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5Department of Physics, Friedrich-Alexander-University (FAU) of Erlangen-Nürnberg,

91058 Erlangen, Germany
6Center for Computational Quantum Physics, Flatiron Institute, Simons Foundation,

162 5th Avenue, New York 10010, USA
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Abstract:

The unconventional superconductor Sr2RuO4 has long served as a benchmark

for theories of correlated-electron materials. The determination of the super-

conducting pairing mechanism requires detailed experimental information on

collective bosonic excitations as potential mediators of Cooper pairing. We

have used Ru L3-edge resonant inelastic x-ray scattering to obtain comprehen-

sive maps of the electronic excitations of Sr2RuO4 over the entire Brillouin

zone. We observe multiple branches of dispersive spin and orbital excitations

associated with distinctly different energy scales. The spin and orbital dynam-

ical response functions calculated within the dynamical mean-field theory are

in excellent agreement with the experimental data. Our results highlight the

Hund metal nature of Sr2RuO4 and provide key information for the under-

standing of its unconventional superconductivity.

One Sentence Summary: Resonant inelastic x-ray scattering reveals distinct spin and or-

bital dynamics in the unconventional superconductor Sr2RuO4.

Main Text: For more than a quarter of a century, the layered perovskite Sr2RuO4 has been a

cornerstone compound of research on strongly correlated materials. A plethora of experiments

performed on exceptionally clean crystals (1) have revealed the emergence of Fermi liquid (FL)

quasiparticles at temperatures T . 30 K (2) and unconventional superconductivity at Tc ∼ 1.5

K (3). The latter phenomenon attracted considerable experimental and theoretical interest as a

potential solid-state realization of spin-triplet superconductivity, analogous to the superfluidity

in 3He (4, 5). This notion originated from the lack of reduction of the Knight shift probed by

17O nuclear magnetic resonance (6) and of the magnetic neutron scattering intensity (7) upon

entering the superconducting (SC) state. However, recent reinvestigations of these experiments
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(8–10) have revealed a partial reduction of the spin susceptibility, thus reigniting the debate on

the order parameter symmetry in the SC state of Sr2RuO4 (11).

The orbital degrees of freedom as well as the spin-orbit-coupling (SOC) make the order

parameter puzzle particularly intricate, even though the single-particle dispersions are bet-

ter understood than those of most other metallic or superconducting transition metal oxides.

They lead to multi-sheet Fermi surfaces with mixed orbital and spin character in the normal

FL state (12–15), which allows a large number of possible pairing symmetries (16, 17). Dy-

namical mean-field theory (DMFT) studies (14, 18) as well as angle-resolved photoemission

spectroscopy experiments (15) have revealed that the effective strength of the SOC is enhanced

by electronic correlations. They also render realistic computation of two-particle correlation

functions challenging, despite the crucial roles of collective spin and orbital excitations in the

unconventional SC pairing.

Inelastic neutron scattering (INS) studies of Sr2RuO4 (19–22) have revealed low-energy

incommensurate spin fluctuations (ISFs) at the in-plane wavevectors qqqISF = (±0.3,±0.3) as

well as square-shaped ridge scattering connecting them (Fig. 1a, inset). Theoretical studies ad-

dressing these results (23–25) showed that vertex corrections beyond the perturbative random

phase approximation (RPA) are crucial to account for the key features of the spin fluctuation

spectrum, such as the relative suppression of the antiferromagnetic response and, notably, the

enhancement of the qqq-independent (local) contribution to the overall response. These features

highlight the key role played by the Hund’s rule coupling in controlling the electronic corre-

lations and quasiparticle properties (24). Indeed, DMFT studies (26, 27) have placed Sr2RuO4

among the broad family of “Hund metals” (28–32), see (33) for a review. It was also suggested

that the vertex corrections crucially influence the symmetry of the SC pairing (34).

One of the distinctive hallmarks of Hund metals is the separation between energy scales as-

sociated with the onset of coherence of spin and orbital degrees of freedom, respectively, which
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was predicted theoretically both on a general basis (35,36) and for the case of Sr2RuO4 (27,37).

