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Ithasbeen proposed thatSr2RuO 4 exhibitsspin tripletsuperconductivity m ediated by ferrom ag-

netic uctuations. So far neutron scattering experim ents have failed to detect any clear evidence

offerrom agnetic spin uctuationsbut,instead,thistypeofexperim entshasbeen successfulin con-

�rm ing the existence ofincom m ensurate spin uctuationsnearq = (1
3

1

3
0). Forthisreason there

have been m any e�orts to associate the contributions ofsuch incom m ensurate uctuations to the

m echanism ofits superconductivity. O ur unpolarized inelastic neutron scattering m easurem ents

revealed thatthese incom m ensurate spin uctuationspossessc-axisanisotropy with an anisotropic

factor�
00

c=�
00

a;b of� 2:8.Thisresultisconsistentwith som e theoreticalideasthatthe incom m ensu-

rate spin uctuations with a c-axis anisotropy can be a origin ofp-wave superconductivity ofthis

m aterial.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Sr2RuO 4 isthe�rst2D perovskiteoxidem aterialknown to exhibitasuperconducting transition withoutcontaining

copper1.W hileSr2RuO 4 isisostructuralwith thehigh-Tc m aterialLa2�x SrxCuO 4,itsnorm alstateshowsFerm iliquid

behaviorand it’ssuperconducting state isnota spin singlet(S = 0)asobserved in the conventionals-wave(l= 0)

superconductorsorthe d-wave (l= 2)high-Tc m aterials. Itssuperconducting state isinstead a spin triplet(S = 1)

with (m ost-likely)p-wavesym m etry (l= 1)(seeRef.2 fora recentreview).

�SR and NM R (K night shift) m easurem ents have provided experim entalevidence ofthe spin triplet pairing in

Sr2RuO 4.�SR m easurem entssucceeded in con�rm ing the existence ofthe spontaneousm agnetic �eld below the su-

perconducting transition tem peratureTc � 1.5K ,indicating thetim e-reversalsym m etry-breakingin superconducting

state3.K nightshiftm easurem entsfortheoxygen sitein theRuO 2 planesrevealed thatthespin susceptibility rem ains

tem peratureindependenteven below Tc
4.

SinceTc ofSr2RuO 4 (� 1.5K )isstronglysuppressed by nonm agneticim purities5,am echanism otherthan electron-

phonon interaction was proposed as the origin ofthe pairing m echanism ofthe superconductivity observed in this

system . From the analogy with the super-uid state of3He and from the fact that the neighbor m aterialSrRuO 3

isferrom agnetic,itwasspeculated thatSr2RuO 4 exhibitsspin tripletsuperconductivity m ediated by ferrom agnetic

uctuations. Up to thisdate,however,there isno clearexperim entalevidence offerrom agnetic uctuationsin this

m aterial6,7,8.

The electronic structure of Sr2RuO 4 (d-electron system ) is m uch sim pler than those of other spin triplet

superconductors9,10. Thisfacthasstim ulated theoreticale�ortson the topicsofspin tripletsuperconductivity and

the sym m etry ofsuperconducting orderparam eters.

M azin and Singh have calculated the electronic band structure ofSr2RuO 4 based on the t2g orbitalofthe Ru4+

(4d4) and showed that the Ferm isurfaces consist ofquasione-dim ensional�,� planes de�ned up by the dyz,dzx

orbital,and oftwo-dim ensional planesde�ned the dxy orbital
11. These predictionsare consistentwith the results

ofdHvA experim ents12. Furtherm ore,the theory predicted thatsizable nesting e�ectsin the quasione-dim ensional

bands(�,� planes)m ay causetheenhancem entofthespin susceptibility neartheincom m ensuratepropagatingvector

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308521v2
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q = (1
3

1

3
0)13. Such an enhancem entwasindeed con�rm ed in dynam icalspin susceptibility �00(q0;!)atq0 = (0.3

0.3 0)by inelastic neutron scattering (INS)experim ents6.These resultsstim ulated discussionsaboutthe possibility

ofp-wavesuperconductivity m ediated by such incom m ensuratespin uctuations.

