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C ritical end-point and m etam agnetic quantum criticality in Sr3R u,0 4
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W e report a m etam agnetic criticalpoint at 8 ,T ) '

5.1T,11K) formagnetic elds applied

perpendicular to the (tetragonal) caxis of Sr3Ru20 7. F irst-orderbehaviourwellbelow T indicates
that B ;T ) marks a critical end-point that tem inates a line of rst-order m etam agnetic tran-
sitions. The absence of rst-order behaviour In the m etam agnetic transition wih B k c con m s
that the non-Fem 1 liquid behaviour for B k c is underpinned by a m etam agnetic quantum critical

end-point orwhich T !

0. Scaling behaviour of the resistivity under hydrostatic pressure yields

the surprising resul that although B increases rapidly w ith pressure, T hasonly a weak pressure

dependence.

PACS numbers: 72.15~7, 7540 s

The intense exploration of the perovskite ruthenates
over the past faw years has revealed a wide range of
challenges to our understanding of the m etallic state.
This fam ily inclides the unconventional superconductor
SrpRuO 4 'g}] and the itinerant ferrom agnet S\IRuO 3 E_Zi, :_3:];
Ca-doping SrRuO 4 at the Sr site even provides access
to a m etaknsulator transition Ef]. W e recently reported
evidence of non-Fem i liquid behaviour in SryRu,07 in
the vicinity of a m etam agnetic transition which occurs
at eldsBy (T) which depend on eld ordentation, w ith
Bu: 0)= 51T orB ? c,andBy  0) = 78T forB ¢
E, :_6']. There are two regin es of non-Fem i liquid be-
haviour. Above 1K the m etam agnetic transition broad—
ens rapidly w ith tem perature indicating a 21l in the sus—
ceptibility for B By and there is a quasidinear tem —
perature dependence of the resistivity over a large region
of the B ;T) plane centered on By ; also, in m easure—
ments with B k ¢, a logarithm ic divergence has been
seen in the electronic speci c heat, C (T )=T nT E.].
Below 1K in contrast, non-Fem iliquid behaviour is con—

ned to B Bu ks for other values and orientations of
B the susceptibility and resistivity crossover to conven-—
tional Ferm iHliquid behaviour. The resistivity in partic—
ular show s T? behaviour, but the range of tem perature
In which this is cbserved collapses as B ! By x whilke
thecoe cientA In (T)= o+ AT? becom es divergent.
Concurrently, or T ! 0 (@nd B k ¢) a novelm anifes—
tation ofnon-Fem i liquid behaviour appears as a pow er
law in the resistivity that is higher than T ?, being closer
to T3 [6]. Tt has been speculated that the T3 behaviour
signals the onset of a qualitatively new state, driven by
divergent uctuations and susceptibility associated w ith

a so—called m etam agnetic quantum critical end-point k_;].
H istorically, m etam agnetism refers to m agnetic eld
induced phase transitions of Jocalm om ent antiferrom ag—
netic insulators. Instead, the itinerant m etam agnetisn
addressed in this Letter is thought to arise from a m ag—
netic eld induced spin splitting of the Fem i surface.
M etam agnetisn of this kind has been detected in nu-
m erous m etallic m agnets; In som e system s the rapid rise
In the magnetisation M is continuous (I etam agnetic—
like’ behaviour ﬁj, 58]) but In others the m etam agnetic
transition can be a true phase transition w ith a discon—
tinuous jymp in M as a function of B EB!]. In a true
m etam agnetic transition the am plitude of the m etam ag-
netic jimp M decreases as T increases, vanishing at
a criticalpoint B ;T ) in the B;T) plane. Above T
one sees crossoverbehaviour. T he term ination ofthe line
of rst-order transitions at an isolated critical end-point
is analogous to the liquid{vapour co-existence curve. If
the critical endpoint were to occurat T = 0 one would
have a m etam agnetic quantum critical end-point.
Non-Fem i liquid behaviour is often seen in system s
wih metam agnetic or m etam agneticlike transitions.
For instance, UCOA 1 [_l-g] has a st order m etam ag—
netic transition at B 065T, and a critical point at
® ;T ) (©O8T,I13K) I_l-]_:] H ow ever, the reported non—
Fem i liquid behaviour in the resistivity as T ! 0 is
assum ed to arise from the proxim ity to a zero eld ferro—
m agnetic quantum criticalpoint, ratherthan am etam ag—
netic one E[Z_i] In M nSi, though, the vicinity to itinerant
m etam agnetism at high pressuresm ay be responsible for
the observed non-Fem iliquid behaviourovera very large
region of T and p, but the quantum critical end-point
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doesnot appear to play a specialrole [_I;i] R egarding the
heavy ferm ion m etam agnetic system s, such asCeRu,Si
ij., :_8] and UPt3 f_l-é_j, :_l-§‘, :_fﬁ], non-Fem 1 liquid properties
have also been observed, but none of the heavy ferm ion
system s studied to date have shown a rstorder jump
n M forany combination of param eters. T hus the rele-
vance of uctuations associated w ith a quantum critical
end-point cannot be unam biguously dem onstrated.