However, this has only been indirectly inferred from the temperature dependence of the See-

beck coefficient (37). In this report, we take advantage of the unique capability of resonant

inelastic x-ray scattering (RIXS) to directly probe the dynamical spin and orbital correlations

over a wide range of energy and momentum, and compare the result with state-of-the-art DMFT

computations of the spin- and orbital dynamical susceptibilities.

To obtain a comprehensive set of energy-momentum maps of these correlations, we have

performed RIXS measurements at the Ru L3 edge (2838 eV). Figure 1A shows the crystal

structure of Sr2RuO4 and the scattering geometry for the RIXS experiment. The incident x-

ray photons were π-polarized, and the scattered photons with both σ and π polarizations were

collected at the scattering angle of 90 degrees. In this geometry, the polarizations of the inci-

dent and outgoing photons are always perpendicular, selectively enhancing magnetic responses

from the spin and orbital excitations while suppressing the charge response. Given the layered

crystal structure of Sr2RuO4, we express the momentum transfer using the in-plane component

qqq, which is scanned by changing the sample angle θ . We studied two paths in the reciprocal

space, qqq = (H,0) and (H,H), by fixing the azimuthal angle φ at 0◦ and −45◦, respectively.

These paths cross the the ridge and the peak of the low-energy ISFs (inset). The measurements

were performed at T = 25 K, in the FL regime of the normal state.

In Fig. 1B, we show the Ru L3 RIXS spectra along the two directions. Multiple peak struc-

tures are readily identified. The main feature A is composed of multiple peaks which extend

up to ∼ 1 eV. These peaks are assigned to spin and orbital excitations within the t2g orbitals.

In addition, a weakly-dispersive feature B is identified at ∼ 3 eV (blue circles). As this energy

corresponds to the splitting of the transitions to the unoccupied 4d t2g and eg orbitals in the Ru

L3 x-ray absorption spectrum (38), the feature B is readily assigned to the crystal field transi-

tions to the t3
2ge1

g electron configurations. We note here that its intensity is maximal close to the
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qqq = (0,0) point along the two directions.

To visualize the characteristics of the RIXS spectra, we show in Fig. 1C a colormap of the

RIXS intensity. The main feature A is composed of multiple dispersions. Its low-energy tail

exhibits downward dispersion toward its local minima at qqq = (−0.3,0) and (−0.7,0) along the

(H,0) direction and at qqqISF = (−0.3,−0.3) along the (H,H) direction (white triangles). These

qqq vectors are in excellent agreement with those of the ridges and ISFs identified in the previous

INS studies (21, 22). However, the information from the INS data is limited to the low energy

region below ∼ 0.1 eV, whereas the full access to a large energy window in the present RIXS

experiment provides comprehensive information on the ISFs. The colormap also reveals an

additional broad dispersive feature C. It emanates from the top of the feature A at qqq = (−0.5,0)

and (−0.5,−0.5) and merges with the feature B at the (0,0) point, generating the intensity

maximum. Considering that feature A is composed of spin-orbital excitations within the t2g

orbitals and feature B originates from crystal-field transitions, feature C is assigned to orbital

fluctuations involving both the t2g and eg orbitals.

Having identified multiple branches of spin-orbital excitations in Sr2RuO4, we now scruti-

nize the low-energy excitations within the t2g orbitals. Fig. 2A shows an expanded plot of the

RIXS spectra below 0.8 eV. The broad global peak maxima (red circles) disperse from 0.2 eV

at the zone center qqq = (0,0), where they are most sharply peaked, to the maximal energy at the

zone boundary, qqq = (0,−0.5) and (−0.5,−0.5). We ascribe this dispersion to orbital fluctua-

tions (38). Along the (H,H) direction, the low-energy region contains prominent peaks due to

the ISFs around qqqISF = (−0.3,−0.3) and subsequent shoulder structures connected to the (0,0)

point (black circles). The quasielastic intensity at the (0,0) point is significantly weaker than at

qqqISF, consistent with polarized INS data (20). On the other hand, the spin fluctuation intensity

is weaker along the (H,0) direction, except for the small increase of the quasi-elastic intensity

of the ridge scattering around (−0.3,0) and (−0.7,0) (21, 22). In addition, the spectra close to
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the (0,0) point contain a broad high-energy tail peaked around ∼ 0.5 eV (38).

