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U sing a threeband Hubbard Ham iltonian we calculate within the random -phaseapproxin ation

the soin susceptbility, (g;!

), and NM R spin-lattice relaxation rate, 1/T;, in the nomn al state

of the triplet superconductor SrRuO 4 and ocbtain quantitative agreem ent w ith experin entaldata.
M ost in portantly, we nd that due to spin-orbit coupling the out-ofplane com ponent of the spin

susceptibility

* becom es at Iow tem peratures two tin es larger than the in-plane one. A s a conse—

quence strong incom m ensurate antiferrom agnetic uctuations of the quasione-dim ensional xz—and
yz-bands point into the z-direction. O ur results provide fiirther evidence for the Im portance of spin
uctuations for triplet superconductivity in SmRuO 4.

7420Mn, 74259, 7425Ha

The spintriplet superconductivity with T.=1.5K ob—
served in layered SrnRUuO 4 seem s to be a new exam ple
ofunconventional superconductiyity i!:]. The non s-wave
symm etry of the order param eter is observed in several
experin ents (see for exam ple -LZ;_?.]) . A though the struc—
ture of SpRUO 4 is the sam e as Pr the high-T . super-
conductor La, xSr,Cu0 4, is superconducting proper—
ties resem ble those of super uid *He. M ost recently it
was found that the superconducting order param eter is
ofp-wave type, but contains line nodes halfw ay betw een
the RuO ,planes Ef;_5] These resuls support Cooper—
pairing via spin uctuations as one of the m ost proba—
ble m echanisn to explain the triplet superconductivity
In SpRUO 4. T herefore, theoretical and experin ental in—
vestigations of the spin dynam ics behavior in the nom al
and superconducting state of SpRUO 4 are needed.

R ecent studies by m eans of inelastic neutron scatter—
ng(INS) f@'] and nuclkar m agnetic resonance WM R) tj]
of the spin dynam ics in SrRuO 4 reveal the presence of
strong lncom m ensurate uctuationsin theRu0O ,planeat
the antiferrom agneticwavevectorQ ; = @ =3;2 =3).As
it was found in band structure calculations Ei], they result
from the nesting properties of the quasione-din ensional
dy,—and dy,-bands. T he two-din ensionald, band con—
tains only weak ferrom agnetic uctuations. The ob-
servation of the line nodes between the RuO ;-planes
[4,5] suggests strong spJn uctuationsbetween the RuO ,—
planes in z-direction [9{:111] H ow ever, inelastic neutron
scattering [_lg ] observes that m agnetic uctuations are
purely two-din ensional and origihate from the RuO ,-
plane. Both behaviors could result as a consequence of
them agnetic anisotropy w ithin the Ru0 ,-plane as indeed
was observed In recent NM R experin ents by Ishida et
al f_l-z;] In particular, analyzing the tem perature depen-
dence ofthe nuclear spin-lattice relaxation rateon 1’0 i
the RuO ;plane at low tem peratures, they have dem on—
strated that the out-ofplane com ponent of the spin sus—
ceptbility can becom e alm ost three tin e Jarger than the

In-plane one. T his strong and unexpected anisotropy dis—
appears w th Increasing tem perature h3

In this Communication we analyze the nom al state
spin dynam ics ofthe SR u0 4 using the tw o-din ensional
threeband Hubbard Ham itonian for the three bands
crossing the Fem i level. W e calculate the dynam i-
cal soin susceptbilty (g;!) within the random -phase—
approxin ation the and show that the ocbserved m agnetic
anisotropy In the RuO ,-plane arises m ainly due to the
soin-orbit coupling. Its further enhancem ent w ith low -
ering tem peratures is due to the viciniy to a m agnetic
Instability. Thus, we dem onstrate that as In the super—
conducting state I_l-é_l'] the spin-orbit coupling playsan in -
portant role also for the nom al state soin dynam ics of
SnRuO,4. W e also discuss brie y the consequences of
this m agnetic anisotropy for C ooperpairing due to the
exchange of spIn uctuations.

