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SrRuQ; is a prototypical multi-band superconductor with threedsacrossing the Fermi level. These bands
exhibit distinct dimensional characteristics, with onasjt2D~-band and two quasi-1Bb- and5-bands. This
leads to the expectation that the superconductivity on/thand may be only weakly Josephson-coupled to that
on the other two bands. Based on an explicit microscopic weakling calculation appropriate for RuQ;,
we study the collective Leggett modes associated with ttagive phase oscillations between the bands and
show that a relatively soft Leggett mode exists due to thepaoatively weaker inter-band Josephson coupling.
These calculations also provide insight into why the supeglacting gap magnitudes may be comparable on
all three bands, despite the noticeable differences bettveey and«/S8 bands. The analyses can be readily
applied to other multi-band superconductors.

Multi-band superconductors possess physical properties a
that are not present in single-band superconductors. Depen
ing on the nature of the interactions driving the Cooperipgir B v

and the orbital character of the bands, the supercondumting

der parameter may not be dominated by one band with only

much weaker induced superconductivity on the other bands. X
This is particularly so in multi-band systems with unconven

tional pairing symmetry, where the correlations underyme
superconductivity often involve electrons on differenhts

strongly interacting with each other. These inter-bandrint

actions give rise to effective Josephson couplings between
superconducting order parameters of the different banis Ky

a consequence, in the ground state, the multiple order param

eters are locked in a configuration with a particular set bf re FIG. 1: The three Fermi surfaces of, RuO;, in the k. = 0 plane.
ative phases and magnitudes. The c-axis dispersion is small and is ignored in our calculations

Under external perturbations or at finite temperatures, the
relative phase between the multiple order parameters aan flu
tuate, costing a finite amount of energy that is determinedess likely. Secondly, due to the quasi-1D nature ofdfig-
by the inter-band couplings. These collective excitatiares bands, the inter-band scattering between these two must be
commonly referred to as Leggett mode$hey respond to  much stronger compared with that involving théand. This
electromagnetic fields in a peculiar manner, and are urtli&ke t naturally leads to a relatively weaker Josephson couplig b
usual global U(1) phase fluctuations which are pushed up teweeny anda/3-bands.
the plasma frequency due to Coulomb interacti®ns. There is some experimental evidence in favor of compara-
The putative chirap-wave superconductor SRuO,22is  ble superconductivity on all three bands ofBu0, 314 and
a prototypical multi-band system, with three bands cragsin theoretically, a weak-coupling renormalization grouplgsia
the Fermi energy — two quasi one dimensional (I1D)3- by Scaffidiet al1® predicts comparable pairing strength on all
bands and one quasi two dimensional (2Bhand (Fig[ly  of the bands in the parameter range believed to be apprepriat
The quasi-1D bands originate primarily from the hybridizedto S,RuQ,. However, this is an unresolved issue, and both
4d xz andyz-orbitals, while they-band is dominated by the experimentaf.l’ and theoreticaf-2*indications exist in sup-
zy-orbital. These orbitals are further mixed by spin-orbit port of a state where one of the two sets of bands dominates.
coupling®® Zhitomirsky and Ric® have studied the effects driven by
The exact superconducting gap structure in this material ithe inter-band interactions in a simplified two-band modsi,
an ongoing debat&1?! In spite of this, a few things can be ing phenomenological estimates for the interactions. &her
said regarding the effective interactions between the low e it was found that a reasonable amount of inter-band inter-
ergy fermions on the three Fermi surfaces. Firstly, theaintr action is necessary to bind together the primary and the
band Cooper pair scattering on the quasi-1D bands may bgassive superconducting bands. In this work, we evaluate
markedly different from that on the quasi-2D band. This doul the effective inter-band interactions and Josephson oaysl
lead to one set of bands or the other dominating the supem SrRuO, via explicit microscopic calculations following
conductivity, as was first pointed out by Agterberg et?al. Scaffidi et ak® We will show that a relatively soft Leggett
However, as we will see, inter-band interactions make thisnode should be present because of the comparatively weaker
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coupling between the quasi-2p» and quasi-1Dv/3-bands. The effective Hamiltonian may be written as,
This detailed investigation into the inter-band interas also o)

helps to elucidate how the three bands may or may not support H = Z / drit U(r)(p— — 1) Yp,e(T)
comparable Cooper pairing. o 7 2my,

