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The quasi-two-dimensional material Sr2RuO4 has been the focus of extensive experimental and theoretical
research, as it is a paradigmatic example of a correlated system that exhibits unconventional superconductivity
and intriguing magnetic properties. The interplay between these two effects has sparked significant debates,
especially on the strength of the spin excitations. We show that self-consistently incorporating spatial magnetic
fluctuations into our theoretical framework significantly reduces the many-body effects in the system. Consistent
with experimental observations, this reduction destabilizes the magnetic ordering in Sr2RuO4, which is not found
in our calculations in contrast to previous theoretical studies. This resolution of the long-standing discrepancy
between theory and experiment is supported by a theoretical calculation of the spin susceptibility that closely
matches the experimental results.

In strongly correlated systems, typically containing par-
tially filled d or f electron shells, Coulomb interactions be-
tween the electrons play a dominant role in determining the
materials properties. The behavior of electrons cannot be de-
scribed independently from one another, as is mostly the case
for conventional metals, and complex phenomena emerge, in-
cluding high-temperature superconductivity, Mott insulating
states, or exotic magnetic phases.

The layered ruthenate Sr2RuO4 has become a drosophila
compound in the field of correlated systems, due to its simple
fabrication in large single crystals, forming notably clean sam-
ples. These attributes facilitate accurate experimental mea-
surements and characterisation of the material, which has
thus attracted significant scientific attention. Furthermore, the
quasi-two-dimensional nature of Sr2RuO4 has established it
as a benchmark material for experimental research.

The material’s Fermi surface (FS), shown in Fig. 1, con-
sists of three Fermi sheets, originating from the three 4d or-
bitals: the quasi-one-dimensional xz and yz, and the quasi-
two-dimensional xy [1–4]. Angle-resolved photoemission
spectroscopy (ARPES) and quantum oscillations measure-
ments reveal that Sr2RuO4 is a correlated metal [1, 3, 5].
Although a significant redistribution of the spectral weight
and an enhancement of it around the Fermi energy are ob-
served [6, 7], the band structure and FS remain relatively
close [8, 9] to those predicted by density functional theory
(DFT) [10]. From the theoretical perspective, the compound is
considered to be a paradigmatic correlated Fermi liquid, with
strong signatures of Hund’s metal physics [11–16]. Therefore,
a number of studies have been conducted using this material
as a testbed for realistic many-body calculations.

An early electronic structure calculation using DFT com-
bined with the state-of-the-art dynamical mean field theory
(DMFT) [17], that accounts for only local correlation effects,
has nearly reproduced the experimental spectral function [18].
Through DMFT studies, many important advancements have
been made in understanding the physics of Sr2RuO4. The FS
has been reproduced reasonably well, along with the mass en-

hancement for each orbital [11, 14, 19]. Furthermore, recent
studies [4, 14] showed that the self-energy, derived from pho-
toemission spectra measurements at the k-points of the Bril-
louin Zone (BZ) corresponding to the FS, is predominantly
local for the xz/yz orbitals. In contrast, the xy orbital exhibits
some momentum dependence, which becomes apparent at fre-
quencies above ≃ 10 meV. These findings suggest that, over-
all, the compound’s single-particle properties are not particu-
larly remarkable and are adequately captured by DMFT.

It is therefore very surprising that the material’s two-
particle quantities are, in contrast, not well understood. Exper-
imental measurements have shown that at low temperatures
(below T = 1.5 K), Sr2RuO4 exhibits superconductivity of an
unconventional nature [20–22], while recently an increase of
Tc has been investigated when the system is under uniaxial
strain [23–26]. At higher temperatures, significant magnetic
fluctuations are found, and they are believed to be the source
of the superconducting pairing mechanism in Sr2RuO4, mak-
ing their accurate description essential. Initially, the proxim-
ity of the compound to SrRuO3, which orders ferromagneti-
cally [20, 27], suggested that the system forms a triplet super-
conducting state [28–30]. However, once it was discovered
that the leading spin excitations correspond to an incommen-
surate antiferromagnetic wave vector [31–35], the scenario of
a singlet state became prominent. Nevertheless, the situation
remains unresolved, since conflicting experimental evidences
suggest broken time-reversal symmetry [36, 37] and possibly
a two-component superconducting state [22, 24, 38]. A num-
ber of theoretical works have been performed, aiming to solve
the mystery of the superconducting state in Sr2RuO4 [39–41]
but no definite conclusion has been drawn so far.

