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The d-vector in possibile spin triplet superconductor NaxCoO 2 �yH 2O is m icroscopically

investigated on the basis ofthe m ulti-orbitalHubbard m odelincluding the atom ic spin-orbit

coupling.As a result ofthe perturbation theory,we obtain the stable spin triplet supercon-

ductivity where the p-wave and f-wave states can be stabilized.Ifwe neglect the spin-orbit

coupling,superconducting state has 6-fold (3-fold) degeneracy in the p-wave (f-wave) state.

Thisdegeneracy islifted by the spin-orbitcoupling.W e determ ine thed-vectorwithin thelin-

earlized D yson-G orkov equation.Itisshown thatthe d-vectorisalwaysalong the plane when

thepairing sym m etry isp-wave,whileitdependson theparam etersin caseofthef-wavestate.

The lifting ofdegeneracy issigni�cantin the p-wave state while itisvery sm allin the f-wave

state.Thisisbecausethe�rstorderterm with respectto thespin-orbitcoupling ise�ectivein

the form ercase,while itisine�ective in the lattercase.The consistency ofthese resultswith

NM R and �SR m easurem entsare discussed.

KEYW ORDS: NaxCoO 2 �yH 2O ;spin tripletsuperconductivity;m ulti-orbitalm odel;d-vector

1. Introduction

Theunconventionalsuperconductivity in strongly cor-

related system shasbeen oneofthecentralissuesin the

condensed m atter physics.For exam ple,heavy ferm ion

superconductors,1) high-Tc cuprates,
2) organicsupercon-

ductors3) and Sr2RuO 4
4) are cited.Recently,a new su-

perconductorNaxCoO 2� yH2O wasdiscovered by Takada

etal,5) and the possibility ofunconventionalsupercon-

ductivity hasattracted hugeinterests.

Im m ediately after the discovery ofsuperconductivity

in NaxCoO 2 � yH2O ,the sym m etry ofsuperconductiv-

ity has been studied by m any experim ental m easure-

m ents.6{18) W hile som e controversial results exist,16)

m ost of them have indicated the non-s-wave super-

conductivity. For exam ple, the absence of coherence

peak in NM R 1=T1T
8,9) and the power low behaviors

in 1=T1T
8,9) and speci� c heat13{15) are evidences for

the anisotropic pairing.Recently,a m agnetic phase has

been discovered in theneighborhood ofsuperconducting

phase.19,20) Thisobservation clearlyindicatestheim por-

tanceofelectron correlation which generally leadsto the

non-s-wavesuperconductivity.

These experim entalindications have accelerated the-

oreticalstudies on the superconductivity in NaxCoO 2 �

yH 2O .In the � rststage,the e� ectoffrustration stim u-

lated m any interestssince NaxCoO 2 � yH2O haslayered

structureconstructed by thetriangularlattice.TheRVB

theory has been applied to the triangular lattice21{24)

and concluded thespin singletd-wavesuperconductivity.

Som eauthorshavepointed outthefrustration ofcharge

orderingattheelectron� llingn = 4=3,23)andthef-wave

superconductivity duetothecharge
 uctuation hasbeen

discussed.25,26) Recently,the RVB theory has been ap-

plied to the m ulti-orbitalm odeland concluded the spin

tripletsuperconductivity.27)

Anothertheoreticalapproach isbased on the pertur-

bation expansion from the weak coupling region which

includes the perturbation theory,28) random phase ap-

proxim ation,29) FLEX approxim ation30) and perturba-

tive renorm alization group.31) Som e authorshave taken

accountofthe Ferm isurfaceofNaxCoO 2 � yH2O partly,

and concluded the f-wave superconductivity,30) g-wave

superconductivity,29) i-wave superconductivity32) and

nearly degeneracy between d-and f-wave superconduc-

tivities.28)

Although thesetheoriesexceptforRefs.27and 29have

assum ed single-orbitalm odels,the conduction band in

NaxCoO 2 � yH2O hasorbitaldegeneracy,aspointed out

by K oshibae etal.33) The conduction band m ainly con-

sistsofthreet2g-orbitalsin Coionswhich hybridizewith

O 2p-orbitals.Therefore,itishighlydesired thatthepair-

ing sym m etry in this m aterialisexam ined on the basis

ofthe m ulti-orbitalm odel.

Forthispurpose,we have constructed a three-orbital

Hubbard m odelwhich appropriatelyreproducestheelec-

tronic structure obtained in the LDA calculations,34{36)

and we have analyzed it on the basis of the FLEX

approxim ation37) and perturbation theory.38) Then,we

have obtained som e notable results which are sum m a-

rized as follows.(i) The spin triplet superconductivity

is stable unless the Hund’s rule coupling is very sm all.

(ii) The p-wave state and f-wave state are nearly de-

generate owing to the orbital degree of freedom . (iii)

There is a nearly ferrom agnetic spin correlation along

the plane which stabilizes the spin tripletpairing.This

is consistent with recent neutron scattering m easure-

m ents which have reported the anti-ferrom agnetic or-

der with stacking ferrom agnetic plane.39) (iv) The ver-

tex correction whose im portance has been pointed out

forSr2RuO 4
40,41) isnotim portantin NaxCoO 2 � yH2O .

(v)The two ofthree orbitals,nam ely e0g-doubletare es-

sentialforthesuperconductivity.Theorbital-dependent-

superconductivity proposed forSr2RuO 4
42) ispartly jus-

ti� ed in NaxCoO 2 � yH2O .(vi)However,the orbitalde-
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generacy in e0g-doubletisparticularly im portantbecause

the single-orbital approxim ation arti� cially suppresses

thep-wavesuperconductivity.Thispointisin sharp con-

trastto Sr2RuO 4 wherethesingle-orbitalapproxim ation

is valid.40) In this sense,NaxCoO 2 � yH2O is a typical

m ulti-orbitalsuperconductorin d-electron system .

O neoftheinteresting subjectsin them ulti-orbitalsu-

perconductoristheroleofspin-orbitcoupling.Thisissue

isparticularlyim portantin thespin tripletsuperconduc-

tivity which hasan internaldegreeoffreedom described

bythed-vector.43,44)Ifweneglectthespin-orbitcoupling

asin thepreviousstudies,37,38) the6-fold (3-fold)degen-

eracy rem ains in the p-wave (f-wave)state at T = Tc.

Therefore,we have to take into account the spin-orbit

coupling to determ inethepairing state.Thegoalofthis

paperisto clarify theroleofspin-orbitcoupling and m i-

croscopically determ inethed-vectorin NaxCoO 2� yH2O .

The d-vector is particularly im portant to discuss the

K night shift m easurem ent which has been a powerful

m ethod to determ ine the pairing sym m etry.45) This is

because the m agnetic susceptibility in spin triplet su-

perconductor signi� cantly depends on the direction of

d-vector. Although m any experim ents have been per-

form ed to determ inethepairing sym m etry in NaxCoO 2�

yH 2O ,
6{18) there is any conclusive evidence neither for

the spin triplet pairing nor for the spin singletpairing.

W e think that this is partly due to the lack ofknowl-

edges on the pairing state expected in the spin triplet

superconductivity.Theresultsin thispaperwillprovide

a clearsubjectfora com parison between thetheory and

experim ent.