In a chiralp-wave superconductor, whether single-band or ; ; N . ,
multi-band, additional phase modes may also arise in connec + / dr), o (P)U,, o (P)V g (1 = )00 0 (P) Yy, (7).
tion with the relative phase fluctuations between the tweathi e
components. These are referred to in literature as “clagpin ' 1)
modes?® While we do not study these modes in detail, we ar- (
gue that some of their experimental signatures differ froemt Here . = «,3,v are the band indicesy,, is the effec-
Leggett modes and the two types of collective modes may btve mass for bangs, ando represent pseudospins which dif-
distinguished. fer from the original spin indices due to spin-orbit couplin

Finally, although there is strong evidence for the time-The second term describes taiectiveelectron-electron in-
reversal symmetry breaking (TRSB) chigalvave supercon- teractions between band-and band~ in a particularpre-
ductivity in SprRuUO,,26-20 difficulties remain in reconciling sumedpairing channel (different channels are characterized
the expectations for this order and a few key experiments, inby different effective interactions). These interactiqure-
cluding the puzzling absen®e®* (or smallnes®) of spon-  sumably originate from Coulomb correlations and their asso
taneous edge current (although recent years have seen riated particle-hole density-wave fluctuations.
merous attempts to explain the absence of edge catrédt Note that we are only considering intra- and inter-band in-
the anomalous suppression of the in-plane upper critiddl fie teractions which scatter pairs of electrons, respectivetiin
H.»** and indications of a first order transition for in-plane a band and from one band to another. Effectively, this
H., at low temperaturé$ (see Ramires et &P.for a recent amounts to having no inter-band Cooper pairs. No partic-
attempt to explain this). It is thus tempting to ask whetherular forms are specified for the interactions” (r — r’) at
SrLRUO, could in fact support an alternative TRSB odd- this point. However, it is assumed that such interactioad le
parity superconducting order, made possible by the multito the highly anisotropic chiral-wave pairing with compara-
band naturé® analogous to what has been discussed in théle pairing amplitudes on all of the bands, as found in earlie
context of MgCNi,%’ some iron-based superconduct&rs? calculationg'® In particular, the inter-band interactio&
and SrPtAs? There, TRSB is associated with a complex or-and V#7 are considered weak comparedité” as well as
der parameter configuration on three or more bands. In reldo the intra-band interactions, whilé* is relatively strong
tion to SpRUQ,, a helicap-wave pairing with complex multi- and may even excedd>®/#8 due to the quasi-1D nestifg.
band order parameter for example would seem consistent wit@ne may make a further simplifying approximation and set
the experiments mentioned above. Note that a one-band heliz®* ~ V4% on account of the similarity of the two 1D band
cal p-wave is intrinsically time-reversal invariant, in the sen  structures.
that the spin up and down electrons form Cooper pairs of op- As is elaborated in AppendixXIA, the eigenvectors of the in-
posite orbital angular momentaHowever, in our model, we teraction matrixi/ qualitatively approximate the possible or-
find that SRuO;, lacks the ingredients favorable for the for- der parameter configurations in theesumegbairing channel.
mation of this type of TRSB multi-band superconductivity. In particular, the eigenstate with the most attractive mig&ie

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We first for-corresponds to the most favorable configuration.
mulate in Sell a qualitative description of the multi-band s After a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation in the Cooper
perconductivity in SfRuQy, and then substantiate in Set Il channel using auxiliary fielda,, (the superconducting order
with inputs obtained from microscopic weak coupling calcu-parameter) and integrating out the fermionic fields, thecff
lations. We then make specific analyses of the Leggett modesye action becomes,
along with a discussion of the experimental consequence in
connection with Raman scattering in $eg Ill. Finally we ex- g — /de% (Z A:«L]}WAV - ZTr InG;1> )
amine the possibility of exotic TRSB multi-band chiral and o m
helical pairings in Sec V. . o .
where the first term may be simplified ta*)7 VA with A =
(As, Ap, AT andV = —V~1, and the Gorkov Green’s
I. EFFECTIVE MODEL function is given by

. 9. — Y2 _ _A
As is clear from the above discussion, a study of the Gl = —< i j“X* e o+ v_2V+ ) )
multi-band dynamics in SRuQy requires a knowledge of the v T am, T HY

