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Evidence for strong electronic correlations in the spectra of Sr,RuO 4
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T he im portance of electronic correlation e ects in the layered perovskite Sro;RuO 4 is evidenced.
To thisend we use stateoftheart LDA+DM FT (LocalD ensity A pproxin ation + D ynam icalM ean—
Field Theory) in the basis of W annier functions to com pute spectral functions and the quasiparticle
dispersion of SRuUO 4. The spectra are found to be in good agreem ent w ith various spectroscopic
experin ents. W e also calculate the k-dependence of the quasiparticle bands and com pare the re—
sults w ith new angle resolved photoem ission A RPES) data. Two typicalm anifestations of strong
Coulom b correlations are revealed: (i) the calculated quasiparticlem assenhancem entofm =m 25
agrees w ith various experin entalresuls, and (i) the satellite structure at about 3 eV binding energy
observed in photoem ission experin ents is shown to be the lower H ubbard band. For these reasons
SrpRuUO 4 is identi ed as a strongly correlated 4d electron m aterial.

PACS numbers: 7127 4 a, 79.60

I. NTRODUCTION

Intensive research on SR uO 4 began after the discovery of superconductivity at tem peraturesbelow 1K & Since it
isw idely believed that this system m ay help to clarify them echanisn behind high-T . superconductivity, considerable
theoreticaland experin entale ortwasput into the nvestigation ofthism aterialw hich hasunconventionalproperties
In spie of a relatively simple electronic structure. W hilk it is generally recognized that in 3d transition metal
com pounds electron correlationsplay a crucialrole;? the question w hetherthe 4d system SrRuO 4 should be considered
a strongly correlated system , too, or whether its electronic properties can be understood w ithin conventionalband
theory rem ained open. Indeed, the 4d states ofthe R u—ion arem ore extended than the 3d states and hence correlation
e ects should be Jss signi cant than, eg., In high-T. cuprates. O n the other hand, the e ective quasiparticle m ass
obtained from de Haaswvan Alhen (@HVA);? ARPES? and infrared optical experin ents® is 34 tin es larger than
the results obtained from standard band calculations2?4 T he tem perature-independent contribution to the m agnetic
susceptibility and speci ¢ heat constant are also signi cantly larger than that given by LDA 2 T hese facts ndicate
that electron correlationsplay an in portant role in SpRu0 4.

During the last decade intensive studies of SpRuO, usihg various spectroscopic techniques were
perform ed 2282142431415 T he evidence derfved from these experin ents which point tow ards correlation e ects can
be summ arized as follow s: (i) the m easured bandw idth and density of states 00O S) at the Fem i level deviate by
roughly a factor of 3249 from bandstructure calculations,2Z®€ and (i) there is a peculiar satellite at 3 eV in the
photoen ission spectra PES) 12434415

T he presence of a satellite structure n PES on transition m etal oxides, now comm only interpreted as the lower
Hubbard band (LHB), is generally taken as strong evidence for the in portance of correlations. Such a satellite was

rst experin entally observed by Fujm oriet al® forthe d' perovskitetype T £7 and V*' oxides. By applying the ab
initio LDA+DM FT approacht?4812:2021:22 the corresponding structure in the m any-boody spectrum w as Jater indeed
identi ed as the LHB/42:232425 iy hile in d' com pounds the 3d-band is usually well ssparated from the oxygen 2p
band m aking the experim ental observation and theoretical nterpretation as the LHB relatively sin ple) the energy
separation between the Ru-4d and O 2p states in SpRUO 4 iIsmuch snaller (see below ). In this case the LHB may
overlap w ith the oxygen 2p bands, m aking the Interpretation of structures in the experin ental spectra am biguous. T he
di erence in experim ental conditions (photon energy, surface sensitivity, sam ple and surface quality, etc) com plicate
the situation even m ore. T herefore Interpretations of spectroscopic data for Sp,RuO 4 are often controversial.