The role ofspin-orbitcoupling on the spin tripletsu-

perconductivity has been a longstanding problem since

the discovery of heavy ferm ion superconductors.44{49)

However,them icroscopicstudy hasnotbeen perform ed

owing to the com plicated electronic structure ofheavy

ferm ion system s.The discussion aboutthe pairing sym -

m etry in UPt3 stillcontinues
47{49) partly because there

isno m icroscopicresearch on theanisotropy ofd-vector.

Recently,wehavedeveloped a m icroscopictheory on the

d-vectorand applied to Sr2RuO 4.
50) The presentstudy

on NaxCoO 2 � yH2O providesa contrasting exam pleand

we expect that these studies on the d-electron system s

willlead to a system aticunderstanding including the f-

electron system s.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In x2,weintroduce

the three-orbitalHubbard m odelincluding the atom ic

spin-orbitcoupling and derive the two-orbitalHubbard

m odellikein thepreviousstudy.38) Thepairing sym m e-

tryallowedin thism odelisclassi� ed in x3.Thelinearized

Dyson-G orkov equation in the m ulti-orbitalm odelin-

cluding the spin-orbit coupling is developed in x4.1.In

x4.2,the pairing state isdeterm ined on the basisofthe

second orderperturbation theory.W eshow thattherole

ofspin-orbit coupling is quite di� erent between the p-

wavesuperconductivity and f-waveone.Thisdi� erence

isillum inated by showing the splitting ofTc in x4.3.W e

show that the d-vector in the p-wave state is strongly

� xed againstthem agnetic� eld,whilethatin thef-wave

state is � xed weakly.In x4.4,we discuss the cross-over

from the weak spin-orbit coupling region � � W rele-

vant for NaxCoO 2 � yH2O to the strong spin-orbit cou-

pling region � � W .Although the latter is unrealistic

for NaxCoO 2 � yH2O ,this analysis willbe usefulfor a

uni� ed understanding including the heavy ferm ion su-

perconductors.In x5,wesum m arizethecom parisonsbe-

tween NaxCoO 2 � yH2O and Sr2RuO 4.Som ediscussions

aregiven in the lastsection x6.

2. Spin-O rbit C oupling in M ulti-O rbital H ub-

bard M odel

First of all, we introduce a three-orbital Hubbard

m odel including the spin-orbit coupling from which a

two-orbitalm odelare derived later.W e considera two-

dim ensionalm odelwhich representsCoionson thetrian-

gularlattice.W ehaveconstructed a tight-binding m odel

forCo t2g-orbitalswhich reproducesthe resultsofLDA

calculations.37) By adding the spin-orbitcoupling term

and Coulom b interaction term ,the three-orbitalHub-

bard m odelisobtained as,

H 3 = H 0 + H LS + H I; (1)

H 0 =
X

i;j;s

X

a;b

ta;b;i;jc
y

i;a;scj;b;s; (2)

H LS = 2�
X

i

L iS i; (3)

H I = U
X

i

X

a

ni;a;"ni;a;# + U
0
X

i

X

a> b

ni;ani;b

� JH

X

i

X

a> b

(2S i;aS i;b +
1

2
ni;ani;b)

+ J
X

i

X

a6= b

c
y

i;a;#
c
y

i;a;"
ci;b;"ci;b;#: (4)

Here,theindicesiand jdenotethesitesin therealspace

and indices a and b denote the orbitals.W e assign the

dxy-,dyz-and dxz-orbitals to a = 1,a = 2 and a = 3,

respectively.

The� rstterm H0 isatight-bindingHam iltonian where

ta;b;i;j are determ ined according to the sym m etry ofor-

bitalsand lattice.Thedispersion relation expected in the

LDA calculation isreproduced byassum ingninehopping

param etersfrom t1 to t9 aswellasthecrystal� eld split-

ting ec which arises from the distortion ofoctahedron.

For instance,we assum e t1;1;i;i� a = t1,t1;1;i;i� b = t2,

t2;3;i;i� a = t3, t1;1;i;i� (a� b) = t4, t1;1;i;i� 2a = t5,

t2;3;i;i� 2a = t6,t2;3;i;i� (a� b) = t7,t1;3;i;i� (a� b) = t8

and t
1;2;i;i� (a� b) = t9.W edenotethebasisoftriangular

lattice as a= (
p
3=2;� 1=2)and b= (0;1) and we choose

the lattice constantasa unitlength.Theotherhopping

m atrixelem entsta;b;i;j areobtained bythesym m etryop-

eration.Since t3 islargestam ong tn,wechoosethe unit

ofenergy ast3 = 1 throughoutthispaper.W e describe

H 0 in the m atrix representation as,

H 0 =
X

k;s

ĉ
y

k;s
Ĥ (k)̂c

k;s
; (5)

where ĉ
y

k;s
= (c

y

k;1;s
;c

y

k;2;s
;c

y

k;3;s
)isa vectorrepresenta-

tion ofFouriertransform ed creation operatorswith spin

s.Them atrix elem entofĤ (k)hasbeen given in Refs.37
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and 38.

In orderto clarify the nature ofsuperconductivity in

this m odel, it is usefulto introduce a non-degenerate

a1g-orbitaland doubly-degenerate e0g-orbitals.They are

de� ned as,

ja1g > =
1
p
3
(jxy > + jxz> + jyz> ); (6)

jeg;1> =
1
p
2
(jxz> � jxy > ); (7)

jeg;2> =
1
p
6
(2jyz> � jxz> � jxy > ): (8)

The orbital-dependent-superconductivity in NaxCoO 2 �

yH 2O occursin this basisasshown in Refs.37 and 38.

W e choose a basis ofe0g-orbitals di� erent from Ref.38

in orderto sim plify thefollowing notations.By choosing

the basis wave function as eqs.(6-8),the tight-binding

Ham iltonian istransform ed to be,

H 0 =
X

k;s

d̂
y

k;s
Ĥ

0(k)d̂
k;s

; (9)

through the unitary transform ation. Here, d̂
y

k;s
=

(d
y

k;1;s
;d

y

k;2;s
;d

y

k;3;s
) where d

y

k;1;s
,d

y

k;2;s
and d

y

k;3;s
are

creation operators of ja1g > , jeg;1 > and jeg;2 > -

orbitals,respectively.

W e choose the c-axis as a quantization axis ofspin

for a convenience of following discussion.By choosing

the basis functions as eqs.(6-8),we obtain a sim pli� ed

expression for the atom ic spin-orbitcoupling term H LS

as,

H LS = �
X

k

�

d̂
y

k;"
d̂
y

k;#

�

�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 0 0 0 i � 1

0 0 � i � i 0 0

0 i 0 1 0 0

0 i 1 0 0 0

� i 0 0 0 0 i

� 1 0 0 0 � i 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

 

d̂
k;"

d̂
k;#

!

:(10)

Interestingly,the m atrix elem entofeq.(10)isthe sam e

asthatin Sr2RuO 4.
50,51) Therefore,we can discussthe

role ofspin-orbitcoupling in NaxCoO 2 � yH2O in anal-

ogy with Sr2RuO 4.Note that the basis wave function

in Sr2RuO 4 is dxy-,dyz-and dzx-orbitals,while that is

ja1g > ,jeg;1 > and jeg;2 > -orbitalsin NaxCoO 2� yH2O .