Josephson couplings between the multiple order parametehs this action we have ignored the vector potential which is
on the three bands. We start here by introducing an effectiverelevant to our discussion. A

model to qualitatively capture the main features of therinte  Particular attention is due for the coupling maf¥ixwhose
band couplings. Despite the lack of microscopic accuracypff-diagonal elements describe inter-band Josephson cou-
this model is instructive for understanding the properties plings. Our expectation of much weakeéf” andV#” com-

the ground state and the collective phase modes. pared toV*? as well as the other interactions immediately



leads to interband couplings of similar nature. On thesedyas actions in the orbital basis,

we take, U o
Hint - . Z Eniasnias/ + . Z 7niasnibs’
1 a1 by M i,a,87£s’ i,a#b,s,s’
f) = - /\ as 712 . (4) J + T
Vo + Z 5 CiasCibs Cias’ Cibs
e a3 i,a#b,s,s’ 2
I v

with |n1], |m2| < |A|. HereV, sets the overall interaction + Z 5 CiasCias Cibs' Cibs » (6)
energy scale, the quantitiasandr); /7. describe respectively i,a7#b,57s'

the inter-bandv-3 andy-a/ 8 Josephson couplings, while the \yhere; is the site indexg
a;’s are the intra-band couplings irrelevant to the rigidify o
the relative phases between the bands. Noting the sir_r;zilaritj, — J where.J is the Hund's coupling. Following Raglet

between the quasi-1D bands, one may approximate ~ al.,2% these interactions are treated perturbatively in the limit

2] = 1. U,J < W whereW is the bandwidth. Thug/U fully pa-
The rigidity of the relative phase between the bands is deteframeterizes the interactions in the model. Projectingiri
mined by the inter-band couplings. Assuming the same ordejctions to the Fermi level/*” (k, p) in the Cooper channel is
parameter amplitude on all bands, and setting 0, 71 ~  then evaluated up to the one-loop level, as is appropridtesin
n2 = n < 0in light of our numerical results to be presented weak coupling limit. Finally, the superconducting gap func
in the next section, our analyses follow the standard procetion is obtained by solving the linearized gap equationgisin
dure®®>* and are given in detail in AppendixI B (see a more v+ (k, p).
thorough derivation in Marciani et &). To simply quote the For a range of interaction and tight-binding parameters
main conclusion: the system exhibits a relatively soft Letyg thought to be appropriate for SRuQ,, an anisotropic chi-
mode, with an excitation gap that is determined by the interral p-wave pairing emerges as the most attractive solution to
band couplings) in the following way, the gap equation (although a helical pairing representssecl
competitor, see also SEc]IV). We denote this gap in the fol-

a0 lowing form,
_ n
wy, = ”NOVOAO’ (5) Agatda (k)

Ap= | Doses(k) | ()

. .. .. . A07¢7(k)
where for simplicity we have assumed similar density ofestat
No and gap amplitudes on all bands. This mode is a consewhere ¢, (k) is the normalized form factor of the full
guence of phase fluctuations on th#and with respect to the anisotropic chiralp-wave gap function on band; and the
other two bands. In the limit of vanishing interaction betwe vectorA = (Aoa, Aog, Aoy) T, with its elements indicating
the two sets of bands, this mode becomes massless. the relative phase and magnitude of the order parameters on

The particular set of inter-band couplings considered abovthe three bands, specifies the order parameter configuration
is free of frustration (see SECIIV). On the other hand, a sehote that these anisotropic pairing gaps in general lead+o n
of frustrated inter-band interactions not realized in omdel  ticeably reduced edge currefi§42with strong further sup-
of SLRUO;, such as one that would lead 20> 0, 5; >  pression when combined with surface disordé¥. Similarly
0 andn, < 0, gives rise to an anomalously soft Leggett mode,anisotropic gaps on the two quasi-1D bands have also been
as has been shown previou$i¥* (see AppendikB). invoked to explain tunneling conductance alongdraxis

In AppendiXA we formulate an approach to extract the ef-
fective intra- and inter-band interactions. Essentiafiyanal-
ogy to Scalapinet al2® formulated for a one-band model, the
integrated inter-band interaction is approximated by,

= xz,yz,xy is the orbital in-
dex, s denotes the spim,. = ¢! cius, U/ = U — 2J, and

I1. ' WEAK COUPLING CALCULATIONS

@7 (k)V™ (k,p) o (p)
w _ §MFS dk §I/FS dp ,U}J.(k)v’/(p) 8

We now present a microscopic calculation of the interac- 6 (k)2 3 (60 (p)]2 1o
tion matrix V' for S,RuQy. The first step is to obtain the ef- (f,ms dk J;(k) ) (qus de(p))
fective band interactions using the microscopic Hamikoni
of the three Ru,, 4d-orbitals. This can be achieved follow-
ing the weak coupling renormalization group calculatiops b
Scaffidiet al® of the effective interactiofr** (k, p) associ-
ated with each Cooper pair scattering process on any pai o
andv-band Fermi surfaces. For the sake of brevity, we refer 0.5206 —1.2181 —0.0635
to Ref. 15 for details and only sketch the calculations here. V=V, |—-1.2181 0.3427 —0.0608 9)