W e start from the two-din ensional threedband Hub-
bard H am iltonian
X X X
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H=H¢+Hyg= Ulnjl"n:i_'l.#;

1)

where ay;; is the Fouriertransform ed annihilation oper-
ator for the d; orbial electrons (1= xy;yz;zx) and U;
is the corresponding on-site Coulom b repulsion. tc; de—
notes the energy dispersions of the tight-bindings bands
calculated as ollow s: g1 = 0 2%t cosky 2t, cosky +

4toooskX cosky . W e choose the values for the param e~
ter set ( o;t;(;ty;to) as (05,042,044,0.14), (024,031,
0.045,0.01),and (024,0.045,0.35,0.01)eV fordyy— dzx—
and dy,-orbitals In accordance w ith band-structure cal-
culations f_l-g;] T he electronic properties of thism odel in
application to SR U0 4 were studied recently and aswas
found can explain som e features of the spin excitation
spectrum I SrRuO 4 [8,:_14,:_1@,:}]_: H ow ever, this m odel
fails to explain the observed m agnetic anisotropy at low

tem peratures [_i;;] and line nodes in the superconducting
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FIG.1l. Calculated Fem i surface for a RuO; plane iIn
SrRuO 4 taking into account spin-orbi coupling.

order param eter below T . which are between the Ru0 ;-
planes. O n the otherhand, it isknow n that the spin-orbi
coupling plays an in portant role in the superconducting
state of in SLRUO 4 [[4]. This is firther con med by
the recent observation of the large spin-orbit coupling in
the hsulating Ca;Ru0 4 [17]. Therefre, we nclide in
our m odel spin-orbit coupling:

LiS; @)

w here the angular m om entum L; operates on the three
ty-orbitals on the site i. Sin ilar to an earlier approach
f_l-é_il], w e restrict ourselres to the three orbitals, ignoring
e4-orbitals and choose the coupling constant  such that
the tp4-states behave lke an 1= 1 angular m om entum

representation. M oreover, it is known that the quasi-
tw o-din ensional xy-band is separated from the quasi-
one-din ensional xz— and yz-bands. Then, one expects
that the e ect of soin-orbit coupling is an alland can be
exclided for sin pliciy. Therefore, we consider the ef-
fect of the spin-orbit coupling on xz—and yz-bands only.
T hen, the kinetic part of the Ham iltonian H+ + H 5, can
be diagonalized and the new energy dispersions are

kiyz = (tk;yz + tk;xz + Ak)=2
Kz = (Goyz ¥ oz Ax)=2 3)

where Ay = P vz texz)?+ 2,and refers to spin
progction. O ne clearly sees that the spin-orbit coupling
does not rem ove the K ram ers degeneracy of the spins.
T herefore, the resultant Femm isurface is consists of three
sheets like observed in the experiment. M ost in por-
tantly, spin-orbi coupling togetherw ith Eq. (1) leadsto
a new quasiparticle which we label by pseudo-soin and
pseudo-orbial indices. The unitary transform ation Uy
connecting old and new quasiparticles is de ned foreach
wave vector and lead to the follow Ing relation between
them :
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FIG.2. D iagramm atic representation for the transverse
and longitudinal com ponents of the m agnetic susceptibility.
The full lines represent the electron G reen’s function w ith
pseudospin and pseudo-orbital IHndexes. g and g, denote
the vertexes as described in the text.
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m = 1andm = 2, respectively.

In Fig.l we show the resultant Fem isurfaces for each
obtained band where we have chosen = 100meV in
agreem ent w ith earlier estin ations [_l-fl,:_l-j] One Inmedi-
ately sees that xz—and yz-bands split around the nested
parts In good agreem ent w ith experim ent l_l-g] T hus,
soin-orbit coupling acts as a hybridization between these
bands. However, iIn contrast to hybridization spin-orbi
coupling Introduces also an anisotropy forthe statesw ith
pseudo-spins " and #. Thiswillbe re ected in the m ag—
netic suscgptibility. Since the spin and orbital degrees
of freedom are now m ixed in som e spin-orbital liquid,
the m agnetic suscgptibility involres also the orbitalm ag—
netian which is very anisotropic.