E arly investigations of the electronic structure of S;bRUO 4 used the local density approxin ation (LDA ) to reveal
the sin ilarities and di erences w ith the electronic properties of cuprate superconductorsé” It was then proposed
that the superconductivity of S;RUO 4 m ay be unconventional, nam ely of triplet typefe?! see the com prehensive
review s2822 A quantitative m odel for triplet superconductivity based on  rst principles calculations for the electronic
structure and m agnetic susoeptibility was suggested by M azin and Singh 2% T he electronic structure of S;,RuO 4 and
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Sr,RhO ;, was com pared ¢ and the possibility of a m agnetic ground state of SR UO 4 was studied w ithin the general
gradient approxin ation GGA )3t

TheFem isurface of Sp,Ru0 4 was also nvestigated by LD A . A coording to these studies, the Ferm i surface consists
of three cylindrical sheets;2 2232 1 agreem ent w ith dHVA experin ents2 By contrast, ARPE S experin ents predicted
a signi cantly di erent Fem isurface topology2423 In principle, such a discrepancy may be due to strong elec—
tronic correlations w hich are not taken into account in LD A . H ow ever, detailed photoem ission studies® and scanning-
tunneling m icroscopy=? subsequently discovered a surface reconstruction which seem ed to resolve the controversy 2128

T he in portance of correlation e ectswas studied by P erez-N avarro et a2 and A rita et al.2% A though correlations
are not very strong, their inclusion was Hund to be in portant fr a proper description of the electronic structure®?
and a m icroscopic understanding of superconductivity 22

A rst multiband investigation based on the dynam ical mean— eld theory OMFT) to clrify the discrepancy
between dH VA2 and photoem ission22 data was perform ed by Liebsch and Lichtenstein 2 They observed a charge

ow from the narrow xz, yz bands to the wide xy band leading to a shift of the van Hove sihqularity close to Er ,
and derived quasiparticle bands by self-consistent second-order perturbation theory for the selfenergy, ndingam ass
renom alization of 2.1-2.64% in agreem ent w ith experin ent3# Anisin ov et al#2 hvestigated the isoelectric serdes of
alloysCa; x SixRuO 4 bymeansof LDA+U forx= 0andDMFT WNCA) for05< x < 2:0. In the latter doping range
the scenario of an orbital selective M ott transition (O SM T ) was proposed.

In this paper we address the question of the inportance of correlation e ects In SpRuO, by a realistic
LDA+DMFT QM C) calulation within a W annier finction W F) ©mm alism 22 This in proved LDA+DMFT QM C)
schem e allow s one to take into account the in uence of correlated orbitals (4d-y orbitals of Ru in our case) on
all other states. This is essential when d and oxygen p states overlap as is the case In SpRuO 4. The com parison
betw een our theoretical results and experin ent clearly show s that electronic correlations have a strong in uence on
the electronic structure and lead to the form ation ofa pronounced LHB in the spectrum .

T he paper is organized as follow s. Tn section[[dw e present results forthe band structure cbtained by LDA (subsection
IIA) and LDA+DMFT QM C) in the W F basis (subsection IIB), respectively. Section [[I1 contains a com parison of
ourLDA+DMFT QM C) resultsw ith XP S (x—ray photoem ission spectroscopy), XA S (x—ray absorption spectroscopy),
and NEXAFS (Mmear edge xray ne structure) experin ents, as well as w ith new experimental PES (ohotoem ission
experin ents) data [IIAl) and recent ARPES experin ents (subsections[IIIBIl and [[IICl) . W e conclude the paper w ith
a summ ary. 7]

II. ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE
A . LDA band structure

SrRuO 4 has the undistorted single-layered K ,N IF,-type structure with the space group I4=mmm and lattice
param eters a=b=3.8603 A, c=12.729 A &% The structure is ©m ed by layers of R u0 ¢-octahedra separated by Sr-ons.
T he RuO g-octahedra are slightly elongated along the caxis. Therefore the coordination of Ru-ions locally has a
tetragonal sym m etry.

Our rstprinciple calculation of the electronic structure of SgRu0 4 is based on density functional theory OFT)
within the LDA approxin ation?3#® using the lhearized mu n-tin orbitals LM TO ) m ethod 4’ T he partial densities
of states for S;,RuO 4, are shown i Fig.[. They are in good agreem ent w ith results of previous calculationsE:31:32
T he strontium 4d states are alm ost em pty and lie above 3 €V ; the O 2p derived bands are lled and extend from -8
eV to-1e&v.