As seen in inelastic neutron scattering (INS) measure-
ments, the leading spin excitations in Sr2RuO4 correspond
to the incommensurate wave vector Q = (3π/5, 3π/5, 0) [31–
35], which is directly linked to nesting vectors (Fig. 1 d) that
connect different parts of the FS within the same xz and yz
orbitals. These strong magnetic fluctuations imply the prox-
imity to a spin density wave (SDW) instability. However, dif-
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FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of Sr2RuO4 and the three Wannier orbitals (xy in (b) and xz + yz in (c)) on the x − y plane. (d) Sketch of the
non-interacting Fermi surface (FS) of Sr2RuO4 in the (kx, ky, 0) plane, consisting of three sheets originating from the one-dimensional xz and
yz orbitals and from the two-dimensional xy one. The nesting vectors are shown with dashed lines. (e) D-TRILEX and (f) DMFT calculations
of the FS performed at T = 145 K. In DMFT, the Fermi surface sheets appear broad in momentum, while in D-TRILEX, they are significantly
sharper, suggesting reduced electronic correlations.

ferent experimental studies confirm the absence of magnetic
ordering in the parent compound. Nevertheless, the presence
of even small concentrations of impurities have been found to
induce a magnetic transition [42–44].

The behavior of two-particle quantities in Sr2RuO4, partic-
ularly spin excitations, has sparked debates among theorists.
Within DFT calculations, the FS nesting arising from the com-
pound’s crystal structure leads to an ordered SDW state with
the incommensurate ordering vectors Q [45]. DMFT calcu-
lations of the spin susceptibility, incorporating local vertex
corrections, have also reproduced the peaks at the incommen-
surate wave vectors [46–48]. However, DMFT also predicts
a transition to a SDW ordered state at a finite temperature
T ≃ 123 K, in contrast to experimental findings [48]. Within
DMFT, the transition appears to be suppressed only by in-
troducing a relatively large spin-orbit coupling [48]. This
result is somewhat inconclusive, as it is based on calcula-
tions conducted at relatively high temperatures. Therefore,
the DMFT approximation seems to significantly overestimate
the strength of magnetic fluctuations, which, according to ex-
periments, should be less pronounced.

The key contribution of DMFT to calculating spin suscep-
tibility is its ability to reveal the suppression of the magnetic
signal at the edges of the BZ, particularly at the X = (π, π, 0)
point, in agreement with experiments. Within DMFT, spin
excitations, aside from the SDW Q peaks, are found to be
quasi-local, or nearly constant in momentum space. However,
this result does not fully align with experimental findings,
where the magnetic response, in addition to the SDW peaks,
exhibits a relatively broad dome centered at the Γ = (0, 0, 0)
point [34, 35], rather than a quasi-local background signal.
The final missing component in these DMFT calculations,
which could potentially reconcile the discrepancies between
theory and experiment, is the self-consistent incorporation of
spatial magnetic fluctuations, that are exceptionally strong in
Sr2RuO4, into the theory. This effect has not been addressed
yet due to the lack of an appropriate method.

In this Letter, we resolve this long-standing problem by ap-
plying a recently developed advanced many-body approach

that enables a self-consistent treatment of non-local collective
electronic fluctuations beyond DMFT, within a realistic multi-
orbital framework. We demonstrate that a self-consistent
treatment of spatial spin excitations suppresses their strength
and reduces the electronic correlations in Sr2RuO4, ultimately
eliminating the magnetic ordering predicted by DMFT. More-
over, our results accurately reproduce the form of the spin sus-
ceptibility as deduced from experimental INS measurements.

We study an effective three-band model (see the Supple-
mental Material (SM) [49]) corresponding to maximally lo-
calized {xz, yz, xy} orbitals derived from DFT [50]. We ac-
count for the on-site electronic interaction that is parametrized
in the Kanamori form [51]. The value of the intra-orbital
Coulomb repulsion, U = 2.56 eV, is chosen based on the con-
strained random-phase approximation (cRPA) analysis con-
ducted in [52]. A Hund’s exchange coupling J, crucial for
Sr2RuO4, is selected by evaluating results across different val-
ues of J. Specifically, we estimate the mass enhancement
and spin susceptibility obtained for each J, as detailed in
the SM [49]. We find that the correct mass enhancement is
achieved for J ≃ 0.35 − 0.40 eV, and the accurate spin suscep-
tibility for J ≃ 0.30 − 0.35 eV, leading to an optimal choice of
J = 0.35 eV. We do not include spin-orbit coupling (SOC) in
our calculations because it is prohibitively expensive compu-
tationally. This approximation is supported by experimental
evidences, suggesting that SOC effects become less signifi-
cant at higher temperatures, due to thermal effects. This is
seen by studying the corresponding anisotropy of the spin sus-
ceptibility, related to SOC, which diminishes within the tem-
perature range to which we are restricted [33, 53].