Most crucially, the study starts with on-site Coulomb inter —0.0635 —0.0608 —1.0000

wherev,, (k) is thep-band Fermi velocity at Fermi wavevector
k. For the parameter$/U = 0.06, A\soc = 0.1£,2° used in
Scaffidiet al2® (¢ is the primary in-plane hoping intergral of
f the 1D orbitals), we obtain,
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whereVy > 0 sets the overall interaction energy scale in thetuations associated with the quasi-1D bands. The latteystu
pairing channel under consideration. Most notable featurealso found noticeable proximity induced supercondugtioit

of this matrix include: a rather strong interaction betweenthe v-band once spin-orbit coupling is included. While we
the two quasi-1D bands, considerably weaker inter-band ineannot resolve the on-going debate with our calculatians, i
teractions between the quasi 1D and 2D bands, and compatay not be ruled out that both the small and large wavevector
rable intra-band couplings on the two quasi-1D bands, all oEpin fluctuations enter at low energies with similar strangt
which are roughly consistent with the qualitative obséorat promoting comparable pairings on all bands, as is found in
in the previous section. We verify that these main featureshis work.

are generic for a broad range of interaction parameters (als

see [(IR) in SeL1V), and for spin-orbit coupling smaller than

0.1t. Note that in this calculatiom\soc = 0.1¢ already rep- 1. LEGGETT MODESAND THEIR DETECTIONIN
resents a rather strong spin-orbit coup¥hsuggested by re- RAMAN SPECTROSCOPY
cent measuremen®=? The relative inter-band interactions be-
tween~ and the other two bands depends ¢ and are To analyze the collective phase modes, we turn to the
weaker for smaller spin-orbit coupling. Josephson coupling matrix= —V ! using [9),

Following AppendiXA, solving the compact gap equation
(B4) whichiis related td{9), we obtain two attractive sabut, .1 (02653 0.9302 —0.0734
with the leading one given b ~ (0.33,0.31,0.89)7 % i.e. V=—1 09302 0.4019 -0.0835| . (10)
comparable gap amplitudes on the three bands similar to what 0 \—0.0734 —0.0835 1.0000

was originally obtained in Ref. 15. In this regard, the

matrix encapsulates crucial information about the mudiady 1 € qualitative features of the inter-band couplings we dis
character of the superconducting state in the pairing charfUSSed belowl{4) are reproduced. The excitation gap of the

nel under consideration. The noticeable attractive intera SOft Leggett mode may now be obtained following Appendix

tion on thevy-band can be attributed to the proximity to the El
van Hove singularity on that band. Interestingly, the quasi 0.08
1D bands experience repulsive intra-band interactionghvhi wr, =~ | ——=1Ay,
disfavor Cooper pairing. This is however compensated by a NoVo

strong interaction induced by the pronounced incommensUghere we have used the relatip®A g, ~ 2.8A05 = Aoy =

rate spin fluctuations between the two bands, which is eVeN, obtained above. One may use a rough weak-coupling es-
stronger than the intra-band interactiongrto make the pair- i mate NoVy ~ 0.2. Thus the energy required to excite this
ing strengths on the two sets of bands comparable. In fact,ode  0.64A) is lower than the2A, needed to break a
over a wide parameter range{ .J/U < 0.3) one finds com-  cqoper pair in a fully gapped isotropic superconductor. Nev
parable gap magnitudes on all bars. ertheless, due to the strong anisotropy of the supercoimguct
As an important remark, while the one-loop weak couplinggap structure, low-lying quasi-particles should also texisl|
calculations likely have captured reasonably well thecstru pelow2A,. Furthermore, with weaker spin-orbit coupling,
ture of the interactions and hence the symmetry and steicturand», decrease, thus the Leggett mode becomes softer ac-
of the gaps, they could potentially predict inaccuratetieda  cordingly. Finally, at constanh., wy, increases (decreases)
gap amplitudes on the bands. For example, at finite interwith increasing (decreasing)oq, s-
action scale, due to the quasi-nesting, the inter-bandaate  We now discuss the experimental consequences for the
tions between the 1D bands can in principle be enhanced onggggett modes. These collective phase modes couple indi-
higher order scattering processes, such as at the levehof rarectly to external electromagnetic fields and hence can be ex
dom phase approximation, are included. This would accordeited by photons in optical probes, such as electronic Raman
ingly enhance the pairing on these two bands with respect tgpectroscopy. The Raman response can be derived via stan-
that on~. Of course, higher order contributions could alsodard linear response theory, and we refer to Refs 49,5860
enhance the effect of the van Hove singularity, which wouldfor details. Essentially, when the frequency difference be
have the opposite effect, but this may be mitigated somewhaiveen the appropriate incident and scattered photons emtch
by the fact that the odd-parity gap function must vanishat th the excitation gap of a collective mode, the Raman spectrum
van Hove point. exhibits a sharp resonance, as has been observed in the multi
In addition, in contrast to the results found here and origband MgB superconduct8t. Moreover, since the Leggett
inally in Scaffidi et all®, two recent numerical functional modes correspond only to the relative phase fluctuations be-
renormalization group approack&&* have reported domi- tween the bands and do not perturb the symmetry of the
nant triplet superconductivity on one of the two sets of lskand Cooper pair wavefunction within the individual bands, they
However, the two predictions differ in an important manner.couple only to thed;, channel. Thus the Raman spectrum
Wanget al2? argued that the small wavevector spin fluctua-in the A;, channel is a direct measurement of the properties
tions associated with the-band van-Hove singularity domi- of these phase modes. In realistic situations, the shagp res
nates the superconducting correlation (see also altgenati  nances are broadened due to damping effects introduced by
gument by Hucet al2%), while in Tsuchiizuet al2* supercon-  impurities and low energy quasi-particles in anisotropie s
ductivity is driven primarily by the large wavevector spindt  perconductof®.