Physically m ost Interesting are the partially lled rutheniuim 4d-states. D ue to the octahedral coordination of the
oxygen ions, the Ru-4d states are split into tpy and e, orbitals (see Fig.[d). O wing to the stronger hybridization of
the two ey orbitals w ith oxygen p-states the corresponding bands lie above the three t,g bands In the energy region
from 05 eV to 5 eV.In SpRuO 4 four Ru-4d electrons occupy the three t,; bands @d* con guration). The layered
crystalstructure of SR U0 4 results in a two-din ensionalD O S ofthe xy orbialwhile the xz, yz orbitals have nearly
one-dim ensional character (see Fig.[d). The xy orbital hybridizes w ith xy orbitals of the four Ru neighbors and thus
has a bandw idth aln ost tw ice as large W y,=2.8 €V ) as that ofthe xz, yz orbitals W ;.= 1.5 €V ) which hybridize
w ith corresponding orbitals of two Ru neighbors only.

The LDA bands in the energy window 3 :::1 &V are shown i Fig.[d. In contrast to a typicald® system s;2° there
is no welkpronounced separation of the oxygen 2p and ruthenium 4d states in SR U0 4 . M ore precisely, F ig.[d show s
that while the Ru4d xz, yz orbitals are separated from the oxygen 2p bands the Ru-4d xy orbital strongly overlaps
w ith these oxygen bands.
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FIG.2: Orbially profected LDA Ru4d DO S.The Fem i level corresponds to zero.

B. LDA+DMFT (QM C) results: e ect of correlations

SrRUO , is a param agnetic m etald Tt is well known that the param agnetic state of a correlated m etal is well
described by the DM FT (for review s see?8422%) | {f ithin DM FT the electronic lattice problem is m apped onto a
single-in purity Anderson m odel w ith a selfconsistency condition2:22 This m apping, which becom es exact in the
lin it of Jarge coordiation num ber of the Jattice,*3 allow s one to investigate the dynam ics of correlated lattice elec—
trons non-perturbatively at all nteraction strengths. W e use the LDA+DM FT ab initio techniquelt’2821223 (for an
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FIG .3: (Coluronline) SmRuO4 LDA band structure along high sym m etry directions of the B rillouin zone. Light line —-LD A
bands, dark line —bands ocbtained by W annier function profction on tyg orbials. The Fem i level corresponds to zero.

introduction see;?? for review s see202124:53) to Investigate correlation e ectsin SERUO 4. Thee ective in purity prob—

lem corresponding to them any-body H am iltonian is solved by quantum M onte C arlo sin ulations2® The LDA+DM FT

approach was recently in proved by em ploying a W annier fiinctions W F) form alism A2 which allow s one to proJct
the H am ilton m atrix from the fullorbital space to a selected set of relevant orbitals. T he pro ection ensures that the
Inform ation about all states In the system is kept. In the present work we use the W F form alisn to construct an
e ective few -orbitalH am iltonian w ith 4 symm etry and to take into account the in  uence of correlated y-orbitalson
other states. A threeorbital H am iltonian cbtained by the W F profction w ith dispersions presented in Fig.[d black
lines) was used as an ab initio setup of the correlation problem . Ab initio values of the orbitally averaged Coulom b
Interaction param eter U=1.7 &V and Hund exchange param eter J= 0.7 eV were obtained by constrained LDA cal
culations2? W e em phasize that not only the on-site &, screening and the screening from Ru-ions of the RuO , plane
were taken into account in the calculation ofthe C oulom b interaction param eter but also screening from neighboring
RuO , planes.

In the particular case of three tyq-orbitals U is equal to the inter-orbital Coulomb repulsion U %48 Thus we
cbtain U = U%+ 2J =31 eV forthe local ntra-orbitalC oulomb repulsion. W e note that our values of U and J di er
substantially from thoseby Liebsch and Lichtenstein®! who assum ed a m uch sn aller H und exchange param eter. T hese
authors estin ated the Coulomb repulsion param eter from the XP S spectrum3? using the position of the resonance
satellite. T he value ofabout 1.5 €V cbtained thereby agrees wellw ith our calculated valie for U .

T he three-orbital, pro fcted H am iltonian together w ith the ab initio C oulom b Interaction param eters were used as
nput forthe QM C simulation ofthe e ective quantum im purity problem arising in the DM FT . T he sin ulations were
perform ed or an verse tem perature =10 &V ! using 40 inagihary tine slices ( =025). The inaghary tine
QM C data were analytically continued by m axin um entropy28 T he results are shown m Fig. . W e nd a pronounced
lower Hubbard band (LHB) between -5 and -1 €V, a quasiparticle peak QP ) around the Fem i level, and an upper
Hubbard band (UHB) at about 1.5 €V .Realand in aginary parts of the corresponding selfenergy for real frequencies
(or details see Appendix B n?3) for tpg orbitals are shown in Fig.[d. The mass enhancem ent calculated from the
derivative ofRe at the Fem i levelam ounts to 2.62 for the xy orbialand 2 28 for the xz, yz orbitals, In agreem ent
with results from ARPES;* dHvAS and infrared optical experin ents2 A detailed analysis of the structures seen 1
Fig.M is presented in A ppendix,.

