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It is shown that the properties of the superconductivity
observed In SrRuO 4 can be accounted for by properly tak-—
ing into account the intemaldegrees of freedom ofthe system .
T he electrons are strongly correlated in theRuO , planeswhile
the superconducting phase transition is driven by \um klapp
scattering" between the planes. T he inplanem agnetic corre—
Jations are determm ined via a non-perturbative approach. T he
orbital degeneracy and the m agnetic m om ents are intemal
degrees of freedom of the Cooper pairs that account for the
therm odynam ic properties in the superconducting phase.

W ith the discovery ofthe high tem perature supercon—
ductors a whole class of transition m etal oxides becam e
a Pcalpoint n condensed m atter research. These m a—
terials exhbit m any unconventional properties m ost of
which are interpreted controversially to date. A number
of experim ental probes ﬂ{E] show that the paired elec-
trons n SpRUO 4 carry a m agnetic m om ent m aking is
superconductivity unconventional E]. T he present paper
show s that S Ru0 4 is a striking exam ple ofhow uncon-—
ventional physics can have conventional origins.

Sr,Ru0 4 isthe rst layered transition m etaloxide that
exhibits superconductivity in the absence of copper ions
E]. T he lattice sym m etry is tetragonaland isostructural
to La,Cu0 4 wih lattice parametersa = b= 387 A in
the RuO, plne and c= 12:{74 A outofplne. In con—
trast to Lay,Cu0 4 the ruthenate is a Fem i liquid in the
tem perature range of T, < T < 30K Eﬂ] Superconduc—
tivity appearsbelow T, 1K.

Thesigni cant correlations[BfBlin SERu0 4, theS = 1
m om ents on Ru?* inpurities in Sr 0 4, and ferrom ag—
netic correlations in SXrRu0 3 led Rice and Sigrist E] to
propose that the superconducting order param eter has
pwave symm etry prom oted by ferrom agnetic correla-
tions analogousto He. A sin ilar proposalwasm ade by
B askaran @] based on a com parison w ith high T, ma—
terials and em phasizing the role of Hund’s rule coupling.
This idea is supported by experin ents that show that
the static m agnetic properties of Sp,RuO 4 are the sam e
In the nom aland the superconducting phase ﬂﬂ] whilke
no conclisive experin ental proof @{E] for the pwave
symm etry of the superconducting order param eter was
found. No indication for ferrom agnetic correlations has
been found neither in neutron scattering nvestigations
@] nor other approaches @{@]. Furthem ore, the spe-
ci c heat ] and nuclkar quadrupole resonance WQR)

ﬂ] are consistent w ith two-din ensional gapless uctua-—
tions in the superconducting phase of SR u0 4 which are
absent in super uid3He.

T he present approach consists of three logical steps.
F irst it is shown that the correlations In the RuO 4 planes
are dom Inated by quantum uctuations. Based on non—
perturbative m ethods E] it is then possble to account
forthe experin entally observed m agnetic structure factor
f41 in detail

In the second step it is shown that the coupling be—
tween the RuO 4, planes enhances the electron pair corre—
lationsvia um klapp scattering processes @]. In contrast
to the In-plane correlations the interplane coupling can
be treated perturbatively and leads to the superconduct—
Ing phase transition. T he presence of the tw o degenerate
d,x and dy, orbitals together w ith Hund’s rule coupling
Jeads to C ooper pairs that carry a m agnetic m om ent.

In a third step it is shown that the approach is consis—
tent w ith a multitude of experin ental cbservations @].
T he m agnetic m om ent of the C ooper pairs accounts for
the static m agnetic properties ,E] of SpRuO 4. Dis—
cussed closer herein is the observed speci c heat.

Incomm ensurate m agnetisn In order to develop an
understanding of the electronic correlations in the Ru0O ;
planes it is instructive to rst discuss how perturbative
approaches fail to describe the resuls from neutron scat—
tering E] in the nom alphase.