In order to obtain a reliable description of the feed-
back of electronic correlations on the spectral and magnetic
properties of the compound, a self-consistent method is re-
quired. We employ the dual triply irreducible local expan-
sion (D-TRILEX) approach [54–56], which is a diagram-
matic extension of DMFT [57, 58]. The decisive advan-
tage of this method over other DMFT extensions is its com-
putational efficiency, which enables calculations for multi-
orbital systems [59–63], such as Sr2RuO4. In the D-TRILEX
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FIG. 2. The real part of the static spin susceptibility Xs(q) along
the high symmetry path X-Γ-X (dashed line in the inset) of the first
BZ. The result is calculated using D-TRILEX (blue, T = 145 K)
and is obtained by fitting the experimental INS data [34] (magenta,
T = 150 K). The result of the DMFT calculation, multiplied by 0.5, is
also shown for comparison (green, T = 193 K). The inset shows the
D-TRILEX susceptibility in the (qx, qy, 0) plane. The momentum-
space structure of the magnetic susceptibility exhibits peaks at the in-
commensurate wave vector Q = (3π/5, 3π/5, 0), the dome-like back-
ground signal centered at Γ and minima around the M and X points.

framework, local electronic correlations are treated non-
perturbatively through an exactly solved DMFT impurity
problem [17]. The latter further serves as a reference sys-
tem for the diagrammatic expansion that self-consistently in-
corporates non-local electronic correlations, including mag-
netic fluctuations. This approach allows the mutual influence
of collective electronic fluctuations on single-particle quanti-
ties and vice versa [64–67], yielding reliable results for both
single- and two-particle observables in a broad regime of sys-
tem’s parameters [55, 56, 68].

We perform the D-TRILEX calculations at a relatively low
temperature T = 145 K, where experimental data are available
for comparison. The inset in Fig. 2 shows the real part of the
static magnetic (ω = 0) susceptibility Xs(q) obtained for the
first BZ using D-TRILEX. The main part of Fig. 2 displays a
cut of the susceptibility along the X-Γ-X diagonal of the BZ
(dashed line in the inset). The results are calculated numer-
ically using D-TRILEX (blue) and DMFT (green), and are
compared to the INS result (magenta) [34]. In the INS study,
performed at T = 150 K, the real part of the static spin sus-
ceptibility is deduced from the fit of the low energy part of the
experimentally measured spin excitation spectrum, with a set
of single relaxors as described in Ref. [34]. At this tempera-
ture the magnetic fluctuations are already very strong. In fact,
for the considered model DMFT predicts a SDW ordered state
already at T ≃ 145 K [69]. For this reason, the DMFT result
in Fig. 2 is shown for a bit higher temperature T = 193 K. The
spin susceptibility of DMFT, calculated in the vicinity of the
SDW transition, features large peaks at the incommensurate
Q vectors, in agreement with previous works [48]. For easier

FIG. 3. Orbitally resolved static spin susceptibility Xs
ll′ (q) calcu-

lated along the X-Γ-X path in the first BZ using D-TRILEX (blue,
T = 145 K) and DMFT (green, T = 193 K). All, intra-(top row)
and inter-orbital (bottom row) susceptibilities exhibit SDW peaks
at the incommensurate Q vectors. The large response observed in
D-TRILEX around the Γ point, and also measured experimentally, is
found to be related to the intra-orbital magnetic fluctuations within
the xy orbital. This dome-like signal is completely absent in the
DMFT result, where all orbital components the spin susceptibility
exhibit a momentum-independent background signal.

comparison, the DMFT result in Fig. 2 is multiplied by 0.5.
We find, that a self-consistent inclusion of the magnetic fluc-
tuations beyond DMFT, using D-TRILEX, leads to a strong
suppression of the SDW Q peaks in a good agreement with
the INS result, and no ordering is observed.