Som etheoreticalworksreported that,ifsuch an incom m ensuratespin uctuationspossessc-axisanisotropy,thespin

tripletsuperconductivity could bestabilized by such uctuations14,15,16.Itisthereforeofgreatim portancetostablish

ifthereisany observableanisotropy in �00(q0)thatcan be related to the origin ofthe spin tripletsuperconductivity

in Sr2RuO 4.

Ishida etal. have reported the observation ofthe anisotropic behaviorofthe spin susceptibility m easured by the

NM R technique17. In NM R m easurem ents,one can observe the q-integrated spin susceptibility,
P

q
�"(q;!)

!
j!! 0.

Judging from the sim ilarities with the INS data reported by Sidis etal.6,Ishida et alattributed the tem perature

dependentpartofthe q-integrated spin susceptibilities(observed by the NM R)to the spin susceptibility atq0,and

reported that�"(q0;!)hasa c-axisanisotoropy with an anisotropicfactor�"c=�"a;b,(�"IC ;out(q0;!)=�"IC ;in(q0;!)

in theirnotation)of� 3.

In order to ascertain the anisotropic nature ofthe incom m ensurate spin uctuations in Sr2RuO 4,however,it is

necessarytom easureitsq dependentspin susceptibility�00(q,!)usingINS.W ehaveperform ed such m easurem entand

found thatthedynam icalspin susceptibility ofthissystem atq0 indeed exhibitsc-axisanisotropy with an anisotropic

factorof� 2.8. Thisvalue isconsistentwith the anisotropic factorestim ated from the NM R m easurem ents17. O ur

conclusion isdi�erentfrom thoseoftherecentreportsby Servantetal.and Braden etal.7,8,thiswillbediscussed at

the end ofthispaper.

II. EX P ER IM EN T

A . Sam ple preparation and Experim entalsetup

For this neutron scattering study,we grew large single crystals ofSr2RuO 4 by the oating zone m ethod. The

crystalswerecutinto sm allercylindricalpieces(4 m m � in diam eterand 30 m m in length).W e perform ed resistivity

m easurem ents on these crystals using a Q uantum Design PPM S instrum ent equipped with a 3He option. These

m easurem entsrevealed thatTc(onset)ofallthe sam plesliesbetween 1.4 � 1.6 K .

Theunpolarized INS experim entswereperform ed using thetripleaxisspectrom eterG PTAS installed attheJRR-

3M reactorat the Japan Atom ic Energy Research Institute (JAERI) in Tokai,Japan. Neutrons with a �xed �nal

m om entum of kf = 3.83 �A �1 and a com bination of horizontalcollim ations of 40’-80’-40’-80’(FW HM from the

m onochrom atorto the detector)wereutilized.A pyrolyticgraphite(PG )�lterwasplaced afterthe sam ple position

to elim inate higher orderwavelength contam inations. Three sets ofcrystalswere prepared in orderto probe three

di�erentscattering planes,(h k 0),(h h l)and (0.7h 0.3h l).The totalvolum e ofeach ofthese setswas� 3 cm318.

The crystalswere sealed in alum inum cans(�lled with He exchangegasto ensurea uniform tem perature)thatwere

attached to thecold head ofa closed-cycleHegasrefrigerator.Throughoutthispaperthescattering vectorQ = (Q h

Q k Q l)isindexed in reduced latticeunitswith tetragonalreciprocallatticeofa
� = b� = 1.63 �A �1 and c� = 0.49 �A �1 ,

respectively.

