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Electronic theory for the norm alstate spin dynam ics in Sr2R uO 4:

anisotropy due to spin-orbit coupling
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Using a three-band Hubbard Ham iltonian we calculate within the random -phase-approxim ation

the spin susceptibility,�(q;!),and NM R spin-lattice relaxation rate,1/T 1,in the norm alstate

ofthe tripletsuperconductorSr2RuO 4 and obtain quantitative agreem entwith experim entaldata.

M ost im portantly,we �nd that due to spin-orbit coupling the out-of-plane com ponent ofthe spin

susceptibility �
zz

becom esatlow tem peraturestwo tim eslargerthan thein-planeone.Asa conse-

quencestrong incom m ensurate antiferrom agnetic uctuationsofthequasi-one-dim ensionalxz-and

yz-bandspointinto thez-direction.O urresultsprovidefurtherevidencefortheim portance ofspin

uctuationsfortripletsuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4.
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The spin-triplet superconductivity with Tc= 1.5K ob-

served in layered Sr2RuO 4 seem s to be a new exam ple

ofunconventionalsuperconductivity [1].Thenon s-wave

sym m etry ofthe orderparam eteris observed in several

experim ents(seeforexam ple[2,3]).Although thestruc-

ture ofSr2RuO 4 is the sam e as for the high-Tc super-

conductor La2� xSrxCuO 4, its superconducting proper-

ties resem ble those ofsuperuid 3He. M ost recently it

was found that the superconducting orderparam eter is

ofp-wavetype,butcontainslinenodeshalf-way between

the RuO 2-planes [4,5]. These results support Cooper-

pairing via spin uctuations as one ofthe m ost proba-

ble m echanism to explain the triplet superconductivity

in Sr2RuO 4.Therefore,theoreticaland experim entalin-

vestigationsofthespin dynam icsbehaviorin thenorm al

and superconducting state ofSr2RuO 4 areneeded.

Recent studies by m eans ofinelastic neutron scatter-

ing(INS) [6]and nuclear m agnetic resonance(NM R) [7]

ofthe spin dynam icsin Sr2RuO 4 revealthe presence of

strongincom m ensurateuctuationsin theRuO 2-planeat

theantiferrom agneticwavevectorQ i = (2�=3;2�=3).As

itwasfound in band structurecalculations[8],theyresult

from thenesting propertiesofthequasi-one-dim ensional

dxz-and dyz-bands.Thetwo-dim ensionaldxy-band con-

tains only weak ferrom agnetic uctuations. The ob-

servation of the line nodes between the RuO 2-planes

[4,5]suggestsstrongspin uctuationsbetween theRuO 2-

planes in z-direction [9{11]. However,inelastic neutron

scattering [12]observes that m agnetic uctuations are

purely two-dim ensionaland originate from the RuO 2-

plane. Both behaviors could resultas a consequence of

them agneticanisotropywithin theRuO 2-planeasindeed

was observed in recent NM R experim ents by Ishida et

al.[13].In particular,analyzing the tem peraturedepen-

denceofthenuclearspin-latticerelaxation rateon 17O in

the RuO 2-plane atlow tem peratures,they have dem on-

strated thatthe out-of-planecom ponentofthe spin sus-

ceptibility can becom ealm ostthreetim elargerthan the

in-planeone.Thisstrongand unexpected anisotropydis-

appearswith increasing tem perature [13].

In this Com m unication we analyze the norm alstate

spin dynam icsoftheSr2RuO 4 usingthetwo-dim ensional

three-band Hubbard Ham iltonian for the three bands

crossing the Ferm i level. W e calculate the dynam i-

calspin susceptibility �(q;!)within the random -phase-

approxim ation theand show thattheobserved m agnetic

anisotropy in the RuO 2-plane arises m ainly due to the

spin-orbit coupling. Its further enhancem ent with low-

ering tem peratures is due to the vicinity to a m agnetic

instability. Thus,we dem onstrate thatas in the super-

conductingstate[14]thespin-orbitcouplingplaysan im -

portantrole also for the norm alstate spin dynam ics of

Sr2RuO 4. W e also discuss briey the consequences of

this m agnetic anisotropy for Cooper-pairing due to the

exchangeofspin uctuations.

