thism aterial.W hile recentphase-sensitive

experim entsusing ux m odulation in Josephson junctionsconsisting ofSr2RuO 4 and a conventional

superconductorhavebeen interpreted asconclusiveevidencefora chiralspin-tripletpairing,wepro-

poseherean alternativeinterpretation.W eshow thatan overlooked chiralspin-singletpairingisalso

com patible with the observed phase shiftsin Josephson junctionsand propose furtherexperim ents

which would distinguish itfrom itsspin-tripletcounterpart.

Unam biguousdeterm ination ofthe pairing state sym -
m etry isoneofthe key stepstowardsunderstanding the
pairing m echanism in a continously growing classofun-
conventionalsuperconductors[1].Phase-sensitiveexper-
im ents,capableofidentifying angulardependenceofthe
superconducting order param eter,have provided a cru-
cialevidencefora dom inantd-waveorbitalsym m etry in
cuprate superconductors[2,3,4].However,m uch lessis
known forotherunconventionalsuperconductorssuch as
heavy ferm ions,chargetransfersalts,and cobaltates.In
particular,thereiscom pelling evidenceforan unconven-
tionalpairing in Sr2RuO 4 [5,6],with the strong possi-
bility ofspin-tripletsuperconductivity which would bea
solid-stateanalog ofsuperuid He3 [7].
In superconductorswith inversion sym m etry an order

param eter (gap m atrix) can be expressed as �̂(k) =
� 0(k)î�y for spin singlet and �̂(k) = �̂ � d(k)î�y for
spin-tripletpairing. Here �̂ are the Paulispin m atrices
and scalar(vector)� 0 (d)haseven (odd)parity in the
wavevector k. O ften the sym m etry ofboth the orbital
and the spin part of�̂(k) rem ains to be identi�ed and
the lack ofrelated understanding com es from the di�-
culty in perform ing phase-sensitiveexperim ents.
W hilenum erouspreviousexperim entsprobed thepair-

ing sym m etry of Sr2RuO 4 [6], in this context, re-
centphase-sensitive experim ents [8]thatprovide angle-
resolved inform ation are particularly im portant. The
corresponding m easurem entswereperform ed in a super-
conducting quantum interferencedevice(SQ UID)geom -
etry,consisting ofa pairofAu0:5In0:5/Sr2RuO 4 Joseph-
son junctions. Since Au0:5In0:5 isa conventionals-wave
superconductor,theobserved m odulation ofcriticalcur-
rentin an applied m agnetic�eld wasinterpreted ascon-
clusive support for the phase shifts from an odd-parity
spin-tripletpairing in Sr2RuO 4 [8,9].
A sim ilarSQ UID geom etry wasinitially proposed [10]

to study possible p-wave pairing in heavy ferm ions
and later also used for identifying d-wave pairing in
cuprates[2]. The criticalcurrentIc ism odulated in the
applied m agnetic�eld as[11]

Ic / cos(�=� 0 + �12=2); (1)

where� isthe ux threading the SQ UID,� 0 isthe ux

quantum ,and �12 istheintrinsicphaseshiftoftheorder
param eter between the two tunneling directions. For a
conventionals-wave SQ UID �12 = 0 and Ic hasa m axi-
m um at� = 0.In contrast,a phase shift�12 = �,char-
acteristic ofunconventionalpairing [12],yields a m ini-
m um Ic at � = 0. The m odulation ofexternalux to-
getherwith thefabrication ofjunctionswith varyingtun-
neling directionsin SQ UID geom etry therefore provides
an angle-resolved phase-sensitive inform ation about the
superconducting pairing sym m etry.
The suggested chiral p-wave (CpW ) state with the

tripletorderparam eter[13],

d(k)/ (kx + iky)̂z; (2)

in which the spins ofthe Cooper pairs lie in the RuO 2

plane (? d), is indeed com patible with the experi-
m ent[8]. However,we show here thatitisnotthe only
candidate.Thereexistsanotherpairingstate,allowed by
the tetragonalsym m etry ofSr2RuO 4,the singletchiral
d-wave (CdW )state 1E g(c)with � 0(k)/ (kx + iky)kz,
or,m oreaccurately [14]