Figure 2B summarizes the qqq dispersions of the observed RIXS features. Along the (H,0)

direction, the orbital fluctuations disperse from ∼ 0.2 eV at the (0,0) point and reach the maxi-

mum of ∼ 0.5 eV at the (−0.5,0) point. Along the (H,H) direction, the dispersion is initially

steeper and becomes almost flat in the region H ≤−0.25 at a higher energy ∼ 0.55 eV. The spin

excitations have a local minimum of 0.06 eV at qqqISF = (−0.3,−0.3) and approach zero energy

close to the (0,0) point. Note here that the spin and orbital fluctuations have distinct energy

scales in the entire qqq space without a clear signature of mutual crossing. This observation is of

crucial importance in testing the validity of different theoretical approaches.

To facilitate a direct connection to the INS results, we show in Fig. 2C an expanded col-

ormap of the RIXS intensity around qqqISF and corresponding energy distribution curves with a

step size of 0.02 eV. The RIXS intensity around qqqISF shows a conical shape with an isolated

intensity maximum at 0.06 eV. The intensity remains centered at qqqISF up to 0.25 eV, consistent

with the vertical INS intensity profile at qqqISF observed below ∼ 0.06 eV (39).

We now interpret the low-energy RIXS data in terms of theoretical spin- and orbital sus-

ceptibilities, which we computed in DMFT by solving the Bethe-Salpeter equation using the

local DMFT particle-hole irreducible vertex within the Ru 4d-t2g subspace. We employed the

same effective model and interaction parameters that have been established in several previous

studies (15, 24, 34). Theoretical RIXS spectra are constructed by combining the spin and or-

bital susceptibilities with matrix elements for the RIXS cross section (38). Figure 3 shows the

comparison of the experimental (panel A) and theoretical DMFT (panel B) RIXS spectra along

the previously defined high symmetry momentum paths in the Brillouin zone. To highlight

the importance of the DMFT dynamical vertex corrections, we also show the perturbative RPA

spectra (without dynamical vertex) in panel C. It is evident that the DMFT spectra excellently

capture the overall dispersion and the distribution of momentum and energy dependent maxima.
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Specifically, the low-energy intensity is peaked at qqqISF and also extrapolates continuously to the

corresponding quasistatic intensity close to zero energy (24). Moreover, the broader maximum

emanates from 0.2 eV at qqq = (0,0) and disperses more steeply along the (H,H) direction. In

contrast, the spectral weight distribution in RPA fails to capture the low-energy intensity maxi-

mum at qqqISF and yields a spuriously sharp feature that extends from high energy to zero energy

around the Γ point. This difference between DMFT and RPA originates from the distinct behav-

ior of the spin- and orbital dynamical responses. We provide the corresponding plots in Figs.

S2-S5 of the supplementary materials (38). While in RPA both the spin- and orbital responses

disperse and have spectral weight over the entire energy range, the vertex corrections in DMFT

lead to the clear energy separation of spin and orbital contributions predicted for Hund metals.

The spin response accounts for almost all the spectral weight at low energies up to ∼ 0.2 eV, and

becomes negligible above this scale. On the other hand, the orbital response sets in at higher

energies > 0.2 eV and shows pronounced maxima centered around commensurate momenta

qqq = (−0.5,0) and (−0.5,−0.5). The RIXS data thus provide direct and quantitative evidence

for the spin-orbital separation in correlated Hund metals described by DMFT. Further improve-

ment between the experiment and theory could be obtained by a more rigorous treatment of the

resonance effect in the RIXS cross section, in particular on the spectral weight maximum of the

orbital excitations around qqq = (−0.5,−0.5).