(11)
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i d Here we examine the possibility of TRSB multi-band pair-
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ing. This has been predicted for some multi-band (three or
) _ ~ more bands) systems when there are two degenerate or near
FIG. 2: Typical low-frequency electronic Raman response indegenerate order parameters, as can occur when the imter-ba
S_rgRuO4 in the A1, channel in the cases of two different gap ra- interactions are frustratéd:5%.52|n that case, the system may
tios between the 1D and 2D bands: (Bo,| ~ 2.8|A0a,sl, (B) ek 4 complex linear combination of the two near-degererat
|Aoy| >~ |Aoa,s|. The continuum contribution (black dashed), ex- .

’ order parameters and, consequently, break time-revemsal s

hibiting nonvanishing intensity below = 2A,, is evaluated using . . . .
an anisotropic three-band chiraiwave model. The gap anisotropy metry. Typically for there to be only a single transition lwit

resembles the one obtained in Refl 15. A small imaginary parth® TRSB phase condensingZat it requires fine tuning and
T = 0.0044, is used in the analytic continuation of the Raman degenerate order parameters. But this phase may exist over

susceptibility for regularization. The Leggett mode cilntion is & range of parameters (for example as doping is varied), con-

shown in red (solid). Here we have simplified the calculabgrus-  densing at a second transition belG

ing a broadening ofz, = 0.5A, to model the damping due to the  For the chiral channel of SRuQy, the inter-band interac-

coupling with the low-lying quasi-particle states. Thisedmot alter  tijons in [9) are unfrustrated, as they are all attractie, the

the Leggett mode peak positfn three band gaps can choose to have the same sign to simulta-
neously minimize the inter-band interactions. Howeveg du
to the relatively weak interactions betweerand the other

In addition to the Leggett modes, there exists anothefwo bands, the system might still permit two near degenerate

form of collective phase fluctuations in chiral supercorduc solutions, withA,, taking opposite signs with respect to the

tors — the so-called clapping modes These modes origi- other bands.

nate from relative phase oscillations between the two com- If two solutions are sufficiently close to degeneracy,

ponents of the chiral order parameter (thus belonging to arwhether the two solutions would form a TRSB complex order

gular momentum 2 fluctuations) and are characterized by parameter can then be analyzed using an effective Ginzburg-

an excitation gap/2A, for a two dimensional isotropic chi- Landau theory (see Appendixl C). Taking order parameter

ral p-wave superconduct8#-6® The excitation energy may fields A; and A, to denote the respective amplitudes of the

become smaller for anisotropic superconduct®f.Note leading and subleading solutions, we find that the relative

that by symmetry orthogonal order parameter componentghase between the two is determined by three quartic terms in

from different bands do not couple, so that one can treathe free energys’|A > (AT Az + A1A3), 87| Mg (AT A2 +

the Leggett and clapping modes separately. In principleA1A3), and 8(ATA; + A1 A3)? (3 > 0), the first two of

the clapping modes also manifest as resonances in opticalhich favor a non-TRSB real superposition of the two fields,

spectroscopie®:53.6%66However, they do not couple to the while the last term promotes complex superposition. Since