� 0(k)/ (kx + iky)sinkzc; (3)

which isequally consistent[15]with thephaseshiftsob-
served in Ref.[8].W e useour�ndingsto proposean ex-
perim entaltestwhich would discrim inatebetween CpW
and CdW pairing sym m etries.
Could experim entaland theoreticalreasonsbeused to

rule outCdW and favoronly the CpW state? The two
m ain argum ents in favor ofthe CpW com e from m uon
spin resonanceand K nightshiftexperim ents[6,16].The
form er indicate a tim e-reversalsym m etry breaking be-
low thetransition tem peratureTc,incom patiblewith the
dx2�y 2-wavestatein cuprates,butfully com patiblewith
either CpW or CdW sym m etry. The K night shift (K )
was initially interpreted as �rm evidence for a triplet
state with in-plane spins (like CpW ),since no change
ofthe in-plane spin susceptibility below Tc wasfound.
Even in singlet superconductors (e:g:,vanadium ),K

could rem aininvariantbelow Tc.Such behaviorisusually
attributed to (a) spin-orbit induced spin-ip scattering
which suppresses the e�ect ofthe superconductivity on
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K and (b)an accidentalcancellation ofthe spin,dipole,
and orbitalcontributionsofthe Ferm i-levelelectronsto
K which leavesonlysuperconductivity-insensitivecontri-
butionssuch astheVan Vleck susceptibility.However,a
quantitative analysis[17]showsthatthe spin-orbitcou-
pling in Sr2RuO 4 istoo weak forscenario (a)while the
accidentialcancellation,required for scenario (b),does
notoccur[18]. Thus,neitherofthe two explanationsof
a constantK arising from singletpairing isapplicable.
This would have m ade the K nightshiftargum entfor

CpW very convincing,ifnot for the recent experim ent
showing the sam e result in a �eld perpendicular to the
plane [19]. It was proposed [19]that the testing �eld
of0.02 T m ay be enough to induce a phase transition
from the CpW in Eq.(2) to a state with dkx̂. How-
ever,thisishighly unlikely:(i)thedkx̂ statewould have
an additionalhorizontalline node,as com pared to the
d/ (kx + iky)̂z stateand thereforelosealargepartofthe
pairingenergy(� �perelectron,� & 1:4K � � B � 0.02
T);(ii)although in thedkx̂ statethespinsofthepairslie
in theyzplane,thereisnoy� zsym m etry (asopposed to
thexyplane)anditisnotaprioriclearwhetherthem ag-
netic susceptibility ofthe Cooper pair willbe the sam e
asforthenorm alelectrons.Sincedkx̂ isnotallowed for
a tetragonalsym m etry,it m ay only appear as a result
ofa second phase transition below Tc,which has never
been observed in Sr2RuO 4;(iii)thespin-orbitpartofthe
pairinginteraction,which keepsthespinsin thexy plane,
despite z being the easy m agnetization axis[20],would
have to be weakerthan �B � 0.02 T= 1.1 �eV= 0.013 K ,
an energy scale m uch too sm allfor the spin-orbit cou-
pling in Sr2RuO 4. So,neither the old theories for the
lack ofa K night shift reduction below Tc,nor the new
explanation in term softhe m agnetic-�eld rotated order
param eter withstand quantitative scrutiny; the K night
shiftin Sr2RuO 4 rem ainsa challengefortheorists.Until
this puzzle is resolved,we cannot use the K night shift
argum entforthe pairing sym m etry determ ination.
W e now turn to the experim entsofRef.[8]and com -

pare Josephson tunneling between an s-wave supercon-
ductor and either (a) an even parity (spin singlet) su-
perconductoror(b)an odd parity (triplet)superconduc-
tor. In the �rst case, the Josephson current between
a conventionals-wavesuperconductorand an unconven-
tionalspin-singletsuperconductor,represented by theor-
derparam eters� s�wave and � 0(k),respectively,can be
expressed as[21]

J /


TkIm [�

�

s�wave � 0(k)]
�

F S
; (4)

which dependson the relative phase between the super-
conducting orderparam eters. The averaging is overall
statesattheFerm isurface(FS)wheretheFerm ivelocity,
vF ,hasa positive projection on the tunneling direction
represented by the unitnorm aln (perpendicularto the
interfaceplane,seeFig.1)and Tk isthetunneling prob-
ability. For a thick rectangular barrier ofwidth w and

FIG .1: Schem atic sam ple and the Ferm isurface geom etry

for phase-sensitive SQ UID m easurem ents from Ref.[8]. (a)

Au0:5In0:5/Sr2RuO 4 junction geom etry with an interfacenor-

m aln.(b)Possibledeviation ofn from theabcrystallographic

plane.(c)W arping ofthe Sr2RuO 4 Ferm isurface.The m ag-

nitudeoftheFerm iwavevectorkF isgenerally di�erentfrom

the one corresponding to the cylindricalFerm isurface (kF 0).
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heightU [22]we can obtain

Tk =
16m 2�2vL vR exp[� 2�w � k2

k
w=�]

(�2 + m 2v2
L
)(�2 + m 2v2

R
)

; (5)

where � =
p
2m (U � �)such thatw� � 1 (in the thick

barrierlim it),m isthefree-electron m ass,� istheFerm i
energy,and we set ~ = 1. W e use vL ;R to denote nor-
m alcom ponents ofthe Ferm ivelocities in the two su-
perconductors and kk is the com ponent parallelto the
interface.From Eq.(5)weseethatTk issharply peaked
when vF k n.
In the second case,the Josephson current between a

singletand a tripletsuperconductorbecom es[21,23]