A fter having calculated the selfenergy  (!) for real frequencies one m ay perform the inverse transform ation from
the reduced W annier basis back to the f1llLM TO basisZ2 This step allow s one to take Into account the in uence
of the three correlated t,y orbitals on all other states of ruthenium , oxygen and strontium . T he com parison of the
noninteracting LD A partial density of states w ith the one obtained by the inverse transform ation is shown in Fig.[d.
Since the hybridization of Ru and O is quite strong the oxygen states are changed rather signi cantly by correlation
e ects on Ru-ions. These changes are m ost pronounced in the energy region between 4 and -1 €V.One can see
that apical oxygen atom s are m ore a ected by correlations than in-plane atom s. W e believe that this is due to the
one-din ensional character of the xz;yz states of the Ru-4d shell. Hence correlation e ects are much stronger for
these orbitals; consequently the DO S for the apical oxygen atom s is strongly m odi ed. T he strontium states are less
a ected.

A com parison between the partial LDA DO S ofRu-4d and the D O S obtained using the fullorbital selfenergy from
our LDA+DMFT QM C) calculations is shown in Fig.[d. Them ain e ect of the correlations on the Ru site is seen to
be a transfer of spectral weight from the energy region near the Fem i level to the lower and upper H ubbard bands
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D ark curve: xy orbital, light curve: xz, yz orbials; U=1.7 eV, J=0.7 €V . The Fem i level corresponds to zero.
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(Colour online) Ru—4d (tz4) spectral functions obtained wihin LDA+DMFT (@M C) using a projcted H am iltonian.

2

Lo /m, =2.62
1 me, Jm, =228 /\
L Xz, xzyz
OF== AN ="
~—~ L h 7
E 4k N I/ \\,
2 = \ \
5 f ‘\\ \ \I
3
%'3__ —— Re>
4 - =Im ny
- Reixz‘yZ
-5_- ImZ,,,
_6I P I R R I | 1 P ST R
7 6 5 4 3 -2 -1 0 1 2
Energy (eV)

(Colour online) Selfenergy on the realenergy axis for xy (plack line) and xz, yz (light line) orboitals of SRuO 4.

line: realpart; dashed line: in aghary part. The Fem i level corresponds to zero.

range from 4 &V to -1 €V, and from 1 €V to 2 &V respectively.

ITII. COM PARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENTAL DATA

A . XPS and PES experim ents

Solid

W ewillnow com parethe computed LDA+DMFT QM C) spectral functions for the tp4 electrons (light solid Iines in
Fig.[d,[3,[[0) and those calculated using the fillorbital selfenergy (olack solid lines in the sam e gures) w ith several
experim entally obtained spectra describing both valence and conduction bands. To com pare w ith experin ent we took
into account the photoem ission cross section ratio ©r Ru-4d and O 2p states as a fiinction of photon energy22 W e
found that, In general, an energy dependent broadening of the theoretical spectral functions gives better agreem ent
w ith the experim entaldata (see®® and®l). For this the theory curves were convolited usihg a G aussian w ith a fill
width at halfm axinum Icreasing asC E+g. Here E is the binding energy, g is the experin ental resolution, and
C characterizes the Increase of the broadening w ith energy upon m oving away from Fem i level due to core-hole life
tine e ects. Them axin ally allowed broadening was restricted to 1 &V . Speci c valies of C and g param eters used
for com parison w ith experin ent are indicated in the corresponding gures.
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1. Comparison with previous XP S experim ents
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FIG.8: (Colour online) Theoretical spectral fiinctions of SpRuO 4 calculated by LDA+DMFT (QM C); light solid line: toq
orbitals, black solid line: fuillorbital selfenergy. In (a) the results are com pared to an angle-integrated valence band photoe-
m ission spectj:um£ obtained w ith a photon energy Epn = 30 eV, while in (o) we com pare to an XP S spectrum obtained w ith
a photon energy En = 1486:6 &V 22 The theoretical spectra are convoluted using a linear broadening -0.04 E+ 025 for @),
and 014 E+ 025 for (o) to account for the experin ental resolution. Intensities are nom alized on the area under curves. T he
Fem i level corresponds to zero.