This di� erence arises from the position of apex oxy-

gens.W hile an apex ofRuO 6 octahedron is along the

c-axis,allofapex oxygensin CoO 6 octahedron aretilted

from thec-axis.W hen weconsiderthem atrix elem entin

eq.(10),the dxy-orbitalin Sr2RuO 4 correspondsto the

a1g-orbitalin NaxCoO 2 � yH2O ,while the dyz-and dzx-

orbitalscorrespond to thee0g-doublet.Itisexpected that

the dxy-orbitalis responsible for the superconductivity

in Sr2RuO 4,
40,50) while the superconductivity ism ainly

caused by thee0g-doubletin NaxCoO 2� yH2O .
37,38) Thus,

thesetwo m aterialsprovidecontrastingexam plesofspin

tripletsuperconductors.

Thecouplingconstant2� in H LS hasbeen estim ated as

57m ev.52) Thisvaluecorrespondsto � = 0:17in ourunit

ifwechoosetheband width W � 9t3 = 1:5eV according

to the LDA calculations.Sincethisestim ation hassom e

am biguities,we investigate the range from � = 0:05 to

� = 0:25.In thisrange,the e� ectofspin-orbitcoupling

ontheband structureisverysm all.Thereisaholepocket

enclosing the � -point and six hole pockets near the K -

points,which areconsistentwith LDA calculations.34{36)

The form er (a1g-Ferm isurface) m ainly consists of the

a1g-orbitaland thelatter(eg-Ferm isurface)m ainly con-

sistsofthe e0g-orbitals.

From theanalysisofthree-orbitalHubbard m odelwith

� = 0,37,38) wehavefound thatthesuperconductivity is

m ainly induced bythee0g-orbitalsand thea1g-orbitalcan

besim plyignoredtodiscussqualitativefeaturesofsuper-

conductivity.Therefore,wederiveatwo-orbitalHubbard

m odelby sim ply dropping the a1g-orbitalas,

H 2 = H
(2)

0 + H
(2)

I
; (11)

H
(2)

0 =
X

k;s

â
y

k;s
Ĥ

(2)(k;s)̂a
k;s

; (12)

H
(2)

I
= U

X

i

2X

a= 1

ni;a;"ni;a;# + U
0
X

i

X

a> b

ni;ani;b

� JH

X

i

X

a> b

(2S i;aS i;b +
1

2
ni;ani;b)

+ J
X

i

X

a6= b

a
y

i;a;#
a
y

i;a;"
ai;b;"ai;b;#: (13)

Here,wehaveintroduced atwocom ponentvectorâ
y

k;s
=

(d
y

k;2;s
;d

y

k;3;s
)and 2� 2 m atrix

Ĥ
(2)(k;s)=

�
e011(k) e012(k)� is�

e021(k)+ is� e022(k)

�

: (14)

Here, e0ij(k) is obtained from eq. (9) as e0ij(k) =

Ĥ 0(k)i+ 1;j+ 1 where Ĥ 0(k)i;j is the m atrix elem ent of

Ĥ 0(k).It should be noticed that the o� -diagonalm a-

trix elem ents connecting up and down spinsin eq.(10)

vanish.This m eans that the operatorsLx and Ly have

no m atrix elem entin the Hilbertspaceexpanded by e0g-

orbitals.Therefore,onlythespin-orbitcouplingalongthe

z-axisise� ective in the two-orbitalm odel.Thisfactre-

m arkably sim pli� esthe calculation and providesa clear

understanding forthe resultsin x4.

The second term in eq. (11) describes the on-site

Coulom b interactions including the intra-orbitalrepul-

sion U ,inter-orbitalrepulsion U 0,Hund’s rule coupling

JH and pair hopping term J.W e im pose the relations

U = U 0+ JH + J and JH = J throughout this paper.

The Coulom b interaction term is invariant for the uni-

tary transform ation with respectto theorbitalowing to

these relations.

In thispaper,weinvestigatethed-vectorin NaxCoO 2�

yH 2O on the basisofthe two-orbitalHubbard m odelin

eq.(11).According to Refs.37 and 38,we choose the

hopping param etersas,

(t1;t2;t4;t5;t6;t7;t8;t9)=
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a(0:1;0:2;0:3;� 0:2;� 0:05;0:2;0:2;� 0:25): (15)

where a = 0:6 � 1 isconsistentwith LDA calculations.

W echoosea sm allvalueofa = 0:6 in thispaper.Thisis

because the electric DO S in eg-Ferm isurface decreases

by neglecting the a1g-orbitaland thisarti� cialdecrease

iscom pensated by decreasinga.W ede� nethenum berof

holesin thetwo-orbitalm odelasne which correspondsto

the area ofeg-Ferm isurface.According to the chem ical

analysis,53,54) the totalnum berofholesisn = 0:4� 0:5

which is di� erent from n = 0:67 in the parent m ate-

rialNa0:33CoO 2.Since 0 � ne � n,we investigate the

rangene = 0:05� 0:35.W ehavefound thatne isan im -

portantparam eterforthesuperconductivity ratherthan

n.38) Thesuperconductinginstabilityissigni� cantlysup-

pressed when ne = 0.For � nite ne,the superconduct-

ing Tc slightly increaseswith theincreaseofcrystal� eld

splitting ec which leadsto the increase ofne.
38,55) The

recent NM R m easurem ent has con� rm ed an im portant

role ofec.
19) W e show a typicalFerm isurface oftwo-

orbitalm odelin Fig.1.

k
x

k
y Γ

K

M

Fig. 1. Ferm i surface in the two-orbital H ubbard m odel (solid

lines).W e have shown the Ferm isurface ofa1g-orbitalwhich is

determ ined as Ĥ 0(k)11 � � = 0 (thin dashed line).The thick

dashed line is the �rst Brillouin zone oftriangular lattice.The

param eters are chosen to be � = 0:17,a = 0:6,ne = 0:21 and

n = 0:5.

ItshouldbenotedthatARPESm easurem ents56,57)for

non-superconducting NaxCoO 2 observed the a1g-Ferm i

surface,but the eg-Ferm isurface has not been found.

Thisobservation im plies ne = 0 which contradictswith

our basic assum ption,nam ely a � nite value ofne.O ur

analysison the three-orbitalHubbard m odelhasshown

that the superconductivity is hardly stabilized when

ne = 0.38) This result im plies that the eg-Ferm isur-

faceexistsin thesuperconducting m aterialsasexpected

in LDA calculations.The increase ofne is actually ex-

pected in superconducting m aterials because the H 2O

m oleculesincreasethecrystal� eld splitting ec,asshown

by the NM R m easurem ent.19)

3. C lassi�cation ofthe Pairing State

Before the m icroscopic analysis,we classify the sym -

m etry ofpairing statein thetwo-orbitalHubbard m odel

including thespin-orbitcoupling.First,weshow the or-

bitalpartofspintripletpairingfunction in TableI.There

aretwo wavefunctionsin both p-wavesym m etry and f-

wavesym m etry.Thepx-waveand py-wavearedegenerate

owingtothesym m etryoftriangularlattice.O n theother

hand,the f1-waveand f2-wavearenotdegenerate.

E1

px-wave sin
p
3

2
kx cos

1

2
ky

py-wave sinky + sin 1

2
ky cos

p
3

2
kx

B 1 f1-wave sin 1

2
ky(cos

1

2
ky � cos

p
3

2
kx)

B 2 f2-wave sin
p
3

2
kx(cos

3

2
ky � cos

p
3

2
kx)

Table I. O rbital part of odd-parity pairing function in the tri-

angular lattice. The �rst colum n shows the irreducible repre-

sentations ofD 6-group.The second colum n showsthe notations

adopted in thispaper,which arethecounterpartsoftheisotropic

system .The third colum n showsthe typicalwave function.N ote

that the wave function obtained in the D yson-G orkov equation

isdi�erentfrom the third colum n to som e extent.