The bare electronic band structure of SrbRuO 4 has
been determ ined unam biguously by a number of m eth—
ods ]. Based on a tight binding band m odel for
the band structure the e ects of the on-site Coulomb re—
pulsion can be included by a perturbative approach, the
random phase approxin ation RPA). It is then possble
to calculate the m agnetic structure factor. Various such
studies have been perform ed w ith sin ilar resutts p3(pg1.

Figure [ visualizes a typical resut [L] for the inag-
nary part of the dynam ical m agnetic susogptibility in
RPA based on the band structures from the literature.
The data have been convoluted w ith the experim ental
resolution appropriate for inelastic neutron scattering
experin ents. The structures in Fjg.EI re ect the dis-
persion of the bands in the g, plane in reciprocal
space. W hile the results from neutron scattering show
pronounced peaks at [ 0:6;; 0:6;]many of the other
prom inent structures have not been observed E].

A n obviousexplanation isthat the perturbative resuls
underestin ate the quantum uctuationsofthe quasitwo—
din ensional system . In the presence of quantum  uctu-
ations the m agnetic susogptibility is expected to be en-
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FIG.1.
& ¢y plane from RPA .D ata are folded w ith the experin ental
resolution in neutron scattering experim ents.

Typicalplot of the m agnetic susceptibility in the

hanced much m ore hom ogeneously. The question then
arises about the origin of the experin entally observed
peaks at [ 0:65; 0:6;].

The answer can be given in tem s of the correlations
of the d,x and d,, orbials. The kinetic energy of the
electrons In these orbitals is dom inantly one dim ensional
EEEJ, nam ely along x for the d,; electrons and along
y for the d,, electrons. This allow s us to bosonize the
kinetic energy of the electrons in these orbials. The
on-site Coulomb interaction can then be included in a
non-perturbative way.

The Fem i velociy of the d,x and d,, elctrons has
been estinated to be vv 07 &Va ]. P erturba—
tive approaches @ ,@E ,@] nvolve values forthe on-site
Coulomb repulsion that are of the sam e orderas v, ie.,
the system is rather in an interm ediate than weak cou—
pling regim e. The coupling hybridizes the d,; and d,
electrons leading to dom inantly quasi one-din ensional
m agnetic correlations along the diagonals of the system ,
ie., along x = yorg = g . The m athem atical
derivation ofthose correlations from am icroscopicm odel
is rather nvolved and the interested reader is referred to
a Prthcom ing artice Ref. [L9)).

The resulting anticipated quasi one-din ensional el
em entary m agnetic excitation spectrum in reciprocal
space is depicted in FJgE The spectrum is gapless at
( & 2% & 2k)= ( 06; O0:6;)whihlads
to a dynam icalm agnetic structure factor that is strongly
peaked as observed experin entally E]. kr is the Femm i
w ave num ber ofthe d,x and d,, electrons. T he existence
ofa continuum is also consistent w ith experin ents. M ost
striking though is that the w idth ofm agnetic exciations
at energy !

q= — @)

Ve
is basically lndependent of the tem perature as observed
experin entally [[4] (red barFig.[]). This feature isdi -
cukt to explain w thin other theoretical approaches. T he
com parison of Eqg. ﬂ) w ith experin ent yields a value of
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FIG.2. E ective, quasione-din ensionalm agnetic excita—
tion spectrum iIn the g <, plane as anticipated from the d.x

and dy. electronic subsystem at intem ediate coupling.

the velocity of the elem entary m agnetic excitations of
Ve 120 K which is consistent w ith the tem perature
dependence of the peak intensities L4291

In conclusion the interm ediate coupling electronic cor—
relations In the RuO; planes of SrRUO 4 must be de-
scribed by a hom ogeneous, two-dim ensional part and
quasione-din ensionalm agnetic correlationsalong the di-
agonals of the basalplane.