The second important outcome of our results is related
to the overall behavior of the spin susceptibility across the
BZ. As discussed above, according to experimental measure-
ments the magnetic signal can be decomposed into the sum
of the SDW Q peaks and a broad dome structure centered
around the Γ point, while DMFT calculations instead find a
quasi-constant background signal besides the Q peaks. The
D-TRILEX calculations reveal a significantly diminished spin
susceptibility at the edges of the BZ, with a “cross”-like struc-
ture in momentum space of higher intensity appearing at the
center of the zone, visible in the inset of Fig. 2. The overall
structure of the susceptibility agrees very well with the ex-
perimental results [34]. While early-unpolarized INS stud-
ies reported features of the spin excitation spectrum around
Γ [32], the most recent polarized INS data [34, 35] unam-
biguously confirmed the existence of such fluctuations, but
cannot resolve the actual structure around Γ. Nevertheless,
strong spin excitations around Γ are found in metamagnetic
Ca2−xSrxRuO4 [70–72], where the isostructural Ca/Sr substi-
tution is, however, accompanied by a rotation and deformation
of the RuO6 octahedra [73, 74].

In Fig. 3 we show the orbitally resolved static spin suscep-
tibility Xs

ll′ (q), where l(′) ∈ {xz, yz, xy}. The results are calcu-
lated using D-TRILEX (blue) and DMFT (green) and plotted
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FIG. 4. Momentum-resolved electronic spectral function along the high-symmetry path Γ-M-X-Γ of the BZ, calculated with D-TRILEX
(a) and DMFT (b) at T = 145 K. The white lines correspond to the bare DFT band-structure. Within DMFT a large band renormalization is
observed, as well as large broadening of the bands. Within the D-TRILEX framework, however, the bands come closer to the DFT result and
the overall spectral function is much sharper compared to the DMFT picture.

along the X-Γ-X path. Although the incommensurate SDW Q
peaks are present in all orbital components due to mixing of
different of orbital contributions to the susceptibility, the value
of Xs(q = Q) is the largest for the intra-orbital xz-xz and yz-
yz components (a). This is expected, since the SDW Q peaks
originate from the nesting of the FS of these 1D-like orbitals.
Interestingly, the background dome-shaped magnetic signal,
found experimentally and reproduced by D-TRILEX, appears
to originate from the magnetic fluctuations within the 2D-like
xy orbital (b). Instead, the DMFT results do not exhibit any
significant signal around the Γ point, and for all the compo-
nents a quasi-local response is obtained besides the Q peaks.
This result may have significant implications for the symme-
try of the superconducting order parameter, because the mag-
netic fluctuations within the xy orbital are believed to be a
key ingredient for the electron pairing [39, 41]. In particular,
the presence of spin excitations at more than one wave-vector
allows for a complex (possibly two-component) order param-
eter of the superconducting state [75, 76]. Therefore, the spin
singlet state [40, 41, 77–79] promoted by the incommensurate
fluctuations at the Q wave vector might compete with a spin
triplet state [39, 40, 80, 81] related to the momenta around the
center of the BZ.

The breakdown of the SDW ordering predicted by DMFT,
upon self-consistent inclusion of magnetic fluctuations in
D-TRILEX, can be understood as follows. In a metal, strong
spin fluctuations induce a large electronic self-energy, which
in turn diminishes the electronic Green’s function. This
renders the system less correlated, thereby decreasing the
electronic polarizability, which renormalizes the spin exci-
tations and thus suppresses them. The reduction of the
many-body effects by magnetic fluctuations in Sr2RuO4 is
clearly reflected in its single-particle properties. In Fig. 1 (e, f)
we plot the imaginary part of the electronic Green’s func-
tion −∑l Im Gll(k, ν0) at the zeroth Matsubara frequency ν0,
which approximates the FS. The result is calculated using

D-TRILEX (e) and DMFT (f) at T = 145 K. Both methods
reveal three FS sheets originating from the 1D xz/yz and the
2D xy orbitals. However, one immediately finds that DMFT
predicts a large broadening of the FS, while D-TRILEX shows
instead very sharp FS sheets. In Fig. 4 we plot the momentum-
resolved spectral function along the high-symmetry path Γ-
M-X-Γ in the BZ. One immediately notes that DMFT (b) sig-
nificantly renormalizes the non-interacting DFT band struc-
ture (white lines), particularly the bandwidth, and pins the van
Hove singularity to the Fermi level. The latter is a well known
effect of strong electronic correlations seen in various sys-
tems [63, 82–86]. The renormalization predicted by DMFT
broadens the bands and increases the density of states around
the Fermi energy, strongly enhancing the leading nesting-
driven spin excitations and ultimately resulting in a phase
transition to a magnetically ordered state. Essentially, DMFT
appears to overestimate the degree of correlation of the sys-
tem. Instead, the self-consistent inclusion of spatial magnetic
fluctuations within D-TRILEX reduces the electronic correla-
tions, resulting in sharper, less renormalized bands (a) that are
rather close to the DFT picture. In particular, we find that the
van Hove singularity is no longer pinned to the Fermi level
but appears above the Fermi energy, as in DFT, indicating that
electronic correlations within the D-TRILEX framework are
weaker than those in DMFT.