The spin partofpairing function is described by the

d-vectoras,43,44)

�
� ""(k) � "#(k)

� #"(k) � ##(k)

�

= îd(k)̂��y

=

�
� dx(k)+ idy(k) dz(k)

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

�

: (16)

Since the Cooperpair hasspin S = 1,there is a 3-fold

degeneracy in the SU (2) sym m etric system .Therefore,

ifthespin-orbitcoupling isneglected,thedegeneracy in

the p-wave state is 3� 2 = 6-fold due to the spin part

and orbitalpart,whilethatin thef-wavestateis3-fold.

Pxy+ px x̂ + py ŷ,py x̂ � px ŷ

Pxy� px x̂ � py ŷ,py x̂ + px ŷ

Pz (px � ipy )̂z

Fxy f1x̂ � �f2ŷ,�f2x̂ + f1ŷ

Fz f1ẑ

Table II. Classi�cation of the pairing state including the spin-

orbitcoupling.The �rstcolum n showsthe notations adopted in

thispaper.

Table II shows the classi� cation ofpairing state for

� nite spin-orbit coupling.According to the results for

� = 0,38) thef2-wavestateisnotstabilized in them ulti-

orbitalHubbard m odel.Therefore,we have not shown

the pairing state which is reduced to the f2-wave state

in thelim it� ! 0.Sincethespin-orbitcoupling� < 0:25

ism uch sm allerthan theband width W � 9,j�jin Fxy-

state ism uch sm allerthan 1.

The Fxy-state and allofthe p-wavestatesin Table II

are two-dim ensionalrepresentations.Although the two

pairing states in Pxy+ are notdegenerate in general,44)

thererem ainsan additionaldegeneracyin thetwo-orbital

Hubbard m odel.Thisisbecausethem atrixelem entofLx

and Ly vanishesin thism odel.Thesym m etryofHubbard

Ham iltonian with � = 0 isG 
 SU (2)
 T 
 U (1),where

G , SU (2),T and U (1) show the sym m etries of point

group,spin rotation,tim e-reversaland gauge transfor-

m ation,respectively.W hen the spin-orbit coupling ex-

ists,the sym m etry is reduced to G 
 U (1)
 T 
 U (1).
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Thus,the SU (2)sym m etry isviolated by the spin-orbit

coupling.However,the U (1) sym m etry for the spin ro-

tation in the plane rem ainsbecause Lx = Ly = 0.This

additionalU (1)sym m etry isthe origin ofdegeneracy in

Pxy+ -state.In thethree-orbitalHubbard m odel(eq.(4)),

thesym m etry isreduced to G 
 T 
 U (1),and thedegen-

eracy in the Pxy+ -stateislifted.However,itisexpected

thatthe lifting ofdegeneracy issm allbecause the order

param eterin a1g-orbitalisvery sm all.
37,38)

4. D eterm ination ofthe Pairing State

4.1 Linearized Dyson-Gorkov equation without SU (2)

sym m etry

In thissection,we determ ine the pairing state in the

two-orbital Hubbard m odel by solving the linearized

Dyson-G orkov equation within the second orderpertur-

bation theory.Thederivation ofDyson-G orkov equation

hasbeen explained in literatures.41) The application to

them ulti-orbitalm odelincluding thespin-orbitcoupling

hasbeen given in thestudy ofSr2RuO 4.
50) Theapplica-

tion to the two-orbitalm odel(eq.(11))is sim plerthan

that to Sr2RuO 4 because the transverse com ponent of

spin-orbitcoupling vanishes.

In orderto m akefollowing discussionsclear,weintro-

ducea unitary m atrix Û (k;s)= (uij(k;s))which diago-

nalizes Ĥ (2)(k;s),nam ely,

Û
y(k;s)Ĥ (2)(k;s)Û (k;s)=

�
E 1(k) 0

0 E 2(k)

�

: (17)

Here,E 1(k) � E2(k) and E i(k) do not depend on the

spin owing to the tim e-reversal sym m etry and inver-

sion sym m etry.The G reen function Ĝ (k;s) = (i!n 1̂ �

Ĥ (2)(k;s))� 1 isobtained as,

G ij(k;s)=

2X

�= 1

ui�(k;s)u
�
j�(k;s)G �(k); (18)

whereG �(k)=
1

i!n � E � (k)
.

a,

b,

c,

d,

(a) (b)

(d)

(c)

(e)

s1

s2 s4

s3

Fig. 2. (a)D iagram m aticrepresentation ofthe irreduciblevertex

in the particle-particle channel. (b-e) The second order term s

with respect to the Coulom b interactions (dashed lines). The

solid line denotes the G reen function having the indices ofspin

and orbital.

As shown in the LDA calculations,the energy band

described by E 2(k) crosses the Ferm ileveland E 1(k)

isfarbelow the Ferm ilevel.In this case,the supercon-

ducting transition is induced by the Cooper pairing in

theE 2(k)-band.Therefore,thelinearized Dyson-G orkov

equation is written in term s ofan e� ective interaction

within the E 2(k)-band,

�e� s1s2(k)= �
X

k0;s3;s4

V (k;k0;s1;s2;s3;s4)

� jG2(k
0)j2� s3s4(k

0); (19)

with

V (k;k0;s1;s2;s3;s4)=
X

abcd

u
�
a2(k;s1)u

�
b2(� k;s2)

� Vabcd(k;k
0
;s1;s2;s3;s4)uc2(k

0
;s3)ud2(� k

0
;s4):(20)

Here,Vabcd(k;k
0;s1;s2;s3;s4)istheirreduciblevertexin

theparticle-particlechannelhavingtheindicesoforbital

and spin (see Fig.2(a)).BecauseofLx = Ly = 0,the z-

com ponentofspin isconserved and V (k;k0;s1;s2;s3;s4)

is � nite only ifs1 + s2 = s3 + s4.Therefore,the lin-

earized Dyson-G orkov equation isreduced to the eigen-

value equationsfor� "",� "# and � ##,respectively.

�
""
e � ""(k)= �

X

k0

V""(k;k
0)jG 2(k

0)j2� ""(k
0); (21)

�
"#
e � "#(k)= �

X

k0

V"#(k;k
0)jG 2(k

0)j2� "#(k
0); (22)

�
##
e � ##(k)= �

X

k0

V##(k;k
0)jG 2(k

0)j2� ##(k
0); (23)

where V""(k;k
0) = V (k;k0;";";";"), V##(k;k

0) =

V (k;k0;#;#;#;#) and V"#(k;k
0) = V (k;k0;";#;";#)+

V (k;k0;";#;#;").Itisnotablethatthem axim um eigen-

values of eqs.(21) and (23) are equivalent.The wave

functions are related to be � ##(k) = ei�� �
""(k) where

the phase� isarbitrary.

If we neglect the spin-orbit coupling,the m axim um

eigenvalue doesnotdepend on the direction ofd-vector

since V""(k;k
0) = V##(k;k

0) = V"#(k;k
0).However,we

� nd �""e = �##e 6= �"#e when � is � nite. The super-

conducting transition is determ ined by the criterion,

m ax(�""e ;�"#e ) = 1.If�""e > �"#e ,the Pxy+ -,Pxy� - or

Fxy-stateisstabilized atT = Tc,whilePz-orFz-stateis

stabilized when �""e < �"#e .