J /

D
~TkIm [�

�

0
(k)d(k)� (n � k)]

E

F S

; (6)

where we use ~Tk to denote that, unlike Tk, it con-
tainsm atrix elem entscorresponding to spin-ip tunnel-
ing, for exam ple, due to m agnetic interfaces or spin-
orbitcoupling.Fornonm agnetic barriersand in the ab-
senceofspin-orbit,thereisno spin-ip scattering,there-
fore ~Tk = 0 and the Josephson currentvanishes identi-
cally [21,23,24].
From Eqs.(4) and (6) we can directly infer that for

c-axistunneling,n k c,J = 0 forboth CdW and CpW
states[

R
dkxdky(kx + iky)= 0]. Fortunneling precisely

in the ab plane,the currentis also zero for CdW while
forCpW itonly vanishesatn k k.
W e considera m odelofa quasi-two-dim ensional(2D)

layered superconductorwhich hasanearly cylindricalFS
with a sm allc-axisdispersion originating from the weak
inter-layer hopping. In Fig.1(a) we show the sam ple
geom etry used Ref.[8]and in Fig.1(b)representa warp-
ing ofthe Ferm isurface. In the �rstapproxim ation for
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Sr2RuO 4 such a warping can be expressed as[25]

� =
k2
F
(z)

2m
[1+ "coskzc]; (7)

where j"j� 1 isthe warping param eter("� � 7� 10�4

[25]),c isthe lattice constantalong the crystallographic
z-direction,and kF (z) is the z-dependent projection of
theFerm iwavevectorin thexy plane[seeFig.1(c)].Itis
convenientto resolvetheFerm iwavevectorin cylindrical
coordinates(kF (z),’,kz)with

kF (z)= kF 0=[1+ "coskzc]
1=2

; (8)

where kF 0 = (2m �)1=2 and for ’ = 0 [see Fig.1(c)]
kF (z)! kF x.
Schem atic representation ofthe SQ UID geom etry in

Fig.1(a) (adapted from Ref. [8]) is an oversim pli�ca-
tion. W hile e�orts were m ade to fabricate edges either
precisely parallelor perpendicular to the c-axis,in the
actualsam plesthe direction ofinterface planesortheir
corresponding norm als changes gradually from a to c-
direction.In severalsam ples[8]an interface nearly par-
allelto the ab plane, at Au0:5In0:5/Sr2RuO 4 junction,
wascovered by an insulating oxide [see Fig.1(a)]. It is
then plausible to expect that the norm alto such inter-
face could deviate from the ab plane. In Fig.1(b) we
depicta generalized situation in which an interface nor-
m al,n = (n�;n’;nz)with jnzj� 1,need notlieexactly
in the crystallographic ab plane ofSr2RuO 4. W e show
below thatthe analysisofphase-sensitivem easurem ents
in term softhetwosm allbut�nite param eters,"and nz,
can provide a qualitatively di�erentinterpretation from
thosewhich a prioriassum e"= nz � 0.
Fora conventionalsuperconductorwith the FS larger

than theoneofSr2RuO 4,theJosephson tunnelingacross
a thick rectangularbarriercan beobtained from Eqs.(4)
and (5)as

J /

Z

vF �n> 0

dk�(�k � �)vF � n exp(� k
2

k
w=2�)

� Im (kx + iky)sinkzc; (9)

wherek2
k
= k2

F
� (kF � n)2,�2 � m v2

L ;R
,and theprojec-

tion ofthe Ferm ivelocity in Sr2RuO 4 along n is

vF � n =
kF 0[1+ "coskzc]1=2

m
n� �

k2
F 0
"csinkzc

2m [1+ "coskzc]
nz:

(10)

Fora thick barrier,the integration can be sim pli�ed by
noting thatthe dom inantcontribution com esfrom kk =
0.Therighthand sideofEq.(9),in theleading orderin
" and nz,can be then reduced to

p
��=wck2

F 0
nz(1� "),

such that

J u = A nz(1� "); (11)

where A characterizes the norm al state barrier trans-
parency. Thus,with a tilted interface (nz 6= 0) there
isa �nite Josephson currenteven in the absence ofany
Ferm isurfacewarping ("= 0).
To verify thatour�ndingsof�nite Josephson current

in CdW state arenotlim ited to the speci�c assum ption
ofathick rectangularbarrier,wealsoconsidertherather
di�erentcase ofa strong �-function barrier. The corre-
sponding transm ission probability is[22,26]

Tk =
4vLvR

(vL + vR )2 + 4U 2
; (12)

where vL ;R are the norm alcom ponentsofthe Ferm ive-
locities in the two superconductors and U (� v2