The similarity between the D-TRILEX and DFT band
structures also explains the emergence of the dome-shaped Γ-
point structure in the spin susceptibility of D-TRILEX, as a
similar signal has been observed in RPA calculations for the
DFT band structure under specific conditions [39]. The prox-
imity of the spectral function of Sr2RuO4 to the DFT one is
also reflected in the orbital polarization. The latter is found to
be decreased in DMFT, yielding the values nxz/yz = 0.67, nxy =

0.66, compared to the DFT values nxz/yz = 0.69, nxy = 0.62.
This significant polarization between the 1D and 2D orbitals
is also observed in D-TRILEX (nxz/yz = 0.70, nxy = 0.60), and
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it is another signature of reduced electronic correlations.

By analyzing the electron self-energy we find that is has
a surprisingly small momentum-dependence along the FS, as
discussed in the SM [49]. Along the FS the xz/yz orbitals
appear to have a practically constant self-energy, while the
xy orbital exhibits a finite but small momentum-modulation.
This result is in a qualitative agreement with the conclusion
of a recent ARPES experiment [4]. It is remarkable that the
self-energy in Sr2RuO4 is not local, as it exhibits a noticeable
momentum dependence perpendicularly to the FS.

In conclusion, we have studied the effect of magnetic
fluctuations on the electronic correlations and the spin
susceptibility of Sr2RuO4. These excitations are found to
be significantly strong in this material, such that DMFT
calculations predict an ordered SDW state that is not observed
experimentally. The systematic incorporation of non-local
correlations resolves this discrepancy between theory and
experiments. We demonstrate, that the self-consistent inclu-
sion of magnetic fluctuations suppresses their strength by
reducing the many-body effects in the system, and through
that no magnetic ordering is realized in Sr2RuO4. The overall
behavior of the spin susceptibility in momentum space, de-
duced from the INS measurements, is well reproduced by our
calculations. We obtain finite peaks at the incommensurate
SDW Q vectors, a broad dome-shaped structure centered
around the Γ point and a diminished magnetic response at the
edges of the BZ. We speculate that the predicted momentum-
space structure of the spin susceptibility favors the realization
of a superconducting state with a mixed-component order
parameter, in line with the most recent experimental evidence.
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[44] Kunkemöller, S. and Nugroho, A. A. and Sidis, Y. and Braden,
M., “Spin-density-wave ordering in Ca0.5Sr1.5RuO4 studied by
neutron scattering,” Phys. Rev. B 89, 045119 (2014).

[45] I. I. Mazin and D. J. Singh, “Competitions in layered ruthenates:
Ferromagnetism versus antiferromagnetism and triplet versus
singlet pairing,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 4324–4327 (1999).

[46] Lewin Boehnke, Philipp Werner, and Frank Lechermann,
“Multi-orbital nature of the spin fluctuations in Sr2RuO4,” EPL
122, 57001 (2018).

[47] Swagata Acharya, Dimitar Pashov, Cédric Weber, Hyowon
Park, Lorenzo Sponza, and Mark Van Schilfgaarde, “Evening
out the spin and charge parity to increase Tc in Sr2RuO4,” Com-
mun. Phys. 2, 163 (2019).

[48] Hugo U. R. Strand, Manuel Zingl, Nils Wentzell, Olivier Par-
collet, and Antoine Georges, “Magnetic response of Sr2RuO4:
Quasi-local spin fluctuations due to Hund’s coupling,” Phys.
Rev. B 100, 125120 (2019).

[49] See Supplemental Material for an analysis of the effect of
Hund’s exchange coupling and of temperature on the system.

[50] The DFT calculations were performed within the projected aug-
mented wave formalism [87, 88] as implemented in the Vienna
ab initio simulation package (VASP) [89, 90]. The exchange-
correlation effects were considered within the generalized-
gradient approximation functional in the PBE parametriza-
tion [91]. We used the standard pseudopotentials that include
10, 16, and 6 valence electrons for Sr, Ru, and O, respectively.
An energy cut-off of 400 eV for the plane-waves and a con-
vergence threshold of 10−7 eV were used in the calculations.
The Wannier functions and the effective tight-binding Hamilto-
nian were constructed within the scheme of maximal localiza-
tion [92, 93] using the wannier90 package [94].

[51] Junjiro Kanamori, “Electron Correlation and Ferromagnetism
of Transition Metals,” Prog. Theor. Phys. 30, 275–289 (1963).

[52] Loı̈g Vaugier, Hong Jiang, and Silke Biermann, “Hubbard U



7

and Hund exchange J in transition metal oxides: Screening ver-
sus localization trends from constrained random phase approx-
imation,” Phys. Rev. B 86, 165105 (2012).

[53] I. Eremin, D. Manske, and K. H. Bennemann, “Electronic the-
ory for the normal-state spin dynamics in Sr2RuO4 : Anisotropy
due to spin-orbit coupling,” Phys. Rev. B 65, 220502 (2002).

[54] E. A. Stepanov, V. Harkov, and A. I. Lichtenstein, “Consis-
tent partial bosonization of the extended Hubbard model,” Phys.
Rev. B 100, 205115 (2019).

[55] V. Harkov, M. Vandelli, S. Brener, A. I. Lichtenstein, and E. A.
Stepanov, “Impact of partially bosonized collective fluctuations
on electronic degrees of freedom,” Phys. Rev. B 103, 245123
(2021).

[56] Matteo Vandelli, Josef Kaufmann, Mohammed El-Nabulsi,
Viktor Harkov, Alexander I. Lichtenstein, and Evgeny A.
Stepanov, “Multi-band D-TRILEX approach to materials with
strong electronic correlations,” SciPost Phys. 13, 036 (2022).

[57] G. Rohringer, H. Hafermann, A. Toschi, A. A. Katanin, A. E.
Antipov, M. I. Katsnelson, A. I. Lichtenstein, A. N. Rubtsov,
and K. Held, “Diagrammatic routes to nonlocal correlations
beyond dynamical mean field theory,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 90,
025003 (2018).

[58] Ya. S. Lyakhova, G. V. Astretsov, and A. N. Rubtsov, “The
mean-field concept and post-DMFT methods in the contem-
porary theory of correlated systems,” Phys. Usp. 66, 775–793
(2023).

[59] Evgeny A. Stepanov, Yusuke Nomura, Alexander I. Lichten-
stein, and Silke Biermann, “Orbital Isotropy of Magnetic Fluc-
tuations in Correlated Electron Materials Induced by Hund’s
Exchange Coupling,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 207205 (2021).

[60] M. Vandelli, J. Kaufmann, V. Harkov, A. I. Lichtenstein,
K. Held, and E. A. Stepanov, “Extended regime of metastable
metallic and insulating phases in a two-orbital electronic sys-
tem,” Phys. Rev. Res. 5, L022016 (2023).

[61] Evgeny A. Stepanov, “Eliminating Orbital Selectivity from the
Metal-Insulator Transition by Strong Magnetic Fluctuations,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 096404 (2022).

[62] Evgeny A. Stepanov and Silke Biermann, “Can Orbital-
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MODEL

In this work we study the Hubbard-Kanamori Hamiltonian:

Ĥ =
∑

i j,mm′,σ

tmm′
i j ĉ†imσĉ jm′σ + U

∑

i,m

n̂im↑n̂im↓+

+ U′
∑

i,m,m

n̂im↑n̂im′↓ + (U′ − J)
∑

i,m<m′,σ

n̂imσn̂im′σ+

+ J
∑

i,m,m′
(ĉ†im↑ĉ

†
im↓ĉim′↓ĉim′↑ − ĉ†im↑ĉim↓ĉ

†
im′↓ĉim′↑), (1)

that models the electronic behavior in Sr2RuO4. The first term
corresponds to the kinetic energy, where ĉ(†)

iσ are annihilation
(creation) operators, with lattice site index i, orbital index m
and spin polarizationσ, and tmm′

i j is the hopping amplitude. All
other terms correspond to the interaction energy; U the intra-
and U′ = U − 2J the inter-orbital local (on-site) Coulomb re-
pulsion and J the Hund’s exchange coupling, favoring high-
spin states. n̂imσ = ĉ†imσĉimσ is the density operator for spin σ
and orbital character m on site i. The model cannot, in gen-
eral, be solved exactly and approximate methods are typically
used. We employ the DMFT and D-TRILEX many-body tech-
niques, discussed in the main text.

EFFECT OF HUND’S COUPLING

In this section we investigate the effect of Hund’s exchange
coupling J on properties of Sr2RuO4. The results for the mag-
netic susceptibility shown in the left panel of Fig. 1 reveal
that an increased value of J leads to an overall enhancement
of the spin susceptibility at all k-points. However, it becomes
immediately clear that the Xs(q) value at the center of the Bril-
louin Zone (at the Γ = (0, 0, 0) point) is significantly more af-
fected by J compared to the one at the edges of the zone (at the
X = (π, π, 0) point). This result confirms the DMFT conclu-
sions and it is not surprising as the main mechanism of Hund’s
rule is to favor the high-spin states in the system, therefore to
increase the ferromagnetic fluctuations. Nevertheless, what is
interesting about our analysis is that we find the dependence
of the susceptibility on J to be more restricted compared to the
DMFT findings. As already shown in previous studies [1], in
DMFT a value of J within the range suggested by cRPA anal-
ysis leads to an increased signal at the AFM X ordering vector,

compared to Γ, and only upon strong increase of the value of
J, the suppression of this unphysical signal is obtained. To the
contrary, the inclusion of non-local electronic correlations in
the description appears to limit the effect of Hund’s coupling
and the change of the spin susceptibility as a function of J is
only quantitative and mainly manifested in the increase of the
response at the Γ point.

As discussed in the main text, the Coulomb interaction
value U = 2.56 eV has been chosen following the cRPA study
of [2]. In that work, the Hund’s coupling had been esti-
mated to be J = 0.26 eV, however in our analysis we chose a
slightly larger value J = 0.35 eV. Different theoretical studies
have revealed that in order to capture accurately the orbital-
dependent mass enhancement of the system an increased
value of J is necessary [1, 3].

We find that within our method indeed a realistic m∗/m
is obtained for J ∼ 0.35 − 0.40 eV, while for the spin sus-
ceptibility the best agreement with experiments is seen for
J ∼ 0.30 − 0.35 eV. In Table I we summarize the dependence
of the mass enhancement on the value of Hund’s coupling J
- for the xz/yz and xy orbitals - and the dependence of the
spin susceptibility at the center (Γ) and edge (X) of the BZ, as
well as on the SDW ordering vector. The mass enhancement
is calculated as the slope of ImΣ at zero frequency. In the tem-

J m∗/m (xz/yz) m∗/m (xy) Xs
Γ

Xs
X Xs

S DW
0.26 1.75 2.38 42 16 53
0.35 2.44 3.13 56 22 100
0.40 3.03 3.85 68 23 108

TABLE I. Dependence of different quantities on the value of the
Hund’s coupling J (first column), in units of [eV]; calculations per-
formed at T = 145K. The mass enhancements per orbital (second
and third columns) consistently increase with J and the one corre-
sponding to the 2D xy orbital (third column) is always larger. The
majority of experimental findings suggest values for the mass en-
hancement that are between those found in this work for J = 0.35 eV
and J = 0.40 eV. The spin susceptibility at the Γ = (0, 0, 0), X =
(π, π, 0) and S DW = (3π/5, 3π/5, 0) points are shown in columns
four, five and six respectively, in units of [µ2

B/eV]. They suggest that
a small J gives an overall small spin signal, while by increasing J
we retrieve the values that best agree with experiments (between
J = 0.30 eV and J = 0.35 eV). The main effect of J at this larger
J regime is to increase the ferromagnetic response, i.e., the suscepti-
bility at the Γ point.
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perature regime of our study, the necessary extrapolation from
the lowest Matsubara frequency leads to a relatively large er-
ror bar. However, we find that m∗/m is consistently larger
for the 2D xy orbital, in agreement with quantum oscillations
and ARPES experiments [4–6] and the values obtained for J
between 0.35 eV and 0.4 eV are at a regime close to the ex-
perimental expectations [5, 7]. The momentum-resolved spin
susceptibility results, as discussed earlier, reveal that the main
effect of Hund’s coupling is the control over the ferromag-
netic behavior, reflected on the Γ point, while they also show
that a small J value results in an overall suppressed magnetic
susceptibility.

However, we are at a temperature regime where the calcu-
lation of m∗/m cannot be expected to be extremely accurate,
and at the same time we know that Xs(q) is not directly mea-
sured experimentally, it is rather estimated indirectly, rending
a quantitative comparison with our calculations not adequate.
Therefore, we choose the value J = 0.35 eV which gives the
best compromise between mass enhancement and spin sus-
ceptibility and an overall good qualitative agreement with the
experiments.

EFFECT OF TEMPERATURE

In this section we discuss the effect of temperature on the
magnetic susceptibility of Sr2RuO4. The right panel of Fig. 1
demonstrates that, as expected, by increasing the temperature
there is an overall decrease of the magnetic susceptibility, as
the spin fluctuations become weaker. In particular, the SDW
peaks appear significantly diminished, as is the value of Xs(q)
at the center of the BZ (at Γ), while for the edges of the zone
(at X) the already smaller value, is not particularly affected.
In Fig.2 of the main text, the inverse of Xs at the SDW vec-
tor is plotted as a function of temperature and from a linear
extrapolation of the data, one observes that no magnetically
ordered state is found at finite temperatures. Therefore, our
calculations accounting for non-local electronic correlations,
resolve the strongly enhanceed magnetic fluctuations found
within DMFT, which predict a finite temperature magnetic
transition.

MOMENTUM DEPENDENCE OF SELF-ENERGY

The importance of non-local electronic correlations can be
more directly seen through the analysis of the system’s self-
energy Σ(iω). To this end we plot in Fig.2, the real and imag-
inary part of the self-energy on the whole BZ at the first Mat-
subara frequency iω0, so essentially on the Fermi energy. Pan-
els (a) and (b) correspond to the ReΣ and ImΣ of the summed
xz,yz 1D orbitals respectively and panels (c) and (d) to ReΣ
and ImΣ of the xy 2D orbital. One immediately observes that
there is a much more pronounced spatial dependence of ImΣ
across the FS, which is illustrated with the black dots, for the
wide xy orbital compared to the narrow xz/yz ones. In partic-
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FIG. 1. Total spin susceptibility across the high symmetry path
X − Γ − X of the first Brillouin Zone (X = (π, π), Γ = (0, 0)), for
Left panel: different values of the Hund’s exchange coupling J. An
increased J leads to an overall shift of Xs to larger values. Com-
paring the center (Γ) and corner (X) of the BZ, the increase of Xs

at the center is much more pronounced, as a direct result of the fer-
romagnetic fluctuations promoted by J. Right panel: Xs for differ-
ent values of the temperature. Decreasing the temperature leads to
an overall larger magnetic susceptibility, with the effect being more
pronounced at the incommensurate SDW vector and at the center of
the BZ (at the Γ point).

ular, we find that for xy there is a quasi-constant self-energy
across the arcs located around the N point, while around the
AN point ImΣ(iω0) is evidently diminished. The qualita-
tive behavior is quite similar for the xz/yz orbitals, however
the range of values is much more restricted rending the ef-
fect almost unimportant. Concerning the ReΣ the situation
is reversed, with the xy orbital being almost k−independent
and the xz/yz ones exhibiting a finite momentum-dependence
along the FS. In conclusion, we find that the conjecture of a
quasi-local self-energy is not completely accurate, however its
finite momentum-dependence is not particularly strong along
the Fermi surface.



3

(a)

-π

π

0

-π π0
13.80

13.85

13.90

13.95

14.00

14.05

14.10

14.15

14.20

14.25

N

AN

-π

π

0

-π π0
-0.12

-0.10

-0.08

-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0
(b)

-π π0
-π

π

0

6.84

6.86

6.88

6.90

6.92

6.94

6.96

6.98

7.00

7.02

7.04
(c)

N

-π

π

0

-π π0
-0.10

-0.09

-0.08

-0.07

-0.06

-0.05

-0.04

-0.03

AN

(d)

FIG. 2. Two left panels: Real (a) and imaginary (b) part of the self-energy at the first Matsubara frequency - very close to the Fermi energy
- for the sum of the 1D xz and yz orbitals and similarly in (c) and (d) for the 2D xy orbital. The FS sheets corresponding to each orbital are
plotted with black dots. For the xz + yz case, ImΣ appears to be quasi-local on the FS, with slightly larger values around the nodal points and
suppressed ones at the corners of the BZ - around the X point. For the xy orbital’s ImΣ, however, a more extended momentum-dependence is
observed along the FS, revealing that the quasi-local picture of the material’s self-energy is of limited validity. The ReΣ reveals that for the xy
orbital along the FS there is no momentum-dependence, for the xz + yz case on the other hand there is a finite differentiation with k. This last
finding justifies the suppression of the local spectral function of the xz/yz orbitals, leading to the suppressed magnetic fluctuations.
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