B . M agnetic neutron scattering

In this section we describe the m ethod that we used to m easure the anisotropic factor ofthe spin susceptibility

�00(q;!).In a m agnetic neutron scattering experim ent19,the scattering intensity I isgiven by

I / f
2
Q � G ; (1)

where fQ is the m agnetic form factor,which is the Q com ponent ofthe fourier transform ofthe distribution of

unpaired electrons that contribute to the m agnetism in the system . Ifthe electronic distribution is isotropic,fQ

showsa m onotonicdecreasewith theabsolutevalueofthescattering vectorQ ,Q asdem onstrated in Fig.1(a).The

quantity G in Eq.(1) is an orientation factor related to the fact that neutrons are scattered only by the m agnetic

com ponentsperpendicularto the scattering vectorQ . In the presentstudy,we assum ed thatthe spin susceptibility

within the RuO 2 planesin tetragonalSr2RuO 4 isisotropic(�
00

a = �00
b
= �00

a;b
).The orientation factorG isthen given

by

G (�)= (1+ sin
2
�)�

00

a;b(q;w)+ cos
2
� �

00

c(q;w); (2)
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where � isthe angle between the scattering vectorQ and the abplane,which changesthrough the Ql com ponentof

the scattering vector.

In Fig.1(b)weshow a calculation oftheQ dependenceofG (�)forQ = (0.3 0.3 Ql)fordi�erentanisotropicfactors.

G (�) isconstantwhen the susceptibility is isotropic (�00
a;b

= �00c)butshowsdi�erentQ dependence with anisotropy

(�00a;b 6= �00c).Nam ely,G (�)increases(decreases)with Q when �00c=�
00

a;b < 1(> 1).

TheQ dependenceofthetotalintensity I given by Eq.(1)isshown for(0.3 0.3 Q l),(0.7 0.3 Q l)and (0.7 0.7 Q l)in

Fig.1(c).If�00(q;!)isisotropic,the intensity I isscaled only by f2Q butitdecreasesslower(faster)than f2Q in the

presenceofanisotropy �00c=�
00

a;b < 1(> 1).Thisillustratesthefactthattheanisotropicnatureofthespin uctuations

can bedirectly determ ined by thecom parison oftheQ dependenceoftheintensity I and f2Q .W ewould liketo stress

thatknowing the m agnetic form factoraccurately isthe key to the accuratedeterm ination ofthe spin susceptibility

anisotropy factor.Unfortunately theonly m agneticform factorthatcan befound in theliteraturefortheRuthenium

isthatforRu+ (fQ (Ru
+ ))20. The Ru ionsin Sr2RuO 4 are notRu

+ butRu4+ (nom inally). Furtherm ore,Sr2RuO 4

isnotan insulatorbutan itinerantelectron system ,and the use offQ (Ru
+ )to characterize the m agnetic response

ofSr2RuO 4 is clearly inadequate. For this reason we decided to determ ine the m agnetic form factor for Sr2RuO 4

(fQ (Sr2RuO 4))experim entally.

C . D eterm ination ofthe m agnetic form factor ofSr2R uO 4

To determ ine the m agneticform factorofSr2RuO 4,fQ (Sr2RuO 4),wem easured the Q dependence ofspin suscep-

tibility atseveralQ positionswith q0= (0.3 0.3 0)in the (h k 0)plane (� = 0). The Q dependence ofthe observed

intensitiesisshown in Fig.2,the �lled and open sym bolsindicateourdata and thosereported data by Sidisetal.6,

respectively. Note that,throughoutthe presentpaperallthe quoted intensities have been corrected for resolution-

volum ee�ects,and thatallthe quoted experim entalerrorscorrespond to 2� � in orderto reectthe am biguitiesof

the scattering technique.

Note that(0.7 0.3 0)and (1.3 0.3 0)are notq0 positionsfrom the reciprocalzone center,� point,butthose from

the Z point(ex. (1 0 0)). These data can be treated equally with otherdata,because the spin susceptibility atq0
showsa strong two dim ensionality and a rod typescattering along thec�-axisso thatonecan observethesignaleven

on the (h k 0)zone.

O ur �rst observation ofFig. 2,is that it is clear that the data do not scale with f2Q (Ru
+ ),and decrease faster

than it.Thisbehaviorisconsistentwith thefactthatSr2RuO 4 isan itinerantelectron system wherem obileelectrons

distribute widerin realspacethan localized electron system and strongly indicatesthatonecan notusef2Q (Ru
+ )to

evaluateanisotropicfactorofspin susceptibility ofSr2RuO 4.