Pair instability For the system to undergo a phase
transition the correlations in the planes have to be cou—
pld to om a three din ensional system . T he Interplane
hopping t; between the d,; and dy, orbitals has been
estin ated to be an order of m agnitude an aller than the
In-plane hopping @E] W e thushave a sn allparam eter
Justifying a perturbative approach. T he interplane hop—
ping involving dy, orbitals is expected to be signi cantly
am aller for geom etrical reasons EEE] and is neglected.

Let us consider the lowest order coherent Interplane
pair hopping tem
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The elctron creation and annihilation operators are

g, , andc, , Promial 2 fxjygwih spin 2 f";#g

on site 1. The otbitalindices ; ; % °2 fx;yg are re—

stricted by the Pauliprinciple or %= to %6 and
°s .

The prefactor 1 de o > g°_ o takes into account
that the pair hopping into the sam e orbial is suppressed
by the Pauliexclision principle. T he presence of Hund'’s
rule coupling favors spin triplet pairs over soin singlet
pairs. Consequently one expects m ixed orbital, spin—
triplet pairhopping to be enhanced w ith respect tom ixed
orbial, spin-singlet pair hopping and sam e orbital hop—
ping p4pg1.

The Fem ioperators In Eq. g) can be Fourier trans-
form ed via
_ plz X SR
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The realspace positions of the Ru ions are given by
R ;, the k are wave vectors. Lin iting the discussion to
the channelw ith the largest pair hopping am plitude the
H am ilttonian becom es In reciprocal space

X X Vi

Hp = Pl @P, @ : @)

b=xjyiz 4

Them ixed orbital, soin-triplet pair operatorsare de ned
by
X
Pop@ = Y w boo; 0 Cq kx; Gy 07 ©)
; O; OO;k
where b; o, arethePaulim atricesw ith b2 fx;y;zg. The
e ective potential is given by

v 2 a a c 6
+ = — COS— COosS— COos— :
9T % o & PS;F OS%

Forg= gy wih

2 2 2 2 2 2
— R+ — 9+ —2;,—R;—9;i—2 o)
a C

qu a a C a

the potential is extrem al and attractive, ie., qu;t
ﬁ =vr . A s a consequence of the body centered tetrag—
onal lattice structure the gy are reciprocal lattice vec—
tors. In other words the body centered tetragonal lattice
symm etry allow s for an um klapp scattering driven pair
Instability.
T hephase transition occursat T = T, when the Stoner
criterion
o @y50) LT o 0;0) L= Voo
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isful Iled. b (@;!) isthe inplane pairpair correlation
function w ith the pair operators as given in Eq. ﬁ) . The
strength of the e ective potential can be estin ated ]
as Vgx=Vor E£=w 6K which is consistent w ith
the observed am all critical tem perature T, 15K.In
the absence ofam agnetic eld and neglecting sym m etry
breakinge ects t(fx) = t(fy) = él;?z) and below the phase
transition all three order param eter com ponents have a

nite expectation value Py, (0)i6 0 8 b.

T he superconducting phase transition is induced by
Interplane um klapp scattering. T he C ooper pairs carry
soin one that is the com bined m agnetic m om ent of the
tw o bound electrons. T his is consistent w ith the absence
of a change of the K night shift ] and of the m agnetic
suscegptibility E] in the superconducting phase.

O rder param eter uctuations The order param eter
In SprRuO,; has multiple intemal degrees of freedom .
The m agnetic degrees of freedom are given by uctu-
ations between the three order param eter com ponents
FP g x;y;z1. They can be param eterized by a SO (3) vec—
toras ¢= (sih g¢sih ,;c08 gsin ,;c0s ,)Y.
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FIG .3. Speci cheat. The dash-dotted line isa t to the

region of quadratic tem perature dependence. T he dashed line
is the lihear t from Eq. @).

M uon spin relaxation ( SR) m easurem ents E] and the
out-ofplane critical eld ] suggests that the m agnetic
m om ent of the Cooper pairs lies predom lnantly in the
x-y plne PJ]. The vector  is then reduced to SO (2)
symm etry,ie., , = =2.Thisdoesnotalerthephysical
results discussed herein.