In this paper, we estim ate irreducible vertex

Vabcd(k;k
0;s1;s2;s3;s4)up to the second orderwith re-

spect to the Coulom b interaction term H
(2)

I
.The dia-

gram m aticrepresentation isshown in Figs.2(b-e)which

arecalculated from thepossiblecom bination ofCoulom b

interactionsand G reen functions.W e num erically solve

the eigenvalue equationsfor�""e and �"#e and determ ine

thepairingstatewith highestTc.In thefollowing,wedi-

videthe� rstBrillouin zoneinto 128� 128 latticepoints

and we take 512 M atsubara frequencies for T � 0:005

and 1024 M atsubara frequenciesfor0:002 � T < 0:005.

W e have con� rm ed that this size ofcalculation is su� -

cientforthe following results.

4.2 d-vector

First,weshow the phasediagram oftwo-orbitalHub-

bard m odelwithoutspin-orbitcoupling which willbe a

basisoffollowing discussions.Figure 3 showsthe stable

pairing sym m etry in thephasediagram ofne and JH .In



6 J.Phys.Soc.Jpn. Full Paper YouichiYanase,M .M otizukiand M asaoO gata

the� gure,theintra-orbitalrepulsion U isdeterm ined so

asto obtain Tc = 0:01 which correspondsto 20K in our

unit.Thistem peratureishigherthan theobserved tran-

sition tem peratureTc � 5K .However,thestablepairing

sym m etry is alm ostindependent ofthe tem perature as

shown in Ref.38.

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35
n

e

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

J H
/U

p-wave
f
1
-wave

P
F

Fig. 3. Phase diagram without spin-orbit coupling in the ne-JH

plane.The solid line is the phase boundary obtained by the in-

terpolation.

Am ongm any param etersin them ulti-orbitalHubbard

m odel,the relevant param eter for the pairing sym m e-

try is the Hund’s rule coupling JH and the num ber of

holes in eg-Ferm isurface ne.
38) Figure 3 is quite sim i-

larto thephasediagram ofthree-orbitalm odelshown in

Ref.38.W hen the Hund’srule coupling islarge and/or

ne is sm all,the p-wave superconductivity is stabilized.

The f-wavesuperconductivity isstabilized forsm allJH
and/orlargene.Theonly qualitativedi� erencebetween

the two-orbitaland three-orbitalm odels is that the f-

wave state stabilized for ne < 0:1 and JH =U > 0:2 in

Ref.38 vanishesin Fig.3.

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35
n

e

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

J H
/U

P
xy+

F
xy

F
zPxy+

FxyF z

A

B C

Fig. 4. Phasediagram including thespin-orbitcoupling � = 0:17.

The notations ofPxy+ ,Fxy and Fz have been given in Table II.

The solid line is the phase boundary obtained by the interpola-

tion.

W e show the results ofd-vector in Fig.4,where the

Tc is� xed to be Tc = 0:003� 6K consistentwith exper-

im entalvalue.Hereafter,theparam eterU isdeterm ined

soasto obtain thisTc.Forexam ple,weobtain U = 6:57,

U = 5:47 and U = 4:34 in A,B and C in Fig.4,respec-

tively.It is clearly shown that the spin-orbit coupling

stabilizes the Pxy+ -state when the pairing sym m etry is

p-wave.Then,the d-vector is parallelto the plane.O n

theotherhand,thed-vectorin thef-wavesym m etry de-

pends on the param eters,although the Fxy-state seem s

to be m oststable.

In order to understand these results,it is usefulto

analyze the role ofspin-orbitcoupling in a perturbative

way.Although we have included the spin-orbitcoupling

term intotheunperturbed Ham iltonian,theperturbative

treatm entisvalid since� ism uch sm allerthan theband

width.As a result ofperturbation expansion in �,the

e� ective interaction Vss0(k;k
0)iswritten as,

Vss0(k;k
0)= V

(0)(k;k0)+

1X

n= 1

�
n
V
(n)

ss0
(k;k0): (24)

W e have actually applied this perturbation theory to

Sr2RuO 4 and shown that the � rst order term vanishes

when the 
-band is m ainly superconducting.50) This is

because the hybridization term disappearsbetween dxy-

orbital and dyz- dzx-orbitals. However, the � rst order

term exists in case ofNaxCoO 2 � yH2O since the large

hybridization term existsin the e0g-doublet.

Itiseasy to � nd thatthe � rstorderterm alwaysap-

pears with the com bination to the o� -diagonalG reen

function oro� -diagonalm atrix elem entofÛ (k;s).Tak-

ing into account the sym m etry of e012(k) in eq. (14),

nam ely e012(kx;ky)= � e012(� kx;ky)= � e012(kx;� ky),we

obtain the following relations,

V
(1)

""
(k;k0)= V

(1)�

##
(k;k0); (25)

V
(1)

""
(kx;ky;k

0
x;k

0
y)= � V

(1)

""
(� kx;ky;� k

0
x;k

0
y)

= � V
(1)

""
(kx;� ky;k

0
x;� k

0
y); (26)

V
(1)

"#
(k;k0)= 0: (27)

According to eq.(26),the kernelof linearized Dyson-

G orkov equation workson the px-wavestate to produce

the py-wavestate,nam ely

X

k;k0

� y(k)V
(1)

""
(k;k0)jG 2(k

0)j2� x(k
0)6= 0; (28)

and
X

k;k0

� x(k)V
(1)

""
(k;k0)jG 2(k

0)j2� x(k
0)=

X

k;k0

� y(k)V
(1)

""
(k;k0)jG 2(k

0)j2� y(k
0)= 0; (29)

where � x(k) and � y(k) are functions having the sym -

m etry ofpx-wave and py-wave,respectively.Thus,the

� rst order term in � works like a � rst order perturba-

tion on the degeneratestates,nam ely px-and py-states.

Therefore,the eigenvalue �""e for one ofthe Pxy+ -and

Pxy� -states increases in the � rst order of�,while �""e
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for the other state decreases.O n the other hand,the

� rst order term vanishes for the d-vector along the c-

axisaccording to eq.(27).Therefore,the d-vectoralong

the plane isalwaysstabilized within the � rstorderthe-

ory in � independent ofthe m icroscopic details.W hich

stateisstabilized between Pxy+ and Pxy� isdeterm ined

by the m icroscopic calculation for Vss0(k;k
0).Figure 4

shows that the Pxy+ -state is stable within the second

orderperturbation theory.

The situation is quite di� erent for the f-wave super-

conductivity.O wing to eq.(26),the � rst order term is

note� ective in the f1-wavestate,nam ely
X

k;k0

� f1(k)V
(1)

""
(k;k0)jG 2(k

0)j2� f1(k
0)= 0; (30)

where � f1(k) is the function having the f1-wave sym -

m etry.Although the� rstorderterm couplesthef1-wave

statetothef2-wavestate,thisisahigherordere� ectbe-

causethesestatesarenon-degenerate.Indeed,theeigen-

value of linearized Dyson-G orkov equation for the f2-

wave state is m uch sm aller than that for the f1-wave

state.38) Then,the roleof� rstorderterm ,V
(1)

""
(k;k0)is

negligibly sm all.Therefore,the direction ofd-vector is

determ ined by thehigherorderterm sbeyond thesecond

order,nam ely V
(n)

ss0
(k;k0)(n � 2).Theroleofhigheror-

derterm sdependson them icroscopicdetailsaswehave

shown in the case ofSr2RuO 4.
50) In NaxCoO 2 � yH2O ,

Fxy-state (Fz-state) is stabilized for sm all(large)value

ofne and/orlarge(sm all)valueofJH asshown in Fig.4.