W e start from the two-dim ensionalthree-band Hub-

bard Ham iltonian

H = H t+ H U =
X

k;�

X

l

tkla
+

k;l�
ak;l� +

X

i;l

Ulnil"nil#;

(1)

whereak;l� istheFourier-transform ed annihilation oper-

ator for the dl orbitalelectrons (l= xy;yz;zx) and Ul

is the corresponding on-site Coulom b repulsion. tkl de-

notesthe energy dispersionsofthe tight-bindingsbands

calculated asfollows:tkl= � �0� 2tx coskx � 2ty cosky +

4t0coskx cosky. W e choose the values for the param e-

terset(�0;tx;ty;t
0)as(0.5,0.42,0.44,0.14),(0.24,0.31,

0.045,0.01),and (0.24,0.045,0.35,0.01)eV fordxy-,dzx-,

and dyz-orbitalsin accordance with band-structure cal-

culations[15].Theelectronicpropertiesofthism odelin

application to Sr2RuO 4 werestudied recently and aswas

found can explain som e features ofthe spin excitation

spectrum in Sr2RuO 4 [8,14,16,11]. However,thism odel

failsto explain the observed m agnetic anisotropy atlow

tem peratures[13]and linenodesin thesuperconducting
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FIG .1. Calculated Ferm i surface for a RuO 2 plane in

Sr2RuO 4 taking into accountspin-orbitcoupling.

orderparam eterbelow Tc which arebetween the RuO 2-

planes.O n theotherhand,itisknown thatthespin-orbit

coupling playsan im portantrolein thesuperconducting

state ofin Sr2RuO 4 [14]. This is further con�rm ed by

therecentobservation ofthelargespin-orbitcoupling in

the insulating Ca2RuO 4 [17]. Therefore,we include in

ourm odelspin-orbitcoupling:

H so = �
X

i

LiSi ; (2)

where the angularm om entum Li operateson the three

t2g-orbitalson the site i. Sim ilarto an earlierapproach

[14],we restrictourselvesto the three orbitals,ignoring

e2g-orbitalsand choosethecouplingconstant� such that

the t2g-states behave like an l= 1 angular m om entum

representation. M oreover,it is known that the quasi-

two-dim ensionalxy-band is separated from the quasi-

one-dim ensionalxz- and yz-bands. Then,one expects

thatthe e�ectofspin-orbitcoupling issm alland can be

excluded for sim plicity. Therefore,we consider the ef-

fectofthespin-orbitcoupling on xz-and yz-bandsonly.

Then,the kinetic partofthe Ham iltonian H t+ H so can

be diagonalized and thenew energy dispersionsare

�
�
k;yz = (tk;yz + tk;xz + A k)=2

�
�
k;xz = (tk;yz + tk;xz � A k)=2 (3)

where A k =
p
(tk;yz � tk;xz)

2 + �2,and � refersto spin

projection.O ne clearly seesthatthe spin-orbitcoupling

does not rem ove the K ram ers degeneracy ofthe spins.

Therefore,theresultantFerm isurfaceisconsistsofthree

sheets like observed in the experim ent. M ost im por-

tantly,spin-orbitcoupling togetherwith Eq.(1)leadsto

a new quasiparticle which we labelby pseudo-spin and

pseudo-orbitalindices. The unitary transform ation ~Uk

connecting old and new quasiparticlesisde�ned foreach

wave vector and lead to the following relation between

them :

G G

GG

gg g g

k k

k+q k+q

σ

σ σ

σ

-

+ -l

l’ l’

l
z z

χ (q,    )ω χ (q,    )ω

-

0,ll’
σσ

0,ll’
+

FIG .2. D iagram m atic representation for the transverse

and longitudinalcom ponents ofthe m agnetic susceptibility.

The full lines represent the electron G reen’s function with

pseudospin � and pseudo-orbitall-indexes.g+ and gz denote

the vertexesasdescribed in the text.

c
+

k;yz+
= u1ka

+

k;yz+
� iv1ka

+

k;xz+
;

c
+

k;xz+
= u2ka

+

k;yz+
� iv2ka

+

k;xz+
;

c
+

k;yz�
= u1ka

+

k;yz�
+ iv1ka

+

k;xz�
;

c
+

k;xz�
= u2ka

+

k;yz�
+ iv2ka

+

k;xz�
; (4)

where um k = �p
(tk ;yz� tk ;x z� A k )

2+ �2
and vm k =

tk ;yz� tk ;x z� A kp
(tk ;yz� tk ;x z� A k )

2+ �2
. The ’-’and ’+ ’signsreferto the

m = 1 and m = 2,respectively.

In Fig.1 weshow theresultantFerm isurfacesforeach

obtained band where we have chosen � = 100m eV in

agreem entwith earlierestim ations[14,17].O neim m edi-

ately seesthatxz-and yz-bandssplitaround thenested

parts in good agreem ent with experim ent [18]. Thus,

spin-orbitcoupling actsasa hybridization between these

bands. However,in contrastto hybridization spin-orbit

couplingintroducesalsoan anisotropyforthestateswith

pseudo-spins" and #.Thiswillbe reected in the m ag-

netic susceptibility. Since the spin and orbitaldegrees

offreedom are now m ixed in som e spin-orbitalliquid,

them agneticsusceptibility involvesalso theorbitalm ag-

netism which isvery anisotropic.