This result has profound implications for the microscopic description of superconductivity

in Sr2RuO4. As primary candidates of bosonic fluctuations mediating the Cooper pairing, the

spin and orbital dynamical susceptibilities enter the Eliashberg equations whose self-consistent

solution yields the SC order parameter. It is therefore crucial for a theory to describe the

key features of dynamical responses probed by experiments in a wide energy range. Recent

theoretical studies suggest that different approximations lead to qualitatively different ground

states (34, 40). The RIXS data thus point to the critical role of vertex corrections also for the
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microscopic calculation of the SC order parameter, and invalidate predictions based on the RPA

susceptibilities.

In conclusion, we have presented Ru L3 RIXS measurements of the dynamical response

functions in the unconventional superconductor Sr2RuO4 over a broad range of energy and

momentum. We have identified several branches of spin and orbital excitations and revealed

the separation of energy scales associated with these two sets of degrees of freedom, a pre-

dicted hallmark of Hund metals which had not yet received direct experimental confirmation.

The measured spectra are in excellent agreement with theoretical calculations based on DMFT

including vertex corrections, while significant discrepancies with the perturbative RPA approx-

imation are found. Our results thus epitomize the power of state-of-the-art many-body theories

to yield a detailed, quantitative understanding of complex electronic correlation functions in

real materials. By establishing the properties of key collective modes, they also provide a solid

baseline for the future identification of the nature and symmetry of SC order in this prominent

model compound.
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Sr2RuO4 from first-principles electronic structure, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 217005 (2019).

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.217005.

Acknowledgments:

We thank A. Damascelli, G. Khaliullin, A. Yaresko, and D. Kukusta for enlightening discus-

sions. We acknowledge DESY (Hamburg, Germany), a member of the Helmholtz Association

HGF, for the provision of experimental facilities. The RIXS experiments were carried out at the

beamline P01 of PETRA III at DESY.

Funding:

The project was supported by the European Research Council under Advanced Grant No.

669550 (Com4Com) and Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research from JSPS (KAKENHI) (num-

ber 22K13994). H.S. acknowledges financial support from the JSPS Research Fellowship

for Research Abroad. H.S. and L.W. acknowledge financial support from the Alexander von

Humboldt Foundation. S.K. acknowledges financial support by the DFG project HA7277/3-1.

H.U.R.S. acknowledges financial support from the ERC synergy grant (854843-FASTCORR).

N.K. is supported by KAKENHI (Grant Nos. 18K04715, 21H01033, and 22K19093), Core-

to-Core Program (No. JPJSCCA20170002) from JSPS, and a JST-Mirai Program (Grant No.

JPMJMI18A3). The Flatiron Institute is a division of the Simons Foundation.

Author contributions:

H.S., L.W., J.B., Z.Y., and H.G. performed the RIXS experiments. M.K., F.J., N.K., and A.P.M.

grew the Sr2RuO4 single crystals. H.S., L.W., and M.K. performed the sample characteriza-

14



tions. H.G. designed the beamline and IRIXS spectrometer. H.S. analyzed the experimental

data. H.U.R.S., S.K., N.W., and O.P. developed the computational framework used in the theo-

retical calculations. S.K, H.U.R.S., A.G., and P.H. carried out the theoretical calculations of the

dynamical response functions. H.S. and P.H. constructed the theoretical RIXS intensity from

the response functions. H.S., S.K., H.U.R.S., A.G., P.H., and B.K. wrote the manuscript with

input from all the co-authors. B.K. initiated and supervised the project.

Competing interests:

Authors declare no competing interests.

Data and materials availability:

Raw data for all figures in this paper and the supplementary materials are available at desycloud.

15



 

 !"

 

 !
 

#$%!" &

!