(a) P-wave

6-fold

first order higher order

Pxy+

Pxy-

Pz

(b) F-wave

3-fold 3-fold Fz

Fxy

Pxy+

Pz

Pxy-

Fig. 5. Schem atic �gure oflevelschem e for(a)p-wave supercon-

ductivity and (b) f-wave superconductivity.The degeneracy at

� = 0 is shown on the left.The levelsplitting due to the �rst

order perturbation in � is shown in the center.The energy lev-

els a�ected by the higher order perturbation are shown on the

right.W e assum e in (b) thatthe Fxy-state isstable rather than

the Fz-state.

W esum m arizetheabovediscussionsin Fig.5.In case

ofthe p-wave superconductivity,the � rst order pertur-

bation in � stabilizesthePxy+ -stateand destabilizesthe

Pxy� -state.ThePz-stateisnota� ected in thisorder.W e

� nd thathigherorderperturbation term sfavorthePxy+ -

state furtherm ore,asshown in Fig.5(a).In case ofthe

f-wave superconductivity,three-fold degeneracy is not

lifted by the � rst order perturbation.The higher order

perturbation stabilizestheFxy-stateorFz-statedepend-

ing on the param eterssuch asJH and ne.

4.3 Splitting ofTc

Thequitedi� erentroleofspin-orbitcoupling between

the p-and f-wavesym m etriesdiscussed aboveisillum i-

nated by showing thesplitting ofTc.In eqs.(21-23),the

linearized Dyson-G orkov equation isde� ned foreach di-

rection ofd-vector.W ede� nethesuperconducting Tc for

d̂ kxy and thatfor d̂ kz by the criterion �""e (T
(xy)
c )= 1

and �"#e (T
(z)
c )= 1,respectively.The form ercorresponds

to the Tc ofPxy+ -orFxy-statewhile thelatteristhe Tc
ofPz-orFz-state.

Figure 6 showsthe splitting ofTc,nam ely � Tc=Tc =

jT
(xy)
c � T

(z)
c j=Tc.The param etersJH and ne arechosen

to be A,B,C in Fig.4,where the Pxy+ -state,Fxy-state

and Fz-state are stable,respectively.Itisclearly shown

that� Tc ism uch sm allerin the f-wavesym m etry than

in the p-wave sym m etry.Thisisbecause the � rstorder

term in � isine� ective.Indeed,while � Tc=Tc increases

linearly in the p-wave sym m etry,the increase in the f-

wave sym m etry is nearly proportionalto the square of

�.

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25

λ
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

∆T
c/T

c

A, p-wave
B, f-wave
C, f-wave

Fig. 6. �-dependence of �T c=Tc = jT
(xy)
c � T

(z)
c j=Tc. The pa-

ram etersare chosen to be A ,B and C in Fig.4.The Pxy+ -state,

Fxy-state and Fz-state are stable,respectively.

The quite di� erent m agnitude of � Tc=Tc shown in

Fig.6 willbe re
 ected in the phase diagram under the

m agnetic� eld.In orderto gain theZeem an coupling en-

ergy,thed-vectorcan berotated by theapplied m agnetic

� eld.Fig.6 indicatesthatthe d-vectorisstrongly � xed

againstthe m agnetic � eld in caseofthe p-wavesym m e-

try,howeverthed-vectorin thef-wavesym m etryrotates

in a weak m agnetic � eld.W e have actually determ ined

thephasediagram underthem agnetic� eld on thebasis

oftheweak coupling theory and found thattherotation

doesnotoccurin thep-wavesym m etry up to thehalfof

Pauliparam agneticlim it.58) Theresultsforthem ultiple

phasediagram underthe m agnetic � eld and the charac-

teristics ofeach phase willbe shown in the subsequent

publication.58)
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TheresultsofFigs.4 and 6 areim portantforan inter-

pretation ofNM R and �SR resultsbecausethem agnetic

susceptibility has an anisotropy arising from the direc-

tion ofd-vector.43,44) In general,the m agnetic suscepti-

bility in the unitary stateisobtained as,

���=�n =

< ��� � (d�(k)d�(k)=ĵd(k)j
2)(1� Y (k;T))>F; (31)

where< > F isan averageon theFerm isurface,< A > F=

�(0)� 1
R
A�(E2(k))dk.Here,�n isthe m agnetic suscep-

tibility in thenorm alstate,and Y (k;T)istheanglede-

pendentYosida function,

Y (k;T)=

Z 1

� 1

d�(�
df(E )

dE
)j
E =

p
�2+ jd̂(k)j2

; (32)

wheref(E )isthe Ferm idistribution function.Itshould

benoticed thatthem agneticsusceptibility decreasesfor

them agnetic� eld parallelto thed-vector.ForthePxy+ -

state,itis reasonable to assum e that d̂ = pxx̂ + pyŷ or

d̂ = pyx̂ � pxŷ is stabilized below Tc am ong any linear

com binationsofthesestates.Thisisbecausetheconden-

sation energy ism axim ally gained in thesestateswithin

theweak coupling theory.Then,thesusceptibility along

theplane�ab decreasestothehalfofitsvaluein thenor-

m alstate,asshown in Fig.7.In orderto obtain Fig.7,

wehaveassum ed theorderparam eterbelow Tc asd̂(k)=

� (T)(�x(k)̂x + �y(k)̂y)where �x(k)and �y(k)are ob-

tained in eq.(21) as � ""(k;i�Tc) = � �x(k)+ i�y(k).

Thewavefunctions�x(k)and �y(k)havethesym m etry

ofpx-waveand py-wave,respectively.W ehavecalculated

thetem peraturedependenceof� (T)by using thee� ec-

tive m odelhaving the separable pairing interaction and

solving it within the BCS theory.The sam e procedure

hasbeen used in Ref.59.FortheFxy-state,thein-plane

m agnetic � eld favors one ofthe degenerate states.For

exam ple,d̂ = �f2x̂+ f1ŷ isfavored by them agnetic� eld

along x-axis.Then,�ab decreasesowing to the induced

f2-wave com ponent,howeverthe decrease is very sm all

asshown in Fig.7 because j�j� 1.Here,we have cal-

culated the tem peraturedependence oforderparam eter

in the sam e way asforthe Pxy+ -state.The susceptibil-

ity along c-axis�c doesnotdecrease in both Pxy+ -and

Fxy-states.Although �c decreasesto zero in theFz-state

at T = 0,the observation ofthis decrease willbe di� -

cultbecausethed-vectorrotatesin averyweakm agnetic

� eld.

TheK nightshiftbelow Tc hasbeen m easured by som e

groups.6,7,10,60,61) M ostofthem easurem entshavebeen

perform ed underthem agnetic� eld parallelto theplane.