Forthecalculation ofthetransverse,�
+ �

l
,and longitu-

dinal,�zz
l
,com ponentsofthe spin susceptibility ofeach

band lweusethediagram m aticrepresentation shown in

Fig.2.SincetheK ram ersdegeneracy isnotrem oved by

the spin-orbitcoupling,the m ain anisotropy arisesfrom

the calculations ofthe anisotropic vertex gz =
~lz + 2sz

and g+ = ~l+ + 2s+ calculated on the basis ofthe new

quasiparticlestates.In addition,duetothehybridization

between xz-and yz-bands we also calculate the trans-

verse and longitudinalcom ponentsofthe the interband

susceptibility �ll0.Then,forexam ple,

�
+ �

0;xz(q;!)= �
4

N

X

k

(u2ku2k+ q � v2kv2k+ q)
2 �

f(�
+

kxz
)� f(�

�

k+ qxz
)

�
+

kxz
� �

�

k+ qxz
+ ! + iO +

; (5)

and

�
zz
0;xz(q;!)= �

"

xz(q;!)+ �
#

xz(q;!)= �
2

N

X

k

2



FIG .3. Resultsforthe realpartofthe out-of-plane (solid

curve)and in-plane (dashed curve)m agnetic susceptibilities,

Re �(q;!),calculated within RPA using U = 0:575eV along

the route (0;0) ! (�;0) ! (�;�) ! (0;0) within the �rst

Brillouin Zone attem perature T = 100K .

h

u2ku2k+ q + v2kv2k+ q +
p
2(u2kv2k+ q + v2ku2k+ q)

i2
�

f(�
+

kxz
)� f(�

+

k+ qxz
)

�
+

kxz
� �

+

k+ qxz
+ ! + iO +

; (6)

where f(x) is the Ferm i function and u2
k
and v2

k
are

the corresponding coherence factors which we have

calculatingthrough thecorrespondingvertexesusingEq.

(4). For allother orbitals the calculations are straight-

forward. Note,that the m agnetic response ofthe xy-

band rem ains isotropic. O ne clearly sees the di�erence

between longitudinaland transverse com ponents which

results from the calculated m atrix elem ents. M oreover,

the longitudinalgets an extra term due to ~lz while the

transversedoesnotcontain the contributionsfrom ~l+ or
~l� .Thelatteroccurduetothefactthatxz-andyz-states

area com bination ofthe realorbitalstatesj2;+ 1> and

j2;� 1 > . Thus the transition between these two states

arenotpossiblewith ~l+ or~l� operators.Therefore,each

com ponentofthe longitudinalsusceptibility getsan ex-

tra term in them atrix elem entthatsu�ciently enhances

theirabsolutevalues.

Assum ing Uij = �ijU one gets the following expres-

sionsforthe transversesusceptibility within RPA:

�
+ �

R P A ;l
(q;!)=

�
+ �

0;l
(q;!)

1� U �
+ �

0;l
(q;!)

; (7)

and forthelongitudinalsusceptibility

�
zz
R P A ;l(q;!)=

�
"

0;l
(q;!)+ �

#

0;l
(q;!)+ 2U �

"

0;l
(q;!)�

#

0;l
(q;!)

1� U 2�
#

0;l
(q;!)�

"

0;l
(q;!)

: (8)

In Fig. 3 we show the resultsforthe realpartofthe

transverseand longitudinaltotalsusceptibility,�
+ � ;zz

R P A
=

FIG .4. Tem perature dependence ofthe im aginary part

ofthespin susceptibility divided by !sf and sum m ed overq.

Note,zz and + � refer to the out-of-plane (solid curve)and

in-plane (dashed curve)com ponentsofthe RPA spin suscep-

tibility. In the inset we show the corresponding frequency

dependence of the Im �R P A (Q i;!) at the IAF wave vector

Q i = (2�=3;2�=3). The resultsforthe out-plane com ponent

(solid curve)arein a quantitativeagreem entwith INS exper-

im ents[6].

P

i
�
+ � ;zz

R P A ;i
along the route (0;0) ! (�;0) ! (�;�) !

(0;0)in the �rstBrillouin ZoneforU = 0:505eV .Note,

the im portant di�erence between the two com ponents.