Thefulllinein this�gureisf2Q (Sr2RuO 4)determ ined in thepresentstudy,forthispurposewe�tted theobserved

intensitiesto the expression

fQ (Sr2RuO 4)= A exp [B (Q =4�)
2
]+ C: (3)

Here,weassum ed thatthe fQ in the (h k 0)planeisisotropic,so thatthe Q dependence ofthe fQ isdescribed asa

singleQ function21.

This form factorwasused to evaluate the anisotropic factorofthe incom m ensurate spin uctuations. Note that

conductivity and coherence length ofSr2RuO 4 show anisotropic behavior (�a;b > �c and �a;b > �c)
2. Such results

indicate that a distribution ofunpaired electrons along the c-axisis con�ned and then the decrease offQ with Q l

m ustbeslowerthan thatforQ h orQ k.Itshould bestressed herethatweassum ed an isotropicform factorfQ in all

directionsin the presentstudy which causesan underestim ation ofthe c-axisanisotropy.

III. EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S

A . Q l dependence ofintensity

In order to study the Q l (�) dependence ofthe intensity,we perform ed severalseries ofconstant-E scans along

(0.3 0.3 Q l),(0.7 0.7 Q l),(0.7 0.3 Q l) and (1.3 0.7 Q l),and found that,because oflow intensity,it is di�cult to

getaccurate Q l dependence atQ positionsfarther than (0.7 0.7 Q l). Forthis reason we reportonly the resultsat

the (0.3 0.3 Q l)and (0.7 0.3 Q l)scans. Furtherm ore,to collectreliable data,one needsto selecta clearwindow of

energy where any spuriouspeaks including phonon scattering do not appear. For the constant-E scans at(0.3 0.3

Q l)and (0.7 0.3 Q l),neutron transferenergieswereselected to be 4 m eV and 8 m eV,respectively,by m easurem ents

ofenergy dependence ofintensity at(0.3 0.3 0)and (0.7 0.3 0)with energy transferbetween � � 2< E < � 20 m eV.



4

Theenergy dependenceofintensity at(0.3 0.3 0)isshown in an insetofFig.3(a).Theresultclearly showsthatthe

intensity atE = 4 m eV isa�ected by neitherincoherentnorforward scattering.

Q l dependence ofintegrated intensity at (0.3 0.3 Q l) and (0.7 0.3 Q l) are depicted in Fig. 3(a),the integrated

intensities were calculated as the product ofintensities at (0.3 0.3 Q l),(0.7 0.3 Q l) and the width determ ined by

constant-E scansalongthe(h k 0)direction.Theobtained widthsat(h h Q l)and (0.7h 0.3h Q l)werealm ostconstant

with Q l,and weused theiraveraged values,cf.0.188and 0.184�A
�1 (in FW HM ),respectively.In addition,intensities

at (0.5 0.5 Q l) and (0.7� 0.1 0.3� 0:04 Q l),which are alm ost constantwith Q l,were subtracted as background for

calculationsofpeak intensitiesat(0.3 0.3 Q l)and (0.7 0.3 Q l),respectively.Finally the data at(0.7 0.3 Q l)with 8

m eV werescaled with thedata at(0.3 0.3 Q l)with 4 m eV by detailed m easurem entsofenergy dependenceofsignals.

The Q l dependence ofthe integrated intensity (0.3 0.3 Q l)and (0.7 0.3 Q l)in the Fig. 3(a)showsa very broad

peak centered atQ l = 0 ,indicating the strong two dim ensionality ofthe spin uctuations.Thisresultisconsistent

with the one reported by Servantetal.7,and allowsusto neglectthe m agnetic correlationsalong the c-axis. Thus

wetreatdata setswith di�erentQl independently.

B . D eterm ination ofthe anisotropic factor

Fig.3(b)showsthe Q dependence ofthe intensitiesfor(0.3 0.3 Q l)and (0.7 0.3 Q l),the fullline isthe m agnetic

form factorf2Q (Sr2RuO 4)thatwem easured asindicated above.This�gureclearly showsthattheintensitiesforboth

(0.3 0.3 Q l)and (0.7 0.3 Q l)decreasefasterthan f
2
Q (Sr2RuO 4)with increasing Q .Such Q dependencecorrespond to

the casewith �00a;b < �00c asdem onstrated in Fig.1(c).