It has been reported that the K night shift in Co-NM R

and O -NM R decreases below Tc in a weak m agnetic

� eld.6,7,60,61) This observation is consistent with the

Pxy+ -statein ourresults.ThePxy+ -stateisfurtherm ore

consistentwith the�SR m easurem ent10) which doesnot

detectany tim e-reversalsym m etry breaking expected in

the Pz-state and dx2� y2 + idxy-state. Contrary to the

otherNM R m easurem ents,the K nightshift in D-NM R

isalm osttem peratureindependentbelow Tc.
6) Although

this observation is incom patible with the other NM R

m easurem ents,thisisconsistentwith Fxy-and Fz-states

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

T/T
c

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

χ ab
/χ

n

P
xy+

F
xy

Fig. 7. Tem perature dependence ofm agnetic susceptibility along

the plane�ab divided by the norm alstate value �n.W e consider

the m agnetic �eld along x-axisand assum e d̂ = px x̂ + py ŷ in the

Pxy+ -state and d̂ = �f2x̂ + f1ŷ in the Fxy-state.W e obtain the

Ferm isurfaceand m om entum dependence oforderparam eterfor

the param eters A and B in Fig.4,respectively.

in ourcalculation.

4.4 Crossover from � � W to � � W

In x4.1-3,we have considered the spin-orbit coupling

m uch sm allerthan theband width,nam ely � � W .This

relation isexpected in m ostofthed-electron system sin-

cluding NaxCoO 2 � yH2O .O n the otherhand,the situa-

tion isopposite in the f-electron system swhich include

odd-parity superconductors.Itis notclearwhether the

role ofspin-orbit coupling is qualitatively di� erent be-

tween the weak coupling region � � W and strong cou-

pling region � � W .Therefore,it is interesting to in-

vestigateglobalbehaviorsoftwo-orbitalHubbard m odel

from � � W to � � W ,although the strong coupling

region � � W isunrealisticforNaxCoO 2 � yH2O .

In Fig.8,we show the anisotropy of eigenvalues of

linearized Dyson-G orkov equation �an = �"#e =�""e .The

sm allvalue of�an m eansthatthe splitting ofsupercon-

ducting Tc is large.It is shown that the splitting ofTc
takesitsm axim um foran interm ediatevalueof�.Thus,

the anisotropy ofd-vectordecreaseswith increasing the

spin-orbitcoupling in thestrong coupling region � � W

in contrastto theweak coupling region.Thisbehavioris

quite di� erentfrom the anisotropy ofspin susceptibility

�an = �c=�ab which hasbeen shown in Fig.8 fora com -

parison.Theanisotropyofspin susceptibilityisenhanced

m onotonically with increasingthespin-orbitcoupling,as

expected.62) Notethatthestructurearound � = 2 isdue

to therapid changeofFerm isurface.Therearetwo hole

pocketFerm isurfacesenclosing the K -pointfor� > 2.

Itiseasy to understand thebehaviorof�an by taking

thelim it� ! 1 in advance.In thislim it,thetwo-orbital

Hubbard m odelisreduced to thesingle-orbitalHubbard

m odelwritten as,

H 1 =
X

k;s

E 2(k)c
y

k;s
c
k;s

+
U + U 0

2

X

i

ni;"ni;#; (33)

wheretheCoulom b interaction isrenorm alized to U + U
0

2
.

It is notable that s in eq.(33) is not the spin but the
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Fig. 8. The anisotropy ofeigenvaluesoflinearized D yson-G orkov

equation,�an = �
"#
e =�

""
e in a wide range ofspin-orbitcoupling.

The solid (dashed)line showsthe resultforthe p-wave (f-wave)

sym m etry.The param eters are JH =U = 7=24,ec = 0,(JH =U =

5=24,ec = � 0:5) and T = 0:01.H ere,we �x the crystal�eld

splitting ec and totalhole density n = 0:5 instead of ne.The

anisotropy ofspin susceptibility �an = �ab=�c is shown by the

thin solid line.The double dotted line shows�se=�
""
e where �se is

the eigenvalue in the single-orbitalH ubbard m odel(eq.(33)).

pseudo-spin. This single-orbital m odel has the SU (2)

sym m etryfortherotationofpseudo-spin.Therefore,spin

triplet superconducting state is isotropic for the direc-

tion ofd-vectorde� ned by thepseudo-spin.In Fig.8,we

see that�an in the two-orbitalm odelcom esto unity in

the lim it� ! 1 .Then,the m axim um eigenvalueoflin-

earized Dyson-G orkov equation actually com es to that

ofsingle-orbitalHubbard m odel.O n theotherhand,the

g-factorofZeem an coupling term is anisotropic for the

pseudo-spin,and therefore the anisotropy of spin sus-

ceptibility rem ainsin the single-orbitalm odel.In other

words,thee� ectofspin-orbitcouplingisabsorbed by the

characterofquasi-particlesand the residualinteraction

isisotropicin the strong coupling lim it� ! 1 .

Although thetwo-orbitalHubbard m odelin eq.(11)is

too sim pleto providea generalform ula,thesam esitua-

tion isgenerallyexpected when theheavy quasi-particles

consistofoneK ram ersdoublet.Actually,ithasbeen re-

ported by the NM R m easurem ents63) that the d-vector

in UPt3 isalm ostisotropic,although the spin suscepti-

bility issigni� cantly anisotropic.Thus,theanisotropy of

d-vectorand thatofspin susceptibility isquite di� erent

in general.

5. C om parison w ith Sr2R uO 4

Interestingly,we have found som e sim ilaraspectsbe-

tween NaxCoO 2 � yH2O and Sr2RuO 4. The latter is

the m ost established spin triplet superconductor in d-

electron system s.4) O ne ofthe sim ilarity is the orbital

dependent superconductivity. The three t2g-orbitals is

divided to two groups, nam ely dxy-orbital and dyz-

dzx-orbitals in Sr2RuO 4,a1g-orbitaland e0g-orbitals in

NaxCoO 2 � yH2O .The superconductivity is m ainly in-

duced by the form er in Sr2RuO 4 while by the latter in

NaxCoO 2 � yH2O .Anotherinteresting � nding isthatthe

spin-orbitcoupling term hasthesam em atrix elem entas

eq.(10).Thisenablesusto sum m arizetheresultson the

d-vectorin a uni� ed way asshown in Table III.

Sr2R uO 4 N axCoO 2 � yH2O

Square lattice Triangularlattice

dxy dyz,dzx e0g

Lx,Ly Lz Lz

p-wave p-wave f-wave

O (�2) O (�) O (�) O (�2)

d̂ kz d̂ kxy d̂ kxy both

Table III. A n uni�ed description on the d-vector between

Sr2R uO 4 and N axCoO 2 � yH2O .The second colum n shows the

sym m etry ofcrystal.Thethird colum n showstheorbitalsleading

to the superconductivity.Theforth colum n showsthe im portant

com ponentoforbitalm om ent.The �fth colum n showsthe sym -

m etry ofsuperconductivity.The sixth colum n showsthe leading

orderterm with respectto the spin-orbitcoupling.The lastcol-

um n shows the direction of d-vector.The results on Sr2R uO 4

have been obtained in R ef.50.

W ealso show thecasewherethedyz-and dzx-orbitals

induce the superconductivity in Sr2RuO 4.In this case,

the resultson the d-vectorare qualitatively the sam e as

thep-wavesuperconductivity in NaxCoO 2� yH2O .Actu-

ally,theanalysisofthe� rstorderterm in � (seex4.2)can

beapplied to thecasein Sr2RuO 4 in thesam eway.
50) In

both cases,theorbitalm om entalongthec-axisstabilizes

the d-vectoralong the plane.