 '()

"
#

"

#

$

 

$%

#%

*+(,-./+(,-0

*+(,-./(0 *(./(0
1

%

2

(
1%2(

345$67/*580

 /9/*&./&0

&/9
+(,--

+(,-

+(,&

+(,1

+(,%

+(,2

(

:

;&

1

%

2

(

<4
=5
4
>?
=7
/*
@
$A
,/
"
4
?=>
0

1%2(
345$67/*580

(

+(,2

+(,%

&/9
+(,B

 /9/*&./(0

+(,1

+(,&

+(,-

+(,C

+(,D

:

;

! "

+(,-
&/?4/*&./&0

(

(,--

&

1

%

2

(

3
4
5
$6
7/
*5
8
0

+(,- (,(
&/?4/*&./(0

:

;

E

Fig. 1. IRIXS of Sr2RuO4. (A) Crystal structure of Sr2RuO4 and scattering geometry for

the RIXS experiment. Incident x-ray photons with momentum kkk are linearly π-polarized and

the polarization of the scattered photons with momentum kkk′ is not analyzed. The scattering

angle is fixed at 90◦ and the in-plane momentum transfer qqq is scanned by rotating the sample

angle θ . The azimuthal angle φ is used to change the measurement paths in the reciprocal

space (gray lines, inset). Red circles and lines in the inset are the schematics of the low-energy

incommensurate spin fluctuations (ISFs). (B) Ru L3 RIXS spectra along the qqq = (H,0) and

(H,H) directions. Blue squares indicate the peak positions of crystal field transitions. (C)

Colormap of RIXS intensity. The positions of ISFs are indicated by open triangles.
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Fig. 2. Spin and orbital fluctuations within the t2g orbitals. (A) Expanded plots of low-

energy RIXS spectra. The global peak maxima corresponding to the orbital fluctuations are

indicated by red circles. Along the (H,H) direction, the local maxima and shoulder structures

from spin fluctuations are indicated with black circles. (B) Dispersion relations of the spin and

orbital fluctuations as a function of the in-plane momentum transfer. (C) Expanded colormap

of RIXS intensity around the ISF. The right panel shows momentum distribution curves with a

step of 0.02 eV.
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Materials and Methods

Single crystals

The Sr2RuO4 single crystals with superconducting Tc ∼ 1.5 K were grown by the floating-

zone method (41) and pre-aligned using an in-house Laue diffractometer. Sr2RuO4 has the

tetragonal space group I4/mmm with the lattice constants of a = b = 3.903 and c = 12.901 Å.

The in-plane momentum transfers are expressed in the reciprocal lattice units (r.l.u.).

IRIXS spectrometer

The RIXS experiments were performed using the intermediate-energy RIXS (IRIXS) spec-

trometer at the P01 beamline of PETRA III at DESY (42). The incident x-ray energy was tuned

to the Ru L3 absorption edge (2838 eV) and incoming photons were monochromatized using

an high-resolution monochromator composed of four asymmetrically-cut Si(111) crystals. The

polarization of the incident x-ray photons was in the horizontal scattering plane (π polariza-

tion). The polarizations of the scattered photons were not analyzed. The x-rays were focused

to a beam spot of 20 × 160 µm2 (H × V). Scattered photons from the sample were collected at

the scattering angle of 90◦ (horizontal scattering geometry) using a SiO2 (102̄) (∆E = 60 meV)

diced spherical analyzer with a 1 m arm, equipped with a rectangular [100 (H) × 36 (V) mm2]

mask and a CCD camera, both placed in the Rowland geometry. To account for the x-ray self-

absorption effect, the RIXS intensity was normalized to the total fluorescent intensity collected

with an energy-resolved photon detector placed at the scattering angle of 110◦. The exact posi-

tion of the zero energy loss line was determined by measuring non-resonant spectra from silver

paint deposited next to the sample. The overall energy resolution of the IRIXS spectrometer

at the Ru L3-edge, defined as the full width half maximum of the non-resonant spectrum from

silver, was ∼80 meV. All the measurements were performed at 25 K (normal state), well above

the superconducting Tc.
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Supplementary Text

Incident energy dependence of RIXS spectra

Figure S1A shows the Ru L3-edge x-ray absorption spectrum of Sr2RuO4 collected in the

total fluorescence yield mode. The data were taken at the sample angle θ = 30◦ at T = 25 K,

with the π incident photon polarization. Two features observed at ∼ 2838.9 and 2841.3 eV