Forthe caloulation ofthe transverse, ; ,and longitu—
dinal, 3*, components of the spin susceptibility of each
band 1we use the diagram m atic representation shown in
Fig. 2. Since the K ram ers degeneracy is not rem oved by
the spin-orbit coupling, the m ain anisotropy arises from
the calculations of the anisotropic vertex g, = 1, + 2s,
and g = L + 2s; calculated on the basis of the new
quasiparticle states. In addition, due to the hybridization
between xz— and yz-bands we also calculate the trans-
verse and longiudinal com ponents of the the interband
susceptbility 1p0. Then, for exam ple,
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FIG . 3. Resuls for the real part of the out-ofplane (solid
curve) and In-plane (dashed curve) m agnetic susceptibilities,
Re (g;!), caloulated within RPA using U = 0:575eV along
the route ©0;0) !' ( ;00! (; ) ! (0;0) within the st
Brillouin Zone at tem perature T = 100K .
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where f (x) is the Fem i function and u? and v} are

the corresponding coherence factors which we have
calculating through the corresponding vertexes using Eq.
(4). For all other orbials the calculations are straight—
forward. Note, that the m agnetic response of the xy-—
band rem ains isotropic. O ne clarly sees the di erence
between longiudinal and transverse com ponents which
results from the calculated m atrix elem ents. M oreover,
the Iongiudinal gets an extra tem due to I, whilk the
transverse does not contain the contrbutions from I or
T . Thelatteroccurdue to the fact that xz—and yz-states
are a com bination of the real orbital states P;+ 1 > and
®; 1> . Thus the transition between these two states
arenotpossblewih I orI operators. T herefore, each
com ponent of the longitudinal susceptbility gets an ex—
tra tem in the m atrix elem ent that su ciently enhances
their absolute values.

Assum ing Uiy = 13U one gets the follow iIng expres-
sions for the transverse susceptibility within RPA :

'
2 @it)
' 051
GGl ————— (7)
RPA;L 1 U 5;1 @)
and for the longitudinal susogptibility
IZRZPA;l(q;! ) =
@i+ fii) 20 @it) fa@i!) .

1 U% f@i!) galt)

In Fig. 3 we show the results for the realpart of the
+ ;zz

transverse and longitudinaltotalsusceptbility, ppa =
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FIG.4. Temperature dependence of the im aginary part

ofthe spin susceptibility divided by ! s and summ ed overqg.
Note, zz and + refer to the out-ofplane (solid curve) and
in-plane (dashed curve) com ponents of the RPA spin suscep—
tbility. In the inset we show the corresponding frequency
dependence of the In rpa @ ;;!) at the IAF wave vector
Qi= (2 =3;2 =3). The resuls for the outplane com ponent
(solid curve) are In a quantitative agreem ent w ith IN S exper-
in ents i_é].

P
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i RPA along the route (0;0) ! (;0) ! (; ) !
(0;0) in the rst Brillouin Zone forU = 0:505eV .Note,
the in portant di erence between the two com ponents.
T he longiudinal com ponent of the spin susceptibility is
alm ost three tim es Jargerthan the transverse one all over
the B rillouin Zone. M oreover, despite of som e structure
seenin [, at @ =3;2 =3) thereareno realincomm en-
surate antiferrom agnetic uctuations at this wave vec—
tor. On the other hand, the structure in 2%, at the
sam e wave vector refers to real uctuations. The lat—
ter is seen In the inset of Fig4 where we present the
results for the frequency dependence of the in agihary
part of the total susceptbilities at Q3 = @ =3;2 =3)
and tem perature T= 20K . The longitudinal com ponent
reveals a peak at approxin ately !sf = m eV In quanti-
tative agreem ent w ith experin entaldata on IN S E_é]. The
transverse com ponent is featureless show Ing the absence
of the Incomm ensurate antiferrom agnetic spin uctua—
tions. Thus, the uctuations in the transverse susocep—
tbility are isotropic and ferrom agneticlike. T herefore,
antiferrom agnetic uctuations are present only perpen—
dicular to the RuO ;plane.