To evaluate the anisotropic factor,Q dependence data for(0.3 0.3 Q l)was�tted to Eq. (1)(2),the data for(0.7

0.3 Q l)wasnotused in this�tbecause ofthe poorstatistics. From the �tting,we calculated the anisotropic factor

ofthe spin susceptibility,�00c=�
00

a;b
� 2:8� 0:7.Note thatto evaluatean errorin the determ ination ofthe anisotropic

factorwetook into accounttheerrorofthem agneticform factor.Furtherm ore,asexplained in theprevioussection,

we assum ed an isotropic form factor and such assum ption m ay cause the underestim ation ofthe c-axisanisotropy.

These results let us conclude that the incom m ensurate antiferrom agnetic uctuations observed atq0 = (0.3 0.3 0)

exhibitc-axisanisotropy.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

A . Static and dynam icalspin susceptibility observed in Sr2R uO 4

The m agnetic properties in the norm al-state of Sr2RuO 4 reported so far are (A) slightly anisotropic uniform

susceptibility atq = 022,(B)anisotropicspin uctuationswith anisotropicfactorof�00c=�
00

a;b � 3 atsom ewherein q

reported by NM R 17,(C)spin uctuationsobserved atincom m ensurateq of(0.3 0.3 0)observed by INS6.

The uniform susceptibility of(A) is explained by the Pauliparam agnetism ofthe conduction electronsin a two-

dim ensional band,and the origin ofa slightanisotropy ofit(�c=�a;b � 1:1)isattributed to the orbitalVan Vleck

contribution,which isa�ected by �eldsparallelto the c-axisdue to the 1-dim ensional�-and �-bands23.

O n theotherhand,theanisotropy in (B)can notbeassociated with thatin (A),becausetheanisotropicfactorand

energy scale ofeach spin susceptibilitiesare quite di�erent. Judging from the sim ilarity in tem perature dependence

ofspin uctuations in (B) and (C),Ishida et al. speculated that the anisotropic behavior observed in the NM R

m easurem ents has a close relation with spin uctuations observed at (0.3 0.3 0)17. Supporting this, our result

clearly revealed thattheincom m ensuratespin uctuation hasanisotropy with an anisotropicfactorof�00c=�
00

a;b
� 2:8.

The anisotropic factorreported by NM R m easurem entis � 3,which is in good agreem entwith the presentresult.

These resultsletusconclude thatanisotropic behaviorobserved by the NM R m easurem entsisassociated with spin

uctuationsatincom m ensurateq0 vectorof(0.3 0.3 0).

B . T he origin ofthe anisotropic behavior

A shortcom m entabouttheorigin oftheanisotropy oftheincom m ensuratespin uctuationsobserved atq = (0.3

0.3 0). Theoreticalcalculations within the random -phase approxim ation using a three-band Hubbard Ham iltonian

predictthatspin-orbitcoupling playsan im portantroleand that,dueto strong coupling,theout-of-planecom ponent

ofthe spin susceptibility is about two tim es larger than the in-plane one at low tem perature24. The calculated

anisotropy and ourresultarequantitatively consistent.M agneticproperty of(A),(B),and (C)deeply connectwith
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the orbitalofd-electronsin RuO 2 planes. These factsstrongly indicate thatthe spin-orbitinteraction isim portant

to discussthe m agneticpropertiesofthissystem .

C . R elation betw een incom m ensurate spin uctuations and the superconducting m echanism

Asdescribed in the introduction,som e theoreticalgroupsreported thatincom m ensurate spin uctuationswith a

c-axis anisotropy,�00c > �00a;b,m ay introduce a spin triplet superconducting state and that the d vector turns to a

direction oflargerantiferrom agneticuctuations14,15,16.O urresultsshow thattheincom m ensuratespin uctuations

observed in Sr2RuO 4 satisfy thisrequirem ent,nam ely �
00

c > �00ab,which m akesa direction ofd vectorto beparallelto

the c-axisconsistentwith the experim entalobservations3,4,25.