(blue triangles) correspond to the main transitions to the unoccupied 4d t2g and eg orbitals, re-

spectively. We used 2838 eV (arrow), which is close to the Ru L3-edge absorption threshold,

for the RIXS measurements in the main text. Figure S1B shows a colormap of incident-energy

dependence of RIXS intensity taken across the Ru L3 edge. The data were taken with a low

energy resolution setup (∆E ∼ 600 meV). Close to the t2g resonance (2838.9 eV), the feature

below 1 eV is enhanced, whereas close to the eg resonance (2841.3 eV) the feature around 3 eV

is enhanced. This observation supports the assignment of the orbital characters of the RIXS fea-

tures discussed in the main text. Above the eg resonance, fluorescent-like signals (dashed lines)

show up, whose energy loss evolves linearly with the incident energy. These fluorescent-like

features originate from nonlocal excitations and bear resemblance to those observed in other

perovskite ruthenates Ca2RuO4 (43) and Ca3Ru2O7 (44).

Dynamical response functions

The theoretical calculation of the spin and orbital angular momentum susceptibilities χSµ Sµ

and χLµ Lµ (µ = x,y,z) with Ru 4d− t2g symmetry was performed by solving the Bethe-Salpeter

equation with the dynamical mean field theory (DMFT) (45) approximation for the particle

hole irreducible vertex (46–49) and a bare generalized susceptibility χ0 containing both DMFT

self-energy and correlation enhanced spin-orbit coupling (SOC) corrections (15, 24). The cal-

culations were performed using the two-particle response function toolbox (TPRF) (50) in the

imaginary time formalism and analytically continued to real frequency with the maximum en-

tropy algorithm (51) using the ana_cont package (52) and 12 sampled bosonic Matsubara

frequencies. The vertex and self-energy was computed within DMFT without SOC at the tem-

perature 386K, due to technical limitations in the hybridization expansion (53–56) continuous

time quantum Monte Carlo impurity solver (57). The effective low energy model was con-

structed by combining, i) maximally localized Wannier functions using Wannier90 (58–60)

and Wien2Wannier (61) for the three bands crossing the Fermi level with Ru t2g symme-

try, and ii) a local Kanamori interaction (62) with a Hubbard U = 2.3eV and a Hund’s cou-

pling J = 0.4eV (26). The Wannier construction was performed with an energy window of
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[−2.85,0.75]eV on the band structure from a density functional theory calculation of Sr2RuO4

using the PBE density functional (63) and Wien2k (64) with a 203 k-point grid and the ex-

perimental crystal structure (at 100K) (65). The effective model is identical to the one used

in (15, 24). All calculations were built using the toolbox for interacting quantum systems

(TRIQS) (66).

The resulting DMFT+SOC susceptibility components χSµ Sµ and χLµ Lµ are shown in figure

S2, and display the energy scale separation between the spin fluctuations at energies ∼ 0.1eV

and the orbital fluctuations at energies & 0.2eV with the in-plane response (xx and yy) peaking

at ∼ 0.75eV while the out-of-plane response peaking at ∼ 0.4eV. Figure S3 shows the effect

of neglecting SOC in the bare susceptibility. The magnitude of all components is increased, in

particular the incomensurate spin peak at (H,H) ∼ (0.3,0.3), and the spin susceptibility dis-

perses more strongly down in energy at (0,0). Neglecting the dynamical vertex corrections in

DMFT results in the random phase approximation (RPA) with only static interactions and the

resulting susceptibilities do not display the spin and orbital angular-momentum energy scale

separation, see Fig. S4. Static screening was accounted for in the RPA calculation by reducing

the local interaction to U = 0.575eV and J = 0.1eV keeping the J/U ratio fixed (24). Ne-

glecting interactions all together gives the bare susceptibility, which even lacks the low energy

incommensurate spin fluctuations, see Fig. S5.