In Fig.[B we com pare an angle integrated valence band photoen ission spectrum of S RuO0 .2 Fig.B@)] and the
XPS spectra from Refl2 Fig.B@)]with the theoretical spectral fiinctions. The contributions from Ru-4d and O 2p
spectra were w eighted according to the photoem ission cross section ratic®? 3:1 forFig.H@), corresponding to a photon
energy 30 €V, and 40:1 or Fig.B ), corresponding to a photon energy of 1486.6 eV . T he theoretical spectra were
m ultiplied w ith the Ferm i fiinction at T = 150 K and 300 K , respectively. In F ig.[H a linear broadening w as em ployed.
UPS (ultra-violet photoem ission) data of the valence band of Sr,RuO 42 cbtained at higher photon energy of 60 &V
and 110 eV show sim ilar features asthe PES and XP S spectra in Fig.H.

W e note that for energiesbelow 2 &V the weight of oxygen states In the spectrum (according to the cross section
ratio) becom es essential. Indeed, only by proper inclusion of this contrbution can a satisfactory description of the
experim ental spectra w ith the fullorital LDA+DM FT QM C) soectral function be achieved.

T he experin ental spectrum in Fig.[B@) was obtained at a rather low photon energy. T herefore, according to the
cross section ratio, the contribution ofoxygen states is considerable. T he calculated curves reproduce all features ofthe
com plicated structure of the experim ental data, although the positions and weight of peaks agree only qualitatively.
T he m ost serious disagreem ent w ith experin ent can be observed in the energy region from 2.5 &V up to the Fermm i
level. Despite sin ilar line shapes the theoretical curves have too little weight. This failure can, for exam ple, be
attrbuted to an underestin ation of the oxygen contribution In the theoretical curves, or to m atrix elem ent e ects
which m ay be signi cant at low photon energies. Nevertheless, the LDA+DMFT (QM C) spectra are seen to be In
m uch better agreem ent w ith experim ent than the LDA resuls. In particular, n LDA+DMFT the LDA peak near
0.5 eV ismerely becom es a plateau { the redistribbution of spectral weight obviously being an e ect of correlations.
C om paring the theoreticaltyy and fulkorbital spectra w ith experin ent, one can see that the latter yield a m uch better
description in a w ide energy range.

The XPS spectrum in Fig.B®©) obtained at a very high photon energy is seen to be aln ost exclisively Ru-4d
states. O bviously, the full{orbital spectral finction gives good agreem ent w ith the XP S data. M oreover, one observes
a pronounced m axinum at -3 €V which experin entalists previously interpreted as the LHB 42 T his con cture is now
con m ed by our calculations (see the detailed discussion below ).

2. Comparison with new PES experim ent

Clean (001) surfaces of high purity single crystal sam ples were obtained by in situ clavage at 20 K in ultrahigh
vacuum . A ngle-integrated and angleresolved spectra were m easured using the GAMM ADATA-SCIENTA SES200
Analyzerat BL25SU ofSP ring-8 by use of circularly polarized light. B oth m easurem entswere perform ed at 700 €V by
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FIG .9: (Coluronline) Sinilarplot asin Fig.BAbut now we com pare with PES spectrum of SrzRuO 4. T he theoretical spectra
are convoluted using a linear broadening -0.04 E+ 020 to account for the experin ental resolution.

detecting near nom alem ission electrons to obtain highest bulk sensitivity at this photon energy. T he resolution for
thesem easurem entswas set to 200m eV Fig.[d) and 120m eV  ig.[[l), respectively. T he energy scale was calbrated
by the Fem iedge of Au. The surface cleanliness was checked by the absence of possble additional spectral weight
on the higher binding energy side of the O 1s peak, and by the absence ofthe C 1s contrbution.

Ih Fig. @ we compare photoem ission spectrum of SpRuO,; with spectral fiunctions calculated by
IDA+DMFT QM C).A weighted sum of Ru-4d and O 2p spectral fiinctions according to the photoem ission cross
section ratio 17122 wasused { corresponding to an experin ental photon energy of 700 &V . T heoretical spectra were
muliplied with the Femm i function at 20 K and were linearly broadened to account for the experin ental resolution.