Raman A;, channef® thus distinguishing them from the A; dominates belov’,, the 8’ term is most significant. We

Leggett modes. thus conclude that this type of complex multi-band order pa-

Following the derivations in Ref. 49, we plot in Ay 2 typi- fameter is unlikely to develop in our system. _
cal A;, Raman response for a three-band chiralave model Another interesting p055|b|llty.|s a TRSB hellcql state.
of S,RUO, using [I0). We have considered two different sce-HOWever, we verify through our microscopic calculationatth
narios, one with smaller gap amplitude on thand3-bands, t_he |nte_r—t_>and interactions in th_e helical channel areitpsal _
another with approximately equal gaps on all bands. In botilively _5|mllar to those of the chiral channel (thus our previ
cases, the Leggett mode manifests as a peak in the spectra.giiS discussions of a relatively soft Leggett mode equalty ap
the cases of sufficiently distinct gaps on the two sets of sand Plies to the helical channel). For example, usifg/ = 0.08,
however, the Leggett mode peak can in principle overlap (adsoc = 0-1£, as in Refl_15, we obtain for the helical channel,
in Fig[2 a), or even switch position with the continuum peakSimilar to (9),

associated with the smaller gap(s), thus potentially carapl 0.6185 —1.6331 —0.0635
ing the identification of the soft mode. V=1, 16331 05193 —0.0677 (12)
In summary, the existence of a low-frequency peak in the —0.0635 —0.0677 —1.0000

Aq4 channel of the Raman spectrum should be a character-

istic feature of the relatively soft Leggett mode in the rault Thus the inter-band interactions are also unfrustratede Th
band SsRuQ,. However, some technical difficulties in Ra- leading attractive order parameter las- (0.50, 0.65,0.57),

man spectroscopy, such as laser heating, must be overcome. comparable gap amplitudes on the thee bands as in the
in order to perform measurement at sub-Kelvin temperatureghiral channel. Combined with the Ginzburg-Landau analysi
Furthermore, since the Leggett mode resides at sub-meV freve see that the TRSB multi-band pairing is equally unlikely
guency range, it may be obscured by the wings of the elastim this channel.



V. CONCLUSIONS Appendix A: Gap equation and inter-band Josephson coupling

In this work we have focused on some novel aspects of In the weak coupling renormalization group calcula-
Sr,RuO, associated with the multi-band nature of the superdion presented in Scaffidét al.*> the effective interaction
conductivity in this material. Our qualitative and quaatite V" (k, p) that scatters Cooper pairs is obtained by including
analyses yield a consistent description of the multi-band i all of the contributing diagrams up to the one-loop levelrdie
teractions and couplings between the three bands. In partic the wavevectorg andp are Fermi wavevector on bapdand
lar, in line with an earlier argumeA?the distinct dimensional v, respectively. As will be further elaborated below, the-“av
characters of the quasi-2B-band and the quasi-1B/ (- erage” inter-band interactidn a particular pairing channel
bands in general results in a rather weak coupling betweel§ @ good measure of the strength of the inter-band Josephson
the two sets of bands. Such a peculiar coupling scheme pegoupling pertaining to that channel.
mits a relatively soft Leggett mode, which may be detected in One can solve the linearized gap equation to obtain solu-
optical probes such as Raman scattering, thereby providingtions belonging to different pairing channels,
testing ground for understanding the nature of the muitieba
unconventional superconductivity ins&RuQy.

In addition, our microscopically evaluated band interac-¢,(k)Ao, = —C Z jé dp Vi (k,p)od, (p) Aoy -
tions indicate comparable pairing interactions on the guas v=a,p~ " VES v (p)

1D and 2D bands, although from quite different origins, thus (A1)
clarifying the origin for SsRuQ; to exhibit comparable gaps HereC' = In:2%2 A, is the amplitude of the supercon-
on the three bands. We note this is compatible with speducting gap on bangs ¢, (k) is the normalized form factor
cific heat measuremefgsand recent tunneling spectroscopy characteristic of the symmetry and structure of the gap, and
measurement¥. v, (p) is the Fermi velocity of band- The most attractive

We also discussed the possibility of novel TRSB multi-bandeigen solution of[(All) corresponds to the leading supercon-
superconductivity, in both chiral and helical channelsw+o ducting instability with largesT-.
ever, SiRuO, lacks the frustrated inter-band interactions fa- The Josephson coupling between the bands in any partic-
vorable for the formation of the complex multi-band order ular pairing channel may be extracted through the following
parameter. Nevertheless, given the difficulties in redomgsi ~ procedure. First multiply both sides 6f{A1) by, perform
chiral p-wave pairind=:3*and the strict experimental upper an integration ovek, and define the following quantities,
bounds placed on the edge curré® as well as the indica-

tions of Pauli limiting effect in this materidf:4* it might be 4 ks o1 (k)pu (k) A2)
instructive to investigate the possibility of alternatiVR&SB A 1{ rs W
superconductivity which does not necessarily involve ahir
p-wave pairing.