Simulation of RIXS intensity

With the theoretical spin and orbital susceptibilities at hand, we have constructed theoretical

RIXS intensity in the following way. In general, the RIXS cross section is given by the Kramers-

Heisenberg formula (67):

d2σ

dΩdω
∝ ∑

f

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈 f |T †
εo

1

ωi +Ei + iΓ−H
Tεi

|i〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

δ (ωi −ωo +Ei −E f ), (1)

where H is the Hamiltonian and Ei (E f ) is the energy of the initial state |i〉 (final state | f 〉). ωi

and εi (ωo and εo) are the energy and polarization of the incoming (outgoing) photons. Tε = ppp ·AAA

is the optical transition operator, which is expressed as a summation of local transition operators

at site j: Tε = ∑ j eikkk·rrr jTj,ε . As the core hole is created and annihilated at the same site, the total

RIXS transition operator Rεiεo = T
†

εo

1
ωi+Ei+iΓ−H

Tεi
is expressed as a Fourier transform of local

RIXS operators:
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Rεiεo = ∑
j′, j

e
i(kkki·rrr j−kkko·rrr j′)T

†
j′,εo

1

ωi +Ei + iΓ−H
Tj,εi

= ∑
j

eiQQQ·rrr jT
†
j,εo

1

ωi +Ei + iΓ−H
Tj,εi

= ∑
j

eiQQQ·rrr jR
εiεo

j (2)

= R
εiεo

QQQ
, (3)

where QQQ = kkki−kkko is the momentum transfer to the sample. The momentum transfer in the main

text is expressed with its in-plane component qqq.

As the terms included in R
εiεo

j , we consider only the on-site operators at site j and neglect

operators involving the neighboring sites. Furthermore, we employ spherical symmetry approx-

imation at site j. Then R
εiεo

j , a bilinear of the components of the polarization vectors ε∗o and εi,

can be decomposed into spherical tensors of different rank:

R
εiεo

j = (ε∗o · εi)O j +(ε∗o × εi) ·NNN j +
3

∑
µ,ν=1

[

ε
∗µ
o εν

i + ε∗ν
o ε

µ
i

2
−

1

3
(ε∗o · εi)δ

µν

]

Ξ
µν
j , (4)

where O j,NNN j,Ξ
µν
j are the scalar, pseudovector, and quadrupolar operators, respectively. In the

present 90◦ scattering geometry (see Fig. 1A), ε∗o ⊥ εi holds regardless of the measured QQQ. This

condition suppresses the scalar (charge) transitions and enhances the pseudovector (magnetic)

transitions. We therefore consider only the magnetic channel in the theoretical treatment below.

Note, however, that the quadrupolar transitions remain finite.

The orbital degrees freedom in the t4
2g electron configurations of Sr2RuO4, combined with

the spin degrees of freedom (L = 1,S = 1), allow a variety of terms in the magnetic channel

from a symmetry point of view. This is readily observed in the analytical form of NNN j under

the fast-collision approximation (68), which includes several combinations of the spin (SSS j) and

orbital angular momentum (LLL j) operators. Here, for simplicity, we approximate NNN j as a linear

combination of spin and orbital angular momentum operators:

NNN j = SSS j +αLLL j, (5)

where α is a fitting parameter accounting for the relative ratio, which varies as a function of the

incident x-ray energy (see Fig. S1).
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Under this approximation, the theoretical RIXS intensity is expressed as

I(QQQ,ω) = −
1

π
Im

〈

R
εiεo†
QQQ

R
εiεo

QQQ

〉

= −
1

π
Im

〈

R
εiεo

−QQQ
R

εiεo

QQQ

〉

, (6)

with

R
εiεo

QQQ
= ε∗o × εi ·

(

SSSQQQ +αLLLQQQ

)

. (7)

The polarization vectors ε∗o and εi are real-valued in the present case (linear polarizations) and

vary with the measured QQQ. The RIXS intensity is thus given by a linear combination of the

correlation functions of the S
µ
QQQ

and L
µ
QQQ
(µ = x,y,z) operators. It is found that the cross terms

〈

S
µ
−QQQ

Lν
QQQ

〉

, and the correlators with different indices
〈

S
µ
−QQQ

Sν
QQQ

〉

and
〈

L
µ
−QQQ

Lν
QQQ

〉

(µ 6= ν), ei-

ther vanish by symmetry or are negligibly small. We therefore consider contributions from
〈

S
µ
−QQQ

S
µ
QQQ

〉

and
〈

L
µ
−QQQ

L
µ
QQQ

〉

to the RIXS intensity [Eq. (6)]. To best reproduce the experimen-

tal RIXS intensity for each theoretical approximation, the fitting parameter α is set to 3.6 for

DMFT+SOC and DMFT susceptibilities, and to 1.3 for RPA and bare susceptibilities. The the-

oretical RIXS intensities for all these approximations are summarized in Fig. S6.