Then the question here iswhetherthese spin uctuationsarereally driving forcesofthe superconductivity ofthis

m aterialor not. Basically,the superconductivity ofSr2RuO 4 is believed to originate in the quasitwo-dim ensional

 m ain band. O n the other hand,the incom m ensurate antiferrom agnetic uctuations ofSr2RuO 4 is caused due

to the nesting property of the one-dim ensional� and � bands. Furtherm ore, in the Sr2Ru1�x TixO 4 (in which

superconductivity isquickly suppressed and theantiferrom agneticuctuationsobserved atx = 0 develop into a static

orderwith increasingx),thex dependenceofTc seem stobeexplained onlybyadopinge�ectand noenhancem entofTc

by thespin uctuationswasobserved26,27,28.Theseresultsim ply thattheincom m ensuratespin uctuationsm ay not

contributeto itssuperconducting m echanism 28.In orderto furtherclarify them echanism ofthesuperconductivity in

Sr2RuO 4,especiallyofrelationsbetween spin tripletsuperconductivityandantiferrom agneticuctuations,inform ation

of�00(q0;!)behaviorbelow Tc would be ofgreathelp.

D . D iscrepancies w ith unpolarized IN S results by other groups

In the present study,we m easured data at (0.3 0.3 Q l) and (0.7 0.3 Q l) including (0.3 0.3 0) (Q � 0.70 �A �1 )

and estim ated theanisotropicfactor�00c=�
00

a;b
to be� 2:8 by evaluating a di�erencebetween theI and f2Q (Sr2RuO 4).

These results,however,are atoddswith otherunpolarized neutron scattering data reported by Servantetal.7 and

by Braden etal.8.W e attribute these discrepanciesto (a)the narrowerQ rangein thesegroups’m easurem ents,and

(b) a lack ofa determ ination off2Q (Sr2RuO 4) by the other groups. For exam ple,Servant etal.m easured data at

(0.3 0.3 Q l)with only largerQ part(Q > 0:80 �A �1 )and (0.7 0.7 Q l),and concluded an isotropic behaviorofspin

uctuationsbased on the factthata sm allnum berofdata pointsobserved along (0.3 0.3 Ql)and (0.7 0.7 Q l)scaled

ata very narrow Q rangenearQ of� 1.6 �A �1 .O necan seein Fig.3(b)ofourpaper,thattheaccuracy ofthe data

in thatQ range (near� 1.6 �A �1 )isnotvery good. W e also observed data at(0.7 0.7 Q l)and found thatthe data

scaled with those along (0.3 0.3 Q l)in thisQ range within the huge errorbars. Furtherm ore,they did notgetthe

properm agneticform factorforSr2RuO 4,thisprevented them from m aking a reliablecom parison oftheirdata with

the m agnetic form factorin the sm allQ region. O n the otherhand,Braden etal. observed Q -dependence ofI at

(0.3 0.3 Q l)within a very narrow Q range of1.2 � 2.5 �A �1 and showed thatthe data decreasesslowerthan thatof

f2Q (Ru
+ )8. Thisbehaviorisclearly opposite to the ourdata shown in thispaperand to the data ofServantetal.7.

Atthistim e wedo notunderstand the sourceofthisdiscrepancy.

Recently,neutron polarization analysisexperim entshavebeen perform ed on Sr2RuO 4 by two independentgroups.

These groups succeeded in con�rm ing the c-axis anisotropy with anisotropic factor of2� 2.529 and 2.0 � 0.430),

respectively,being consistent with our unpolarized neutron results presented here. It can be argued that the best

way to perform thistypeofm easurem entsisusing thepolarized neutron scattering techniquebecausethistechnique

allowsthe separation ofm agnetic com ponentsto the scattering from any othernon-m agnetic com ponentsincluding

phonon and spuriouspeaks.W e would like to stresshere,however,thatthisisnotthe only reliable way to m easure

m agneticcom ponents.Itistruethatthe unpolarized neutron techniqueintrinsically m oream biguouswhen itcom es

to m easure m agnetic com ponents. Butbeing consciousofthisfact,we paid the greatestcare to reduce such errors

and wem adem any consistency checkswith di�erentscattering zonesand even checked background from thecryostat

and judiciously chose the bestconditionsforthe experim ent. Every experim entalresultpresented in ourpaperhas

been exam ined with greatcaution and ourresultsarereliable.