The � rst order term in � vanishes in Sr2RuO 4 when

the dxy-orbitalisactive.Although thisissim ilarto the

f-wave state in NaxCoO 2 � yH2O ,the m icroscopic ori-

gin isquite di� erent.The � rstorderterm disappearsin

Sr2RuO 4 sincethehybridization term with dyz-and dzx-

orbitalsvanishes.50)

Note thatthe resultson Sr2RuO 4 are consistentwith

experim ents.Itisbelieved thatthedxy-orbitalism ainly

superconducting in Sr2RuO 4.Then,weobtain thechiral

superconducting state,50) nam ely Pz-state in Table II,

which isconsistentwith the�SR m easurem ent.64) O wing

to the disappearanceofthe � rstorderterm in �,the d-

vectorcan berotated by a weak m agnetic� eld along the

c-axis.Actually,the NM R m easurem enthasdetected a

d-vectoralong the plane under the weak m agnetic � eld

H k c.65)

6. Sum m ary and D iscussions

In thispaper,wehaveinvestigated thed-vectorin the

possiblespin tripletsuperconductorNaxCoO 2� yH2O on

thebasisofthetwo-orbitalHubbard m odelrepresenting

the e0g-orbitals.There rem ainsa 6-fold (3-fold)degener-

acy in the p-wave (f-wave)superconducting state ifwe

neglectthespin-orbitcoupling.Therefore,weincludethe

L-S coupling term in Co ionsinto the Ham iltonian and

determ ine the pairing state on the basis ofthe second

orderperturbation theory.

W e � nd that the role ofspin-orbit coupling is quite

di� erent between the p-wave superconductivity and f-

wavesuperconductivity.Thed-vectorisalwaysalongthe

plane ifthe orbitalpart has the p-wave sym m etry.O n

theotherhand,thedirection ofd-vectordependson the



10 J.Phys.Soc.Jpn. Full Paper YouichiYanase,M .M otizukiand M asaoO gata

param etersiftheorbitalparthasthef-wavesym m etry.

In ourcalculation,thesuperconducting Tc isdeterm ined

foreach direction ofd-vector.W eshow thatthesplitting

ofTc in thep-wavestateism uch largerthan thatin the

f-wavestate.

Such a di� erentroleofspin-orbitcouplingisexplained

byanalyzingthe� rstorderterm with respecttothespin-

orbit coupling �. This term is e� ective in the p-wave

sym m etry,butine� ective in the f-wavesym m etry.This

property is hold in allofthe perturbation term s with

respect to the Coulom b interactions.Therefore,the re-

sultsin thispaperwillbevalid beyond thesecond order

perturbation theory adopted here.Theonly assum ption

is that the superconductivity is m ainly induced by the

e0g-orbitals.

The determ ination ofd-vectorisespecially im portant

forthe interpretation ofK nightshiftm easurem entsbe-

cause the m agnetic properties ofspin triplet supercon-

ductordepend on the direction ofd-vector.O urresults

indicatethatthed-vectorcan berotated by a weak m ag-

netic� eld in thecaseoff-wavesuperconductivity,while

thed-vectorisstrongly � xed againstthe applied � eld in

the case ofp-wavesuperconductivity.The NM R K night

shiftalong the plane willdecrease in the lattercase be-

causethed-vectorhasboth x̂ and ŷ com ponents.O n the

otherhand,theK nightshiftwillbealm osttem perature-

independent in the form er case in alldirections ofap-

plied m agnetic� eld.Unfortunately,experim entalresults

seem to be confusing.The NM R K nightshiftin Co-site
6,7,60,61) and O -site 60) hasshown a sizabledecreasefor

theparallelm agnetic� eld.Thisisconsistentwith ourre-

sultsforthep-wavestate.O n theotherhand,theK night

shift in D-site has reported a qualitatively di� erent re-

sult6) which isconsistentwith ourresultsforthef-wave

state.

Finally,we suggest som e future experim entalstudies

which are highly desired.First,the NM R K night shift

alongc-axism ayprovideconclusiveevidenceforthepair-

ingsym m etry.K obayashietal.hasreported apioneering

resultwhich showsa slightdecrease ofK nightshiftbe-

low Tc.
7) Although thisobservation im pliesthespin sin-

gletsuperconductingstate,thetheoreticalinterpretation

seem snotto beconclusive.Itisnoted thatthedecrease

ofc-axis K night shift in Ref.7 is very sm allcom pared

with that ofin-plane K night shift.Although this sm all

decreasem aybeexplainedon thebasisofthevortexstate

with spin singletpairing,7) anothertheoreticalinterpre-

tation m ay be also valid.Forexam ple,we suggestthree

possibilities based on the spin triplet superconducting

state.The � rst one is the coexistence ofp-and f-wave

superconductivitieswhich willbediscussed in thesubse-

quent paper.58) Extending the present theory to deter-

m ine the pairing state below Tc,we � nd thiscoexistent

state around the boundary between the p-and f-wave

statesin Fig.4.Them agneticsusceptibility decreasesin

thisstateforalldirectionsofm agnetic� eld.Thesecond

one is the role ofstrong electron correlation.The con-

clusionsobtained in the weak coupling BCS theory can

be m odi� ed in the strongly correlated electron system s,

especially near the m agnetic instability.The third one

is the role ofdisorderwhich leads to the rotation ofd-

vector.Thedetailed m easurem entsofc-axisK nightshift

including the m agnetic � eld dependence,sam ple depen-

dence and im purity e� ect are highly desired fora clear

identi� cation ofthe pairing state.

Second,the search for the m ultiple phase transition

underthem agnetic� eld isparticularly interestingin the

futurestudy.Thephasetransition accom panied by a ro-

tation ofd-vector is expected in the spin triplet super-

conductorunderthe m agnetic � eld.Such a phase tran-

sition isprom ising when the H c2 islarge,nam ely when

the m agnetic � eld is applied along the plane.W e have

actually determ ined the phase diagram under the par-

allelm agnetic � eld on the basis of the weak coupling

theory.58) W e � nd that such a phase transition is ex-

pected in the p-wave superconducting state and p + f

coexistentstatewhilethatisnotexpected in thef-wave

state.Interestingly,thesecond phasein thep-wavestate

isdi� erentfrom allofthepairing statesin TableII,and

theNM R K nightshiftdecreaseseven in thisphase.The

resultson thissubjectwillbereported in anotherpubli-

cation.58)

Third,the precise m easurem ent on the critical� eld

H c2 alongtheplaneisim portant.Although som eauthors

have reported the m easurem ent,the results are contro-

versial.17,18) Ifthe H c2 far exceeds the Pauliparam ag-

netic lim it,the spin triplet pairing state is prom ising.

Thisissue isclosely related to the second issue,nam ely

the possibility ofm ultiple phase transition.For exam -

ple,it has been reported that the K night shift in the

Co-NM R and �SR doesnotdecreasein a high m agnetic

� eld along the plane.6,10) Ifthis m agnetic � eld is still

below H c2,the qualitatively di� erentbehaviorfrom the

low m agnetic� eld region indicatesam ultiplephasetran-

sition.

Atlast,itisdesirabletodeterm inetheFerm isurfaceof

superconducting m aterialexperim entally.Although the

existenceofeg-Ferm isurfaceisabasicassum ption ofthis

paper,itisnotclearwhethertheeg-Ferm isurfaceexists

ornot.RecentARPES m easurem ents56,57) on the non-

superconducting m aterialhave reported a qualitatively

di� erentFerm isurfacefrom the LDA calculations.34{36)

W ethink thatthem easurem enton thesuperconducting

m aterialishighly desired.
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