Finally, although our discussions are focused ofR8IO;, v ke p gb;(k)V”V(k,p)gby(p) A3
the analyses are suitable for studying the nature of mattidb (U 7,{FS 1{” P v, (k)v, (p) (A3)

superconductivity in other systems.
Itis easy to show thaty” = (V;*)*. The gap equatiof (A1)
can then be transformed into a simple matrix form,
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We define the effective interactions between the bands as.excitations associated with the relative phase fluctuatim

Vv tween the bands.
Vi = /—X A (A6) We ignore the generically massive order parameter ampli-
e tude modes. Making explicit the complex phases of the three

For a one-band system, this returns the effective intemacti gaps Ae’” with A = A, positive real, we can then proceed
originally formulated in Ref. 55. Note that if we take a loose {0 derive the dispersion relations for the phase modesell
approximationd, ~ A ~ A, = A (which is roughly cor- ing the standardlprocedl??e‘After a gauge trans-formatllon,
rect for most of our numerical calculations), the eigen@est  (Yio, ¥l,)T = (€1%/245,e=/2p[ )T, the effective action
of V; (or V) constitute the solutions to the gap equation. in Eq. (2) becomes,

In conjunction with the discussions beloly (2) in the main
text, we obtain for the inter-band Josephson coupling, up to

an overall constant of the order of the density of states, N . R
Y S = /de% D AN ) =N " Trin(1 + Go%)
1,j l

Y r—1
V=-7; (A7) &
As a side remark, the relative signs of the,’s depend ~ where the Green’s function satisfies,

on the choice of gauge but the physics remains the same. For
example, one can assign an arbitrary sign to the form factor )
pf, say _bandu, which according to[@S) .result.s in a chgnge Gl = —000s + Aoy — 03(_V_ —w) (B2
in the signs of both/;” and V" for i # j andi # k. This 1
yields sign changes in the corresponding Josephson caggplin
Vi andV**. However, neither the eigenvaluesof {A4) nor the
masses of the collective phase excitations are alteredibeca

and the self-energy follows as,

of the sign change. Y= VO -V oo+ _2-8791 R ] ’ o
A gauge transformation cannot change the sigrowoffy ! 2my 0 2 2m; \ 2 8
one of the three inter-band couplings. Thus one can clas- (B3)

sify the multi-band superconductivity based on the configuwhere%’s are the usual Pauli matrices.

ration of the signs of the inter-band Josephson couplings — i ) o

a classification beyond the lattice point group symme#es. Consider small amplitude deV|at|9ns pf the phases from the
For example, sgiv®?, V7, V8] = [+ + —| is equivalent to stable statd), = o + ¢1 , the agtgzn in Eq.[(B1) can be
sgr{Vf, Va7, V3] = [+ — 4], as the two can be transformed €xpanded with respect to thig's as’®:

into one another by changing the sign of the form factor of the

~-band.

S =Y [ dadcun o Mitwna)  (©4)
Appendix B: L eggett modes "

Here, we analyze the effective model introduced in Bec Whereg(wy, q) = (¢, b3, d4)T (wn, q) With w, = 2n /T,
in detail and highlight the important features of the cdilee  and the matrix,

1 Ko — Aeag — N€ay A€ap N€ary
M= A€o Ks = Acap = nepy 1€sy (B5)
0 N€ay nepy Ky = mnleay + €sy)

with K; = Nyj(w? + v2,4%/2), e;; = cos(0or — 0o;) Aoi Doy, three order parameters in phase, ¢,¢.= 1. In this case, now

where N; and v, are respectively the density of states andconsider a rough approximatio¥, = Ng = N, = Ny and

average Fermi velocity of thieband. Ura = Urg = Ury = Upo, and take the amplitude of the gaps
to be the same on all bands. After an analytic continuation,