V . SU M M A R Y

W e have perform ed unpolarized inelastic neutron scattering m easurem ents on Sr2RuO 4 to probe the anisotropic

behaviorofthespin susceptibility observed attheincom m ensuratewavevectorofq = (0.3 0.3 0).O urm easurem ents
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indeed supportthatthesusceptibility exhibitsa c-axisanisotropy i.e.�00c=�
00

a;b � 2:8� 0:7.Thisanisotropy ratio isin

good agreem entwith the resultobtained by the NM R m easurem ents(� 3)17.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e would like to acknowledge Dr. J.A.Fernandez-Baca forvaluable discussionsand fora criticalreading ofthe

m anuscript. T.N.,H.F.and H.Y.were supported by a G rant-In-Aid from the M inistry ofEducation,Culture,

Sports,Science and Technology,Japan.

1
Y.M aeno,H.Hashim oto,K .Yoshida,S.Nishizaki,T.Fujita,J.G .Bednorz,and F.Lichtenberg,Nature (London) 372,

532 (1994).
2 A.P.M ackenzie and Y.M aeno,Rev.M od.Phys.75,657 (2003).
3
G .M .Luke,Y.Fudam oto,K .M .K ojim a,M .I.Larkin,J.M errin,B.Nachum i,Y.J.Uem ura,Y.M aeno,Z.Q .M ao,Y.

M ori,H.Nakam ura,and M .Sigrist,Nature (London)394,558 (1998).
4
K .Ishida,H.M ukuda,Y.K itaoka,K .Asayam a,Z.Q .M ao,Y.M ori,and Y.M aeno,Nature (London)396,658 (1998).

5
A.P.M ackenzie,R.K .W .Haselwim m er,A.W .Tyler,G .G .Lonzarich,Y.M ori,S.Nishizaki,and Y.M aeno,Phys.Rev.

Lett.80 161 (1998).
6
Y.Sidis,M .Braden,P.Bourges,B.Hennion,S.NishiZaki,Y.M aeno,and Y.M ori,Phys.Rev.Lett.83,3320 (1999).

7
F.Servant,B.F�ak,S.Raym ond,J.P.Brison,P.Lejay,and J.Flouquet,Phys.Rev.B 65,184511 (2002).

8
M .Braden,Y.Sidis,P.Bourges,P.Pfeuty,J.K ulda,Z.M ao,and Y.M aeno,Phys.Rev.B 66,064522 (2002).

9
H.Tou,Y.K itaoka,K .Ishida,K .Asayam a,N.K im ura,Y.O nuki,E.Yam am oto,Y.Haga,and K .M aezawa,Phys.Rev.

Lett.80,3129 (1998).
10 K .Ishida,D .O zaki,T.K am atsuka,H.Tou,M .K yogaku,Y.K itaoka,N.Tateiwa,N.K .Sato,N.Aso,C.G eibel,and F.

Steglich,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,037002 (2002).
11

I.I.M azin and D .J.Singh,Phys.Rev.Lett.79,733 (1997).
12

A.P.M ackenzie,S.R.Julian,A.J.D iver,G .J.M cM ullan,M .P.Ray,G .G .Lonzarich,Y.M aeno,S.Nishizaki,and T.