3. Interpretation

W e now discuss and interpret the experin ental and theoretical spectra, and also check the presence of a LHB
in the com puted spectra. Tn Fig.[H@) the structure in the experin ental XP S-spectrum at 3 €V was interpreted
as the LHB 42 In the fiultorbital LDA+DMFT QM C) spectral fnction (black solid line) a corresponding feature
is indeed visble, but has less Intensity and appears only as a shallow shoulder rather than a distinct bulge. This
structure is cbviously not describbed by LDA (dashed line). Looking at the light solid line in F ig.B () which represents
the LDA+DMFT QM C) DO S for the tpy orbitals alone, we are abl to identify this shoulder unam biguously as a
result of the LHB . Thus we have theoretically con m ed the interpretation of Y okoya et al2 A very sin ilar feature
corresponding to the LHB in our LDA+DMFT QM C) DO S was reported .n Refi2.

T he situation is sin ilar in the PE S spectrum . B ecause of low er photon energies, and due to the enhancem ent of the
0 2p contribution in the PE S spectrum seen in F ig.[d, one again cannot identify the 3 eV satellite directly. H ow ever,
one can recognize a feature in the spectrum whose position coincides with the LHB in our LDA+DMFT @QMC)
calculations. In the rst theoretical DM FT work on the ruthenatefr m odel€ oulomb param eters were chosen as
U=08¢€eV and J=02 &V .Asa consequence a lesswellde ned LHB wih low spectralweight was obtained.

B. XAS and NEXAFS experim ents

In F ig [[(a) the O -1s x-ray absorption spectrum (XA S) of SR U0 42 representing the conduction band is com pared
w ith the O 2p spectral function calculated via LDA+DMFT QM C). Furthem ore, Fig.[[0 () show s the near edge x—
ray ne structure spectrum (NEXAFS) of SBRUO 42 together w ith the theoretical spectral finctions. T he theoretical
spectra are m ultiplied w ith the Fermm i function at T = 300 K and convoluted using linear broadening to account for
the experin ental resolution.

T he agreem ent betw een theory and experin ent in F ig.[I0 is ound to be only qualitative. T hism ay be due to em pty
states (conduction band) in the LM TO m ethod. Nam ely, the conventional LM TO choice ofthe M TO linearization
energy point lies inside the occupied part of the bands. A s a result the unoccupied states in LDA calculation are not
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FIG .10: (Coluronlne) T heoretical spectra of SyRuO 4 calculated by LDA+DM FT QM C); light solid line: only tog electrons,
black solid line: fulltorbital selfenergy using O 2p states. (@) Com parison with O -1s XA S spectrum #2 (o) com parison w ith
NEXAFS spectrum 2 Theoretical spectra are convolited using linear broadening 001 E+ 035 for @), and 0.02 E+02 or b)
to account for the experin ental resolution. Intensities are nom alized on the area under curves. T he Fem i level corresponds
to zero.

properly described. N evertheless, due to the spectralweight redistribbution in DM FT calculation, the agreem ent w ith
experim ent is In proved (plack solid line) in com parison w ith the bare LDA O 2p DO S (light dashed line).

C . High-energy bulk ARPES experim ent

T he com parison of experin ental and theoretical spectra presented In the previous sections proves the existence of
a LHB in SpRuO,4. Hence SrRuO 4 must be considered a strongly correlated electron m aterial. Further evidence
for correlation e ects comes from the renomm alization of quasiparticle properties, ie. e ective m asses and band
dispersions. T his renom alization was addressed by Ligbsch and Lichtenstein®® who derived quasiparticle bands from
selfconsistent second-order selfenergy. T he C oulom b repulsion and Hund’s rule exchange param eters chosen by these
authorswere rather small U=12-15¢eV,J=02-04 &V), resulting n a LHB wih low spectralweight; nevertheless
the e ective m asses 21 26) were found to be in good agreem ent w ith experim ents. In our investigation
w e determm ned the localCoulom b repulsion by the ab initio constrained LDA yildingU=1.7 &V and J=0.7 €V, ie.,
a valie of U=3.1 eV which is twice as Jarge as that used n Refl. This valuie of U now produces a pronounced
LHB and, at the sam e tin e, gives aln ost the sam e values ofm =m as those reported in Ref. £ :m =m =2.62 for the
xy orbital and 228 for the xz, yz orbitals, respectively. A 1l these values are In good agreem ent w ith experim ental
estin ations343

W e will now proceed to calculate k—resolved spectra and quasiparticlke band dispersions follow ing the strategy
proposed in Ref2l62:53 and em ployed by us to calculate the ARPES spectra of SIVO0 322 ARPES com putations have
previously been perform ed also forthe 2D Hubbard m odelby M ajferet al®? in the fram ew ork ofthe dynam ical cluster
approxin ation O CA )2 and by Sadovskiiet al®® within the so-callekd DM FT+ 4 approach.