In this Letter we report the presence of a line of rst
order m etam agnetic phase transitions in SryRu,0 7 ter-
m hating in a criticalend-point forB ? c. The absence of
such rst-orderbehaviour in them etam agnetic transition
wih B k c inplies that T vanishes at som e interm edi-
ate angle, thus supporting the suggestion that a quantum
critical end-point underlies the non-Fem i liquid behav—
orforB k¢ i_d]. M oreover we Investigate how the criti-
calpoint evolves under pressure, show ing that although
B risesrapidly w ith pressure, T is com paratively unaf-
fected. T his unexpected pressure dependence of the crit—
ical endpoint, nferred from the resistivity, show s that
quantum criticality In SryRu,0 5 is not consistent w ith
the standard m odel of itinerant m etam agnetiam [_l-j]

T he singlke crystals of Sr3Ru,0 7 exam ined here were
grown from high puriy starting m aterials In an Infrared
In age fimace in Kyoto. The high sam ple quality was
con m ed by measurem ents of the d.c. m agnetisation
and resistivity ratio before and after pressurisation in a
m nhiature CuBe clam p cell. T he am bient pressure prop—
erties of the sam ples studied here correspond to those
observed and reported for around 50 other crystals from
the sam e batch t_E;].

A c. susogptibility m easurem ents were carried out on
almm? sample in an 18T cryom agnetic facility with a
base tem perature of 6mK . A sanallm odulation eld of
lessthan 0.01T was applied at a frequency of 77Hz. Au
w ires were A g-epoxied onto the sam ples and then sol
dered to Cu—clad NbT i leads inside the pressure cell. A
1:4 m ethanoltethanolm xture served as pressure trans—
m iting medium which ensured that the pressure was
highly isotropic at Iow T. The low tem perature resis—
tivity wasmeasured in a comm ercial 12T variable tem -
perature *He cryostat in the range 2K to 300K using a
Iow frequency four tem inala.c. technique.

In Fig. 1 we show susosptbility curves
(@M =@H )1 ;, vsB , applied perpendicularto ¢, at tem per-
aturesbelow 2K .The peak In the susceptibility at By -
grow s w ith decreasing tem perature down to 1.1K, but
thereafterthe peak falls sharply in size and becom escusp—
like. A cusp in  (B) Indicates a discontihuity n M @B ),
since the continuous change in m agnetisation across the
transition is given by the integralof wih respect to
B . Torque m agnetom etry also show sa clear jum p in the
torque at the transition [_1-§] T hese results unambigu-
ously show that a rst order Jump developsin M below
about 1K in this sampl. Thus we interpret the peak
in at 61T, 11K) to be some kind of critical point.

The inset 0ofF ig. 1 show s the position of the peak in the
B ;T ) plane, w ith a solid line representing the rst-order
regin e. Nevertheless, the m agnitude of the peak, given
In absolute unis in Fig. 1, does not diverge as expected
from a naive Landau-G Inzburg free energy for a m eta—
m agnetic transition [_l-]'], nor from a m ore sophisticated
treatm ent m ore appropriate to a quantum criticalm eta—
m agnetic transition I_l-é, :_2-(_5] T he sin plest explanation
we can suggest is that slight inhom ogeneities in the sam —
pl an ear out the transition, and indeed T has shown
som e variation between sam ples [_2-14'] though we believe
that thism ay re ect in-plane anisotropy of the m etam —
agnetic transition.

W e tum next to the basal plane resistivity, used as a
probe of the electronic behaviour. Shown in Fig. 2 is
the nom alised, isotherm alm agnetoresistance = B =
0) measured at 1 5K at severalpressures up to 10kbar,
forboth B jjcand B ? c. At the lowest T a doubl peak
structurem ay be resoled at the eldsBy ;1 and By 72
forB ? c. Togetherwih By  (orB Jjc) there are three
identi able anom alies. An extrapolation of these three
transition elds to negative pressures, shown in Fig. 3,
reveals that they all extrapolate to By =0 at the same
negative pressure p.; = Pcyy = Pe 14 kbar. This
suggests that at a hypotheticalnegative pressure p. there
is a zero—- eld ferrom agnetic transition. T he existence of
a zero— eld quantum criticalpoint at negative pressure is
reinforced by the 211in A, the T 2 coe cient of resistivity,
measured at B = 0, with increasing pressure (see Fig. 3,
nset).

O ur resistivity curvesasa function ofpressure are very
rem Iniscent of those observed In CeRuy;SL, In which it
was found that there is scaling of the form

M #H;T;p)= = H=H;pP);T=TsP)) @)
whereH g (o) and T (p) are scaling param eters E{j’,é?_:]. We
nd sin ilar scaling behaviour when we plot the relative
change of the m agnetoresistance = B) ® = 0),
nom alised by By ), versus B=By , and B=By »
By » corresponding to the averageofBy ,1 and By 7 2).
T his quantity is seen to evolve In a universalm anner, in —
plying that @ ;T;p) scales with the critical eld and
may be descrbed by a function B=B.({);T) above
25K.