Fujita,Phys.Rev.Lett.76,3786 (1996).
13 I.I.M azin and D .J.Singh,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,4324 (1999).
14 T.K uwabara and M .O gata,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,4586 (2000).
15

M .Sato and M .K ohm oto,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.69,3505 (2000).
16

K .K uroki,M .O gata,R.Arita,and H.Aoki,Phys.Rev.B 63,060506 (2001).
17

K .Ishida,H.M ukuda,Y.M inam i,Y.K itaoka,Z.Q .M ao,H.Fukazawa,and Y.M aeno,Phys.Rev.B 64,100501 (2001).
18

In order to keep e�ective sam ple volum e constant,we tried to assem ble single crystals sym m etrically.Then,to check a

reliability,wehavem easured a ratio ofintensitiesbetween (0.3 0.3 0)and (0.7 0.7 0)with di�erentsam plesetswith di�erent

scattering planes (h k 0) and (h h l),and found that the ratio is sam e within experim entalaccuracy.W e also checked

absorption factors ofSr,Ru and O atom s in a text book.They are negligibly sm all.From these facts,we concluded that

geom etricalcorrections are not necessary in the present experim ents,and we just corrected the observed intensity by the

instrum entalresolution.
19

Asa text,seeNeutron Scattering with a Triple-AxisSpectrom eter(Basic Techniques),G .Shirane,S.M .Shapiro and J.M .

Tranquada,Cam bridge university press.
20

InternationalTables of C rystallography,edited by A.J.C.W ilson (K luwerAcadem ic,D ordrecht,1995),Vol.C.
21

Ifthereisa rem arkableanisotropy in thein-planesusceptibility,data at(0.3 0.3 0)(Q = 0.69 �A
� 1
)and (0.7 0.7 0)(Q = 1.61

�A
� 1
)and thatof(0.7 0.3 0)(Q = 1.25 �A

� 1
)draw di�erentlines.W ithin experim entalaccuracy,such a distinctbehavioris

notobserved,indicating thatthe sizable anisotropy ofm agnetic form factorin the RuO 2 plane wasnotdetected.
22

Y.M aeno,K .Yoshida,H.Hashim oto,S.Nishizaki,S.Ikeda,M .Nohara,T.Fujita,A.P.M ackenzie,N.E.Hussey,J.G .

Bednorz,and F.Lichtenberg,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.66,1405 (1997).
23

K .K .Ng and M .Sigrist,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.69,3764 (2000).
24

I.Erem in,D .M anske,and K .H.Bennem ann,Phys.Rev.B 65 220502 (2002).
25

J.A.D u�y,S.M .Hayden,Y.M aeno,Z.M ao,J.K ulda,and G .J.M cIntyre,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,5412 (2000).
26

N.K ikugawa and Y.M aeno,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,117001 (2002).
27

M .Braden,O .Friedt,Y.Sidis,P.Bourges,M .M inakata,and Y.M aeno,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,197002 (2002).
28 K .Ishida,Y.M inam i,Y.K itaoka,S.Nakatsuji,N.K ikugawa,and Y.M aeno,Phys.Rev.B 67 214412 (2003).
29

M .Braden,P.Ste�ens,Y.Sidis,J.K ulda,S.Hayden,N.K ikugawa,and Y.M aeno,cond-m at/0307662.
30

B.F�ak,S.Raym ond,F.Servant,P.Lejay,and J.Flouquet,cond-m at/0308558.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307662
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308558


7

f
Q

2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
Q [Å-1]

( Form Factor )2

"a,b : "c = 1 : 1

"a,b : "c = 9 : 1

"a,b : "c = 1 : 9

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
Q [Å-1]

Q = ( 0.3 0.3 Q  )

Orientation Factor

"a,b : "c = 1 : 1

"a,b : "c = 9 : 1

"a,b : "c = 1 : 9

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
Q [Å-1]

In
te

n
si

ty

Q = ( 0.3 0.3 0 )

Q = ( 0.7 0.7 0 )

Q = ( 0.7 0.3 0 )

f
Q

2

(a) (b)

(c)
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factors G (�) at Q = (0.3 0.3 Ql) for di�erent anisotropic factors. D epending on a ratio,�
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dependence. (c) Q dependence ofcalculated intensities I (= f
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Q � G (�)) at (0.3 0.3 Ql),(0.7 0.3 Q l) and (0.7 0.7 Q l) with

di�erentanisotropic factors.
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