To com pare theoretical quasiparticle bands w ith the dispersion extracted from high-energy ARPES data we 1rst
calculate the kresolved spectral fuinction A (k;!) or SbRUO 4 (for details see?) de ned by

Ak;!) = EInTIG k;!): @)

T his quantity is determ Ined by the diagonalelem ents of the G reen function m atrix in orbital space
G ki!) = [ () HITEIY; @)
where H " ¥ is the fow-orbital Ham iltonian with ty symmetry obtained by W F projction. The corresponding

eigenvalues are pictured in F ig.[ asblack lines. Sihce QM C only provides the selfenergy  forM atsubara frequencies
il', and the local spectrum A (!), the calculation ofA (k;!) requires a m ethod to compute  for real frequencies ! .
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FIG.11l: (Colour online) Com parison of the dispersion extracted from high-energy ARPES datz®? and LDA+DMFT QMC).
E xperim entaldata contain the second derivative of the energy distribbution curves, peak positions of the second derivative (black
dots), and kr estin ated from the m om entum distribution curves at Er (trdiangles). T he theoretical dispersion is indicated by
open circles.

This isachieved by rst em ploying K ram ersK ronig to obtain

z 0

) o Al
G(+1i)= d’ ——: 3)

P10+ 4
1
The localG reen function and the com plex selfenergy are related by the k-integrated D yson equation
Z

G ()= dk [+ (") h§ &)I': )

BZ

SolvingEq. @) orgiven G (! ) orthe selfenergy (! ) leadsto the results presented in F ig.[3, which are then inserted
into Eq. [) to cbtain the spectral fiinction A ;! ) from Eq. [l). Them axin a of A (K;!) obtained from this procedure
are shown in Fig.[[dl asblack dots w ithout error bars. C om pared to experin ental results our theoretical quasiparticle
bands are shiffed by -0.08 &V .

ARPES data directly provide the energy distribution curves;#©8 whose second derivative represents the dispersion,
which is shown in Fig.[d by a \rainbow scalk", red being the highest energy. C losed circles w ith errorbars denote the
peak positions of the second derivative. The Fermm im om enta kr estim ated from the m om entum distrdbution curves

MDCs)®l at Er are shown by triangles. W e see that in the experin ent there are two bands crossing the Fem 1 level
atdi erent k-points in the (0,0)—( ,0) direction. T here are also two bands in the calculated dispersion curve but they
are aln ost degenerate. N evertheless the position ofthe bottom of quasiparticle bands, the iIntersection w ith the Ferm i
Jevel, and the shape of the experin ental and theoretical dispersions qualitatively agree.
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Iv.. CONCLUSION

In thispaperwe focused on the long-standing controversy conceming the strength of correlation e ects n SpRuO 4,
ie., on the question whether Sr,Ru0 4 should be considered a strongly correlated electron m aterial. T his is generally
the case ifthe ratio ofC oulom b interaction and kinetic energy (pandw idth) is Jargerthan unity. In particular, electronic
correlations lead to a typical redistribution of spectralweight and thereby to the form ation ofwell pronounced lower
and upper Hubbard bands (LHB,UHB).W e note that even on the experim ental level the unam biguous identi cation
ofamaxmum In the spectrum ofSrnRuUO 4, ism ade com plicated by the overlap of the Ru-4d and O 2p bands.

To answer this question we rst calculated the electronic structure of SR u0 4 w ithin the conventionalband theory
using LD A . T he correlations w ere then taken into account in the fram ework ofthe LDA+DM FT (QM C) schem e using
ab initio values for the C oulom b and Hund exchange param eters. W e found that the ratio ofC oulom b interaction and
bandw idth is indeed largerthan uniy in SpRuO 4, despite the ratherextended 4d-states ofRu, leading to a distinctive
redistribbution of spectralw eight and to the form ation ofa welkpronounced LHB .By com paring our theoretical soectra
w ih XP S experin ents we unam biguously identi ed this LHB w ith the structure observed at 3 €V . By contrast, the
LDA DO S show sno distinctive feature at that energy.