Itis worth noting that the relative phadg —fy;, and hence e gispersion relations for the phase modes may be obtained
the most stable order parameter configuration, dependson th

relative magnitude and signs of the original inter-baneriat-
tions. For example, if all inter-band interactions arezattive
as in our[(9) and(12), the obvious most favorable state has al
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by diagonalizing[(Bb), with a complex superposition of the two configurations. This
) may be best examined within an effective Ginzburg-Landau
w? = 551201‘12 (B6) theory.
A2 1 We wish to see if it is favorable fal\, to coexist with the
Wi = —3—Ln+ ~v5q (B7)  primaryA; below the superconducting transition and form a
NgVO 2 complex order parameter. The free energy density reads,
A 1.
wiy = _Nogfo (n+2X) + 5“%1‘12 (B8)

(6751 2 (65 2
. = —|A]" + =|As]
Here wg denotes the usudl (1) Goldstone mode, which 2 2

would be massive had we properly included the vector po- Biia a, Baia o, Pizix i2a 2

tential in our formalismuwr; andwy are the relative phase + 4 A"+ 4 |Baf" + 4 A1l A2

Leggett modes. Crucially, the excitation gap of themode, B 9 a s . " 9 a s .
as determined by the-a//5 inter-band Josephson coupling, + Z|A1| (ATA2 + A1AY) + Z|A2| (ATA2 +A1A7)

may be considerably smaller than the superconducting gap. B
This is the soft Leggett mode we anticipated. Interestirigly 1
our case described by, e.@f] (9) ahd| (10), faemode is over-
damped. This mode is related primarily to a relative phase
oscillation between the two 1D bands dominated by an interwhere “...” stands for higher order terms, ~ (T'—T.;) /T,
band interaction. The readers are referred to Marciani2t al and all of thes-coefficients can be derived from the micro-
for a more extensive discussion of the models containing-dommscopic band structure and (C1). Hekg and A, share the
inant inter-band interactions. same point group symmetry afié(1) symmetry (instead of
Similar analyses carry through when the Josephson cowseparaté/ (1)), thus the terms witl$’ ands” are allowed.

plings take different signs. An interesting scenario arise It can be shown thaB, 2, f12, 3 > 0, while 3’ and 8"

when the inter-band Interactions are frustrated [Sec [Yigre can take both signs and are in general non-vanishing. Note
a much softer Leggett mode is shown to be préSéftFrom "\ -4 s bukos® 8 — B” — 0 due to the particular

. . . . 3A2 ! . i R
our calculations, this mode is given by} = 53~¢- %W- structure of the eigenbasis resulting from the effectivétimu

To summarize, a relatively soft Leggett mode exists in atsc band interactions of their model. In our case for the type of
narios, provided the ground state features comparabligair interactions similar td{9) an@ (L.2}!, 3" # 0 and their mag-
gaps on the three bands. nitudes are of the same order/as

(ATAy + ALA)? + ..., (C2)

+

Although A, is not expected to condense right beldyy,
the coupling betweerh; and A, associated with thg’ term
immediately induces a non-vanishifg growing withA; as
| o |ALP o [(T. — T)/T.]%. Similarly the third possi-
order parameter (which is not near-degenerate and not ex
plicitedly written down in[(CIL)) will mix in belowT;, but, in
general, with a smaller amplitude. These sub-dominant com-

Appendix C: Two near-degener ate solutions

: . A
Here we discuss the scenario where two nearly degenera%(;?e2
attractive order parameter configurations emerge,

A — A mo‘i“g:; Amp — A 772“?“3:; ponents grow slower thaf\, but this nevertheless suggests
k= =1 771/3¢/3(k) e 772/3¢/3(k) ’ that determining the low temperature multi-band gap ampli-
My @y M2y Py tudes requires going beyond the weak-coupling approxima-
(c1 o
. T /- . tions we used.
where; = (nia,mi8,Miv)" (G = 1,2) are eigen vectors
to (Ad) with eigenvalues\; and A, ( assuméel;| = |Aq, Irrespective of how a non-vanishiny, may arise below

T, 2z T.2), and the two field®\; and A, describe the am- T.;, when the two fields coexist, their relative phase is de-
plitude of the superconducting order parameter in the cortermined by the last three quartic terms in the free energy,
responding solutions. In correspondence with the interacef which the 5-term favors a TRSB complex superposition,
tions given in[®), for example}; = (0.33,0.31,0.89)7 and  while the 3’- and 3”-terms favor non-TRSB order parame-
il = (0.70,0.67,—0.25)7. Note we have included ifi (C1) ters. SincgA;| > |Az|, the 8’ term dominates. Thus we
the form factors of the gaps on the respective bands for claconclude that our system is unlikely to sustain a TRSB com-

ity. We are interested in the possibility of TRSB in connewti  plex multi-band order parameter.
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