The longitudinalcom ponentofthe spin susceptibility is

alm ostthreetim eslargerthan thetransverseoneallover

the Brillouin Zone. M oreover,despite ofsom e structure

seen in �
+ �

R P A
at(2�=3;2�=3)therearenorealincom m en-

surate antiferrom agnetic uctuations at this wave vec-

tor. O n the other hand,the structure in �zzR P A at the

sam e wave vector refers to realuctuations. The lat-

ter is seen in the inset of Fig.4 where we present the

results for the frequency dependence of the im aginary

part ofthe totalsusceptibilities at Q i = (2�=3;2�=3)

and tem perature T= 20K .The longitudinalcom ponent

revealsa peak atapproxim ately !sf = 6m eV in quanti-

tativeagreem entwith experim entaldataon INS [6].The

transversecom ponentisfeaturelessshowing the absence

of the incom m ensurate antiferrom agnetic spin uctua-

tions. Thus,the uctuations in the transverse suscep-

tibility are isotropic and ferrom agnetic-like. Therefore,

antiferrom agnetic uctuations are present only perpen-

dicularto the RuO 2-plane.

W e also note that our results are in accordance with

earlierestim ationsm adeby Ng and Sigrist[19]with one

im portant di�erence. In their work it was found that

theIAF areslightly enhanced in thelongitudinalcom po-

nentsofthexz-and yz-bandsin com parison tothetrans-

verse one. In our case we have found that the longitu-

dinalcom ponentofthe m agnetic susceptibility strongly

enhances due to otbital contributions. M oreover, we

show by takingintoaccountthecorrelation e�ectswithin

random -phase-approxim ation(RPA)the IAF are further

enhanced in the z-direction.
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FIG .5. Calculated norm al state tem perature depen-

denceofthenuclearspin-latticerelaxation rateT
� 1

1
of17O in

the RuO 2-plane forthe externalm agnetic �eld applied along

c-axis (dashed curve) and along the ab-plane (solid curve).

D own-and up-triangles are experim entalpoints taken from

Ref.[13]forthe corresponding m agnetic �eld direction.

In ordertoseethetem peraturedependenceofthem ag-

netic anisotropy induced by the spin-orbit coupling we

displayin Fig.4thetem peraturedependenceofthequan-

tity
P

q

Im �R P A (q;!sf )

!sf
for both com ponents. At room

tem peraturesboth longitudinaland transverse suscepti-

bilities are alm ost identical,since therm ale�ects wash

outthe inuence ofthe spin-orbitinteraction.W ith de-

creasing tem peraturethem agneticanisotropy arisesand

at low tem peratures we �nd the im portant result that

theout-of-planecom ponent�zz isabouttwotim eslarger

than the in-planeone(�zz > �+ � =2).

Finally,in order to com pare our results with experi-

m entaldata we calculate the nuclear spin-lattice relax-

ation rate for 17O ion in the RuO 2-plane for di�erent

externalm agnetic�eld orientation (i= a;b;and c)

�
1

T1T

�

i

=
2kB 

2
n

(e�h)
2

X

q

jA p
qj
2
�00p(q;!sf)

!sf
; (9)

whereA p
q istheq-dependenthyper�ne-couplingconstant

perpendicularto the i-direction.

In Fig.5 we show the calculated tem perature depen-

dence ofthe spin-lattice relaxation foran externalm ag-

netic �eld within and perpendicular to the RuO 2-plane

togetherwith experim entaldata.AtT = 250K thespin-

lattice relaxation rate is alm ost isotropic. Due to the

anisotropy in the spin susceptibilitiesarising from spin-

orbitcoupling therelaxation ratesbecom edi�erentwith

decreasing tem perature. The largest anisotropy occurs

close to the superconducting transition tem perature in

good agreem entwith experim entaldata [13].

To sum m arize,ourresultsclearly dem onstratethe es-

sentialsigni�cance of spin-orbit coupling for the spin-

dynam icsalreadyin thenorm alstateofthetripletsuper-

conductorSr2RuO 4.W e�nd thatthem agneticresponse

becom esstrongly anisotropiceven within a RuO 2-plane:

while the in-plane response ism ainly ferrom agnetic,the

out-of-planeresponseisantiferrom agnetic-like.

Let us also rem ark on the im plication ofour results

forthetripletsuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4.In a previ-

ousstudy [11],neglecting spin-orbitcoupling butinclud-

ingthehybridization between xy-and xz� ;yz-bands,we

have found ferrom agnetic and IAF uctuations within

theab-plane.Thiswould lead to nodeswithin theRuO 2-

plane. However, due to the m agnetic anisotropy in-

duced by spin-orbit coupling,a nodeless p� wave pair-

ing ispossible in the RuO 2-plane asexperim entally ob-

served. O urresultsprovide furtherevidence forthe im -

portanceofspin uctuationsfortripletsuperconductivity

in Sr2RuO 4.
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