W e also note that our resuls are in accordance w ith
earlier estin ationsm ade by Ng and Sigrist t_l-gi] w ith one
In portant di erence. In their work it was found that
the IAF are slightly enhanced in the longitudinalcom po—
nents ofthe xz—and yz-bands in com parison to the trans—
verse one. In our case we have found that the longiu-
dinal com ponent of the m agnetic susceptbility strongly
enhances due to otbial contributions. M oreover, we
show by taking into account the correlation e ectsw ithin
random -phaseapproxim ation RPA ) the IAF are further
enhanced in the z-direction.
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FIG. 5. Calculated nom al state tem perature depen-—
dence of the nuclear spin-lattice relaxation rate T, * of'’0 I
the RuO ;plane for the extemalm agnetic eld applied along
caxis (dashed curve) and along the abplane (solid curve).
D ow n_—‘and up-triangles are experin ental points taken from
Ref. EE;\] for the corresponding m agnetic eld direction.

In orderto see the tem perature dependence ofthem ag—
netic anisotropy induced by the spin-orbit coupling we
dJsp]lgy In Fig 4 the tam perature dependence of the quan—
tity w or both com ponents. At room
tem peratures both longiudinal and transverse suscepti-
bilities are aln ost identical, since them al e ects wash
out the In uence of the spin-orbi interaction. W ih de-
creasing tem perature the m agnetic anisotropy arises and
at low tem peratures we nd the in portant result that
the out-ofplane com ponent ** isabout two tin es Jarger
than the lnplaneone ( %* > * =2).

Finally, in order to com pare our results with experi-
m ental data we calculate the nuclkar spin—lattice relax-—
ation rate or 70 ion in the RuO ,-plane for di erent
extemalm agnetic eld ordentation (i= a;b; and c)

1 2k 2X ap s p@ilss) o)
T,T ( ch)? o d [ ’

i

w here Ag is the gdependent hyper ne-coupling constant
perpendicular to the i-direction.

In Figb5 we show the calculated tem perature depen—
dence of the spin—lattice relaxation for an extermalm ag—
netic eld within and perpendicular to the RuO ,plane
together w ith experim entaldata. At T = 250K the soin—
lattice relaxation rate is alm ost isotropic. Due to the
anisotropy in the spin suscgptibilities arising from soin-—
orbi coupling the relaxation ratesbecom e di erent w ith
decreasing tem perature. The largest anisotropy occurs
close to the superconducting transition tem perature in
good agreem ent w ith experim entaldata f_l-'g’]

To summ arize, our resuls clearly dem onstrate the es—
sential signi cance of spin-orbi coupling for the spin—
dynam ics already in the nom alstate ofthe triplet super—
conductor SbRu0 4. W e nd that the m agnetic response
becom es strongly anisotropic even w ithin a RuO ,-plane:

w hile the In-plane response ism ainly ferrom agnetic, the
out-ofplane response is antiferrom agnetic-like.

Let us also ram ark on the im plication of our results
for the triplet superconductivity in SRu0 4. In a previ-
ous study [1], neglkcting spin-orbit coupling but includ-
Ing the hybridization between xy—and xz ;yz-bands,we
have found ferrom agnetic and IAF uctuations w ithin
the abplane T hiswould lead to nodes w thin the RuO ,—
plane. However, due to the m agnetic anisotropy in—
duced by spin-orbit coupling, a nodelss p wave pair-
Ing is possible in the RuO ,plane as experin entally ob—
served. O ur results provide further evidence for the in —
portance ofspin  uctuations for triplet superconductivity
in SKLRUO 4.
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