Tt is suyprising that there is no need for a scaling pa—
ram eter T (o), ie. Ts o), which would naturally be iden—
tiedwih T , is In SryRu,0 5 independent of pressure.
T hus, ifwe consider a critical regin e centered on By as
illustrated for exam ple in Perry et al. @], the dom inant
e ect of pressure is to shift the critical regin e along the
B axis, wthout a signi cant change of the tem perature
dependence.

In the standard m odel g-é", :_ffi, E-C_i, :_ég'], pressure de-
pendence is built in via one param eter only, (T = 0).
Forthe case of Sr3RU,07 both B and T are expected



to be equally strongly pressure dependent, In stark con—
trast w ith experim ental observations. T he actual strong
pressure dependence of B and the weak p dependence
of T require Instead an additional pressure dependence
of the other param eters, such as the m ode-m ode cou—
pling tem or the frequency and m om entum spread of
the spin uctuation spectrum . T he required cancellation
ofp-dependencies orT would bepurely accidental. The
non-divergence of at the critical point, com bined w ith
the pressure Independence of T , suggeststhat the under-
Iying physics ofthem etam agnetic transition in SryRu,0 4
isbeyond the standard sixth-orderG inzburg-Landau the-
ory In which M is the expansion param eter '_ﬂj]

CeRu;Sh might provide an interesting altemative
model: there the m etam agnetic-like transition is a
crossover associated with the destruction of antiferro-
m agnetic correlations l_2-§]; m oreover m agnetovolum e ef-
fects provide positive feedback to dram atically sharpen
what would, at constant volume, be a rather broad
Crossover t_é, :_2-5:] If the m agnetovolum e coupling were
Just a little bit stronger it appears that the crossover
could becom e rst order.

A though buk them odynam ic m easurem ents show
that SrsRu,0 4 is nearly ferrom agnetic f_2-§'], recent neu—
tron scattering experin entshave found thata &8llin  (T)
below 16K at B = 0T is associated w ith the growth of
antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations [}_Z-7_:] M oreover lat—
tice distortions in the form of tilts and rotations of the
oxygen octahedra couple strongly to m agnetism In the
ruthenates l_2-§', :_2-23, :_5(_5], and they are thought to be deci-
sive in stabilising ferro—vs. antiferrom agnetism t_3-]_:, :_3-2_:]
SrsRu,0 7 has a rotation-distortion of  7° about the
caxis f_2-§', '§§'] that provides an obvious m echanisn for
positive m agnetoelastic feedback for the m etam agnetic
transition. So it seem s plausble that a drop In anti-
ferrom agnetic correlations, m ade discontinuous by pos—
itive feedback from m agnetoelastic coupling, could pro—
duce the ocbserved rst-orderm etam agnetic behaviour in
SrzRu,07.

Thismodelm ight explain why  does not diverge at
the m etam agnetic critical point, and critical uctuations
at nie gwould contribute to the large peak in the re—
sistivity seen at By In our resistivity curves. It is not
clear that the CeRu,;Si m odel explains the weak pres—
sure dependence of T , but som e experin ental tests sug—
gest them selves: in particular, neutron scattering could
be used to track the eld dependence ofboth antiferro—-
m agnetic correlations (@swasdone n CeRu,Si f_Zé_;]) and
the rotation angle of the octahedra through the m etam —
agnetic transition.

In conclusion, we have found a m etam agnetic critical
end-point at nite tem perature for elds applied in the
basalplane B ? c of S;sRu,0 7, though the peak In the
susceptbility at the critical point is much sn aller than
expected. W e have in addition shown that the applica—
tion of pressure drives the critical point up in eld, but
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FIG. 1: A c. susceptbilty as a function of m agnetic
ed for T = (0:06;04;0:8;0:9;1:0;1:1;1:3;1:5;18;25)K

The maxinum peak corresponds to the critical point at
B ;T )= (5.08T,11K). At the Iowest tem peratures (60m K

and 400m K ), the cusp-lke features indicate rst-order be—
haviour n M . Hence for T < T we have used solid
lines to represent rst-orderbehaviour; dashed lines represent
crossover behaviourabove T . Inset: Tem perature ofthe sus—
ceptibility peak as a function ofm agnetic eld, w ith the solid
line show ing the line of rst-order transitions, temm inating in

a m etam agnetic criticalend-point B8 ;T ).

surprisingly does not produce a substantial shift of the
critical tem perature.
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FIG .2: Nom alissd m agnetoresistance forB jjc (upper) and
B ? ¢ (lower) n SisRu07 for pressures up to 10kbar (in-
creasing pressure from left to right) at 25K .
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B.; and B;, In Sr3sRuz07 as a function of pressure, where
B, 1 corresoonds to the lower eld value of the doubl tran—
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cal elds extrapolate to a unique negative critical pressure
Pc 14 kbar.
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