The m ean—- eld approach as discussed In the previous
section ignored possble spatial anisotropies of the order
param eter. Crtical eld m easurem ents are consistent
w ith the presence of two spatial order param eter com —
ponents @]. The m odel discussed In the context of
the ncom m ensurate m agnetic uctuations suggests that
there are two distinguished directions In the system . As
becom es apparent in Fjg.ﬁ those are along g = g, and
& = q.Indeed, it ollow s from the m icroscopicm odel
that the order param eter has two spatial com ponents as—
sociated w ith these directions @]. T he com ponents can
be param eterized by a tw o-com ponent vector ¢.

In the superconducting (ordered) phase the uctua-
tions in each of the channels 2 fs;fg can be described
by a non-lnear sigm a m odelw ith the action EI]
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The correlations In SpRuO 4 along the z axis are two

orders of m agniude an aller than In the RuO, planes

E,@]. Thesti ness can thusbe assum ed to be isotropic
In the plane but negligbl along z. The action Eq. E) is

quasitwo din ensional.

At low tem peraturesthe action Eq. ﬂ) describes quasi
two-din ensional, gapless uctuations. Theirspeci cheat
is quadratic in tem perature. The symbols In Fig. E
show the experim ental speci c heat over tem perature
C=T aspublished in Ref. [l§] togetherw ith a linear low —
tem perature t (dash-dotted line).

For not too an all m agnetic elds the m agnetic uc-
tuations descrbed by Ss n Eq. @) are suppressed and
w il not contrbute to the speci c¢ heat. O ne expects the



slope of Cy =T versus T to be am aller than in the case
w ithout m agnetic eld consistent w ith the experim ental
observation @,@]

A less obvious consequence of the gapless uctuations
In the superconducting phase is the linear tem perature
dependence of the speci ¢ heat below the phase transi-
tion. The blue symbols in Fig. ] show the data from
Ref. E] in the linear range near T. together w ith a Iin—
ear t (dashed line). The origin of this linearity can be
understood by expressing the free energy of the system
In temm s of the electronic excitation gap P ijin
the superconducting phase @] valid for am all reduced
tem peraturest= 1 T=T, 1:

F =Fy At “+D +B ‘+0(7: @0
T he presence of the third ordertermm can bem otivated by
Integrating out the intermaldegreesof freedom sand ¢
@].Sjnoe Eqg. ) is an expansion in 0 and not in
the order param eter itself the third order term leadsto a
phase transition ofthird order in the sense ofE hrenfest’s
de nition.

T he tem perature dependence of the gap is obtained by
m inin izing the free energy Eq. @) as

2A
T), ;= D t 1)
The linear tem perature dependence of the gap at the
phase transition hasbeen cbserved via the SR rate ]
and the excess current in tunneling experin ents 1.
In a next step the speci cheat near the phase transition
C=T= (¥F )=@ ?)isfundas
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that is consistent w ith the lineartem perature dependence
at the phase transition. C, is the speci c heat in the
nom alphase.

In conclusion i hasbeen show n that the in-plane corre—
lations ofthe RuO , subsystem ofSr,RuO , exhdbit dom i-
nantquantum uctuationsm aking the application ofper—
turbative approaches questionable. T he m agnetic corre—
lationshave quasione-din ensionalcom ponents along the
diagonals of the basal plane of the crystal. The super-
conducting instability is induced by interplane um klapp
scattering in the body centered crystal structure. The
hopping am plitude is Jargest In the m ixed orbital, spin—
triplet channel. Possble com peting long range m agnetic
order is suppressed because of the strong in-plane quan-—
tum  uctuations and the frustrating body centered crys—
tal structure.

T he num ber ofexperim entalresulsthat are consistent
w ith them odelforthe superconductivity in Sr,Ru0 4 pre—
sented here goes beyond what can be discussed in this
overview . T he interested reader is referred to Refs. @]
and RI]. The new insight into the superconductivity in

SrRuO 4 m ay wellhelp clarify the open questions posed
by the properties of other layered transition m etaloxides.
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