Origin of 0.5 eV peak around qqq = (0,0)

Here we discuss possible origins of the broad 0.5 eV peak observed around qqq = (0,0),

which does not have a corresponding branch in the theoretical RIXS intensity (Fig. 3B). We

note that the present theoretical model focuses on the electronic degrees of freedom within the

t2g orbitals. It is therefore possible that the inclusion of the eg orbitals to the Hamiltonian and

the hybridization between the t2g and eg orbitals could generate this feature, in addition to the

dispersive feature C (Fig. 1C). Moreover, a coupling to lattice degrees of freedom could yield

additional structures. Finally, we note that the calculation was done at T ≈ 386 K well above

the temperature of the experiment at 25 K (i.e. in the Fermi liquid regime). While such a high

calculation temperature would prohibit comparison e.g. to low temperature transport, we do not

expect significant temperature effects in the RIXS spectra at finite frequencies.

Furthermore, the RIXS cross section in the present geometry includes not only the magnetic

responses but also the quadrupolar responses, which originate from the last term in eq. (4) and

are neglected in the treatment above. The quadrupolar transitions have indeed been observed in

a d4 cubic ruthenium Mott insulator K2RuCl6 (69), where spin-orbit transitions from the J = 0

nonmagnetic ground state to the J = 2 quadrupolar states are located above the main transitions

6



to the J = 1 magnetic states. This suggests that the quadrupolar operators generally remain

active in the Ru L3 RIXS process in the d4 ruthenium compounds with octahedral crystal field

environment. Thus, the quadrupolar transitions could contribute to the broad continuum around

qqq = (0,0), which is less pronounced than the main orbital response at 0.2 eV.
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Fig. S1. (A) X-ray absorption spectrum of Sr2RuO4 around the Ru L3 edge. The blue triangles

indicate the main transitions to the unoccupied Ru 4d t2g and eg orbitals, respectively. The arrow

indicates the incident energy (2838 eV) used for the RIXS measurements in the main text. (B)

Colormap of the incident-energy dependence of the RIXS spectra across the Ru L3 edge, taken

with a low-resolution setup (∆E ∼ 600 meV). The diagonal dotted lines are guides to the eye

representing the fluorescent emission. All the data are taken with the incident angle of θ = 30◦

at T = 25 K.
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Fig. S2. Theoretical dynamical mean field theory and spin-orbit coupling (DMFT+SOC) spin

and orbital angular-momentum susceptibilities χSµ Sµ and χLµ Lµ in the plane of the momentum

paths (H,0) and (H,H) and energy.
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Fig. S3. Theoretical dynamical mean field theory (DMFT) spin and orbital angular-momentum

susceptibilities χSµ Sµ and χLµ Lµ in the plane of the momentum paths (H,0) and (H,H) and

energy, showing the result of neglecting spin-orbit coupling (SOC), c.f. Fig. S2.
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susceptibilities χSµ Sµ and χLµ Lµ in the plane of the momentum paths (H,0) and (H,H) and

energy, showing the result of neglecting dynamical vertex corrections, c.f. Fig. S3.
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in the plane of the momentum paths (H,0) and (H,H) and energy, showing the result of entirely

neglecting interactions on the two-particle level, c.f. RPA in Fig. S4 and DMFT in Fig. S3.
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Gibbs, A. P. Mackenzie, C. Berthod, H. U. R. Strand, M. Kim, A. Georges, F. Baum-

berger, High-resolution photoemission on Sr2RuO4 reveals correlation-enhanced effective

spin-orbit coupling and dominantly local self-energies, Phys. Rev. X 9, 021048 (2019).

doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.9.021048.
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