T o describe the experin entalgoectra In a w ide energy rangew e em ployed a W annier fiinction form alisn to transform
the selfenergy operator back to the fullorbital basis. T he theoretical spectra obtained in that way agree very well
w ith high-photon energy photoem ission data; in particular, they reproduce the shoulder in the spectrum caused by
the LHB . T he basic features of the low photon energy UP S and interm ediate energy PE S goectra are also reproduced
by the LDA+DMFT QM C). Quasiparticle bands induced by correlations w ith m ass renom alization of about 2.5
agree well with results from ARPES, dHvVA and infrared optical experim ents. The LDA+DMFT QM C) derived
quasiparticle bands are even in quantitative agreem ent w ith the dispersion extracted from ARPES data. Taken
together these results provide clear evidence for strong electronic correlation e ects in SpRu0O 4. Hence, although
SrRuO 4 isa 4d system it must be regarded as a strongly correlated electron m aterial.
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APPENDIX :ANALYSISOF LDA+DMFT QM C) SPECTRUM

An inportant st step in interpreting the structures in the DO S in FigH is to identify purely atom ic excitations.
T hese w ill of course be shifted and broadened by correlation e ects, but should nevertheless still be prom inent. T hese
excitations can readily be obtained from the atom ic level picture. W e denote the bare level energy of the xz, yz
orbitals as xz;yz 0. Note that we do not know this value a priori, since it is neither the centerofgravity of the
bare LDA DO S nor a particular peak posiion in the correlated DO S. It is, In fact, the unknown shift due to the
double-counting correction of the LDA .

Hund exchange and Coulomb param eters from constrained LDA are J = 0:7 &V and U = 1:7 €V . For three ty)g—
orbitalswehave U%= U = 1:7 &V and thusU = U+ 2J = 3: &V .Fially, the splitting of the centers of gravity of
the xy and xz,yz DO S is = xy xzyz = 0 V.

W ith these Infom ation we can construct the basis spanning the ground state and then calculate the excited states
and their relative energies. Concentrating on a particular basis vector of the ground state m anifold, we obtain the
schem e in Tab.[}, where we show the states contrdbuting to the possible single-particle excitations. T he corresponding
excitation energies w ith the unknown level shift ( are listed In the third colum n. O bviously, the transition c;y G si
represents the excitation w ith the lowest energy of the xy-D0 S, ie., should be identi ed w ith the position of lowest
peak atenergy E; = 326V inthelLDA+DMFT QMC)DOS inFig.ld, leadingto o= 7eV and the nalnum erical
values in the last coim n of Tab.[d.

The identi cation of the further structures is now straightforward. For the xy orbial, we m ust attribute the peak
around E = 0:5 &V to the excited states cgijSi. Likew ise, In the xz, yz manifold the peak at E 35 &v
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TABLE I:G round-state as well as single-particle excitations and their energies.

Kzi Yzi Kyi Energy E E xitation energy value, eV
Gs J# 34 g3 4.+ +6U 137
occupied states
=Egs E
Chy UL i Pi 30+ 3U 5J o+ +3U 8J= o+ 38 32
c, J#i i i 30+ +3U 7J 0o+ 30U  6J= o+ 51 1.9
e UL Pi i 3o+ +3U 57 0o+ 3U  8J= o+ 37 33
&, i Jmi i 30+ +3U 97 0o+ 30U 4J= o+ 65 05
em pty states
=E Ecs
dy J#L i JH#i 50+ 2 + 10U 200 o+ +4U 7J= o+ 75 05
d, UL UL i 5o+ + 10U 20J o+ 4U  IT= o+ 74 04
corresponds to G, 5 S1, and the broad structure at E 13 eV to a superposition ofc,, 5 Siand ¢f, 5 Si. The
peak at E 0 eV nally can be identi ed wih ¢, Si.
N ote that thepeak In thexy-DO S atE 0:8 &V hasno correspondence in the atom ic schem e. Tt could, how ever,

be due to a nite adm ixture of the state j"ij"1ij"#1 to the ground-state of the interacting system . T his state would
then allow for an excitation involving ciy w ith an excitation energy 0:6 eV .
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