L ;R
) is

the scattering strength.From Eqs.(4),(12)weobtain

J /

Z

vF �n> 0

dk�(�k � �)vF � n Im (kx + iky)sinkzc;

(13)

where,unlikein thecaseofa thick barrier,weperform ’

and kz integration.In the leading order,the righthand
sideofEq.(13)is� �k2F 0"nz;and yields

J� = � A "nz; (14)

where again A characterizes the norm al state trans-
parency.In contrastto the thick-barrierresult,the cur-
rent now vanishes in the absence ofFS warping. From
Eqs.(11),(14)onecan conjecturethatfora generalcase
J � A(s� "),where0 . s. 1.
The presence of sm all param eters " and nz in

Eqs.(11),(14)showsthatthe Josephson currentin the
CdW statewould bereduced ascom pared totheconven-
tionalSQ UID with s-wave electrodes. However,the al-
ternativepicture,based on theCpW state,also contains
sm allparam eterswhich should bekeptin m ind when in-
terpreting the experim entofRef.[8].In addition to the
sm allrelative strength ofthe spin-orbitcoupling (quan-
ti�ed by the adm ixture ofS# into a nonrelativistic S"
state,orthespin-orbitinduced band shiftrelativeto the
band width [27]),there can also be anothersm allfactor
| aratioofthelatticeconstantand thesuperconducting
coherencelength [28],approxim ately 6� 10�3 [6].
Results from Eq. (11), (14) con�rm that the CdW

statecould becom patiblewith thephaseshiftsobserved
in Ref.[8]. Furtherm ore,the azim uthaldependence of
an order param eter coincides for both CdW and CpW
states. W hile the proposed sym m etry argum ents [8,9]
exclude m ost of superconducting states allowed in the
tetragonalsym m etry [29],theseargum entsalonearenot
su�cient to unam biguously identify the odd-pairing of
CpW state. Instead,to con�rm that a CpW state has
indeed been observed,onewould need to accurately cal-
culatetheexpected m agnitudesoftheJosephson current
forboth chiralstates. In particularwe propose a m od-
i�cation ofthe experim entalcon�guration [8]such that
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theinterfaceplanewould beslanted at� 45o with thec-
axis.Ifthecorresponding ratio oftheJosephson current
to the norm alstate conductivity becom es substantially
larger(nz is no longer sm all) than in Ref.[8],it would
be strong supportforthe chiralsingletstatein Eq.(3).

Another im portant distinction between the two chi-
ralstates is the presence ofnodes in the superconduct-
ing gap. In contrast to the CpW state,CdW requires
by sym m etry a horizontalline node [see Eqs.(2),(3)].
The idea ofa horizontalline node [6]has been enter-
tained by experim entalists [30]and theorists [31]for a
while,although recently ithasfallen outoffavor. Still,
som e researchersinsist on the existence ofa horizontal
line node [32]. M oreover,in the Josephson experim ents
ofRef.[8]evidence was found for a substantialkz de-
pendence,albeitnotnecessarily forhorizontalnodes,of
the order param eter in Sr2RuO 4 [33]. How could such
a m aterialwith nearly 2D electronicstructuredevelop a
highly 3D superconducting state? To answerthis ques-
tion we pointoutthe following facts: (a)practically no
ferrom agnetic spin uctuations, favorable for a p-wave
pairing,havebeen experim entally found in Sr2RuO 4;(b)
antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations at q= (2=3;2=3;qz)
have negligible z dispersion;(c)the crystalstructure of
Sr2RuO 4,asopposed to itselectronicstructure,isfairly
3D,soonecan expecttheelectron-phonon couplingtobe
quite 3D as well(d) there is a sizeable O isotope e�ect
in Sr2RuO 4,which strongly changes with introduction
ofpair-breakingsym m etries[34].W hileelectron-phonon
coupling per se can only induce an s-wavepairing,such
apairingwould beprevented by thestrongantiferrom ag-
netic spin uctuations.However,forthe proposed CdW
state,any 2D interaction cancelsout,including them ag-
netic interaction. Should the electron-phonon coupling
have a m axim um say,at (1=2;1=2;1=2),as opposed to
(1=2;1=2;0),the CdW state would have been im m edi-
ately stabilized providing a plausible scenario for spin-
singletsuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4.

In conclusion,wehaverevealed thatacom pletely over-
looked chirald-wavepairing state in Sr2RuO 4 isequally
com patible with the existing body ofexperim entaldata
as the generally accepted chiralp-wave state. W e have
proposedphase-sensitiveexperim entsin aSQ UID geom e-
trywith avariabletiltinganglecapableofunam biguously
distinguishing between the two chiralstates.
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the US O NR.I.�Z.acknowledges�nancialsupportfrom
the NationalResearch Council.
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