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The muon spin rotation (µSR) technique has been applied to determine the behavior of the in-
plane magnetic penetration depth (λab) in the vortex state of the unconventional superconductor
Sr2RuO4 as a means of gaining insight into its still unknown superconducting order parameter. A re-
cent µSR study of Sr2RuO4 reported a T -linear temperature dependence for λab at low temperatures
that was not identified in an earlier µSR study. Here we show that there is no significant difference
between the data in the early and recent µSR studies and both are compatible with the limiting
low-temperature λab ∝ T 2 dependence expected from measurements of ∆λab(T ) = λab(T )−λab(0)
in the Meissner state by other techniques. However, we argue that at this time there is no valid
theoretical model for reliablly determining the absolute value of λab in Sr2RuO4 from µSR measure-
ments. Instead, we identify the formation of an unusual square vortex lattice that introduces a new
constraint on candidate superconducting order parameters for Sr2RuO4.

I. INTRODUCTION

It has now been three decades since Sr2RuO4 was
found to exhibit superconductivity [1], yet a vital clue to
identifying the mechanism of Cooper pairing, namely the
symmetry of the superconducting order parameter, has
not been pinned down. For the longest time Sr2RuO4 was
believed to be a spin-triplet chiral p-wave (odd-parity) su-
perconductor, primarily based on the observation of an
unchanging spin susceptibillity across Tc [2, 3] and ex-
perimental evidence for broken time-reversal symmetry
(TRS) [4, 5]. In recent years revised nuclear magnetic res-
onance (NMR) Knight shift [6–8] and polarized neutron
scattering [9] measurements have reclassified the order
parameter of the bulk superconducting state of Sr2RuO4

as “even-parity spin-singlet”. Moreover, broken TRS su-
perconductivity in Sr2RuO4 has become controversial,
with some experiments unable to confirm violation of
this symmetry [10] and proposals suggesting the cause
may be of extrinsic origin [11, 12].
Measurements of the temperature dependence of the

magnetic penetration depth (λ) are one way to probe the
low-energy quasiparticle excitations, gaining insight into
the superconducting gap structure that is a manifesta-
tion of the pairing symmetry. Experiments that measure
the change in the in-plane magnetic penetration depth,
∆λab(T ) = λab(T )−λab(0), in the Meissner state pre-
dominantly observe ∆λab(T )∝ T 2 for Sr2RuO4 [13–16].
This has been taken as evidence for the existence of line
nodes in the superconducting gap, under the assumption
that the measurements at very low temperatures are in-
fluenced by a nonlocal electromagnetic response [17, 18].
Recently, Khasanov et al. provided evidence for nodes

in the superconducting gap based on transverse-field
(TF) µSR measurements of the temperature and mag-
netic field dependences of the in-plane magnetic penetra-
tion depth λab(T,B) in the vortex state of Sr2RuO4 sin-
gle crystals (Tc=1.4 K) [19]. In particular, λab(T,B) was
reported to exhibit a T -linear temperature dependence at

low temperatures, in contrast to findings from an earlier
TF-µSR study of Sr2RuO4 single crystals having a simi-
lar Tc value of 1.45 K at zero magnetic field [20]. In ad-
dition, λab(0, B) was found to exhibit a field dependence
consistent with gap nodes. Here we show that the dif-
ferent dependence of λab on temperature reported in the
early and recent TF-µSR studies of Sr2RuO4 has nothing
to do with differences in sample quality, but rather how
λab is derived from the TF-µSR asymmetry spectrum.
We show that the limiting low-T dependence of λab on
temperature for the two samples are actually similar and
not inconsistent with the T 2 behavior of ∆λab(T ) deter-
mined by other experimental techniques that probe the
Meissner state. In addition, we show that a vortex lattice
with a highly unusual spatial variation of magnetic field
is necessary to describe the TF-µSR signal in Sr2RuO4,
placing a major constraint on its still undetermined un-
conventional superconducting order parameter.

II. DATA ANALYSIS METHODS

In what follows we compare four different kinds of
data analysis methods for determining λab(T,B) in the
vortex state of Sr2RuO4 from TF-µSR measurements:

A. Second moment of the internal magnetic field

distribution

In Ref. [19] λab was determined using the following
equation derived from Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory for
the square root of the second moment of the magnetic
field distribution n(B) of an ideal vortex lattice (VL)
[21]

〈∆B〉1/2VL [µs
−1] = A(1− b)[1 + 1.21

×(1−
√
b)3]λ−2

ab [µm
−2] , (1)
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where A ≃ 4.83 and 5.07 for an hexagonal and square

VL, respectively [21, 22], and b=B/B
‖
c2 is the reduced

field where B
‖
c2 is the upper critical magnetic field for a

field applied parallel to the c axis. For this orientation of
applied field a square VL rotated 45◦ relative to the Ru-
O-Ru bond directions in the a-b plane was observed by
small-angle neutron scattering in a Tc=1.28(6) K sample
[23, 24].

To obtain 〈∆B〉1/2VL the TF-µSR asymmetry spectra
in Ref. [19] were fit to the following sum of Gaussian-
damped cosine functions

A(t) =

n∑

i=1

aie
−σ2

i
t2 cos(γµBit+ φ)

+abge
−σ2

bgt
2

cos(γµBbgt+ φ) , (2)

where n=2, γµ=851.615 MHz/T is the muon gyromag-
netic ratio, and the last term in Eq. (2) accounts for the
contribution to the TF-µSR time spectrum from muons
stopping outside the sample. The fitted values of the am-
plitude ai, depolarization rate σi and internal magnetic
field Bi for the n=2 components of the sample term were

subsequently used to calculate 〈∆B〉1/2VL . Here we point
out that Eq. (1) is an approximation that is strictly valid
for κ=λab/ξab≥5 and0.25/κ1.3.b≪1, where ξab is the
in-plane GL coherence length [21]. For the Sr2RuO4 sin-

gle crystals studied in Ref. [19], B
‖
c2∼75 mT, which cor-

responds to ξab∼663 Å calculated from the GL relation

B
‖
c2 =Φ0/2πξ

2
ab. This implies that Eq. (1) is valid pro-

vided λab>3315 Å. Yet this is far greater than the zero-
temperature values of 1240 Å . λab(0, b). 1740 Å for
0≤ b≤ 0.6 reported in Ref. [19]. In addtion to this in-
consistency, Eq. (1) is derived from a spatial field profile
B(r) that does not account for the finite size of the vortex
cores and assumes the individual vortices have a circular
cross section, despite the assumption of a square VL.
Before discussing the analysis method applied in the

earlier TF-µSR study of [20], we present results obtained
from applying the same analysis method of Ref. [19] to
the earlier data. Figure 1(a) shows a representative TF-
µSR asymmetry spectrum from the earlier study and a
fit to Eq. (2). A noteable difference in the analysis of the
TF-µSR spectra of the sample studied in Ref. [20] is that
n=3 sample components are required to achieve a good
fit. The need for an additional Gaussian-damped cosine
function is apparent in the Fourier transform of the TF-
µSR spectrum, which exhibits a low-frequency shoulder
[see Fig. 1(b)] that is not visually apparent in the sam-
ple recently studied by Khasanov et al. (see Fig. 1(d) in
Ref. [19]). The fit parameters from this additional com-
ponent (a3, σ3 and B3) are included in our calculation

of 〈∆B〉1/2VL and as in Ref. [19] this is converted to λab

via Eq. (1) with A = 5.07. We note that the Fourier
transform of the TF-µSR asymmetry spectrum provides
a visual approximation of n(B) associated with the VL
and the distribution of field sensed by muons that missed
the sample.
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FIG. 1. (a) TF-µSR asymmetry spectrum recorded after field
cooling the Sr2RuO4 single crystals of Ref. [20] to T =0.02 K
in a magnetic field of B = 15 mT applied parallel to the c
axis. The solid red curve through the blue data points is a
fit to Eq. (2) for n = 3. (b) Fourier transforms of the TF-
µSR signal and of the fit in the time domain. The horizontal
axis refers to the Larmor precession frequency of the muon
spin in the local magnetic field B at the muon site, given by
fµ = (γµ/2π)B. The peak near 2.12 MHz is the background
contribution. Also shown are Fourier transforms of the four
individual Gaussian-damped cosine functions of the complete
fit function.

Figure 2 shows how 1/λ2
ab vs. T/Tc from this kind

of data analysis compares to the results of Ref. [19] for
a similar reduced field b. Despite the additional com-
ponent required to fit the TF-µSR asymmetry spectra
for the earlier sample [20], there is remarkable agreement
with the behavior and values of 1/λ2

ab(T, b) reported in
Ref. [19] below T ∼ 0.4Tc. Yet while the temperature

dependence of 1/λ2
ab determined from 〈∆B〉1/2VL for the

earlier sample closely follows that initially reported in
Ref. [20] over the entire range, the data from Ref. [19] de-
parts from this behavior above T ∼0.4Tc. This is likley a
consequence of the more symmetric magnetic field distri-
bution observed in the vortex state of the sample studied
in Ref. [19]. The frequencies of the multiple Gaussian-
damped cosine components become less separated as the
asymmetry of the internal magnetic field distribution de-
screases with increasing temperature, so that indentifi-
able fit parameters are more difficult to achieve. On the
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FIG. 2. The dependence of 1/λ2

ab on the reduced temperature

T/Tc(B) for b=B/B
‖
c2∼0.25. The solid data points are 1/λ2

ab

calculated from Eq. (1) for the TF-µSR measurements at B=
20 mT in Ref [19], where Tc(B) = 1.22 K (blue circles), and
at B=15 mT in Ref [20], where Tc(B)=1.13 K (red circles).
The vertical scale on the right corresponds to the open square
data points and the dashed fit curve [i.e., 1/λ2

ab(T ) ∝ (1 −

(T/Tc)
2.78)] from Ref. [20]. The inset shows λab vs. (T/Tc)

2

for T ≤0.36Tc, where the solid lines are linear fits to the two
data sets.

other hand, the low-field shoulder of the field distribu-
tion in the older sample is clearly observed in the Fourier
transform of the TF-µSR signal up to T = 0.7Tc (see
Fig. 2 in Ref. [20], so the sample-component frequen-
cies remain distinct. The absence of the third lower-
frequency sample component in the single crystals inves-
tigated in Ref. [19] indicates a significant difference in the
VL magnetic field profile B(r) and suggests an hexago-
nal rather than square arrangement of the vortices in this
sample. Regardless, the calculated values of 1/λ2

ab(0, b)
from Eq. (1) for A = 4.83 and A = 5.07 differ by only
about 5 %.
The T -linear temperature dependence of λab reported

in Ref. [19] was inferred from a linear fit of λab(T,B)
extending up to T ∼ 0.57Tc, which is far above temper-
atures at which quasiparticle excitations are confined to
nodal regions on the Fermi surface. The inset of Fig. 2
shows that the variation of λab with temperature derived

from 〈∆B〉1/2VL for both samples is actually not incompat-
ible with the T 2 temperature dependence of ∆λab(T ) ob-
served in the Meissner state by other experimental tech-
niques. At the very least, the scatter in the data pre-
vents reliably distinguishing between a T -linear and T 2

temperature dependence.

An alternative way to determine the absolute value
and behavior of λab(T,B) is to fit the TF-µSR spectra
to a theoretical model for the field profile B(r) of the VL
[25]. This approach includes multiplying the sample con-
tribution to A(t) by Gaussian depolarization functions to
account for additional broadening of the internal mag-

netic field distribution by the nuclear dipole moments
and VL disorder, and like the second moment analysis,
adding a residual background term (Gaussian-damped
cosine function) to account for muons that missed the
sample, as follows

A(t) = ase
−(σ2

n
+σ2

dis)t
2
∑

r

cos [γµB(r)t+ φ]

+abge
−σ2

bgt
2

cos(γµBbgt+ φ) . (3)

The parameter σn is the depolarization rate due to the
nuclear dipoles in the sample, which is independent of
temperature and determined from fits of TF-µSR asym-
metry spectra recorded above Tc. The depolarization
rate σdis accounts for further broadening of the internal
magnetic field distribution by frozen VL disorder, which
is dependent on temperature and assumed to be propor-
tional to 1/λ2

ab(T ) [26]. The sum in the first term is over
real-space positions r in an ideal periodic VL. Below, we
compare attempts to use Eq. (3) to analyze the Sr2RuO4

TF-µSR asymmetry spectra of Ref. [20] for three differ-
ent models of B(r).

B. Nonlocal London model

Since Sr2RuO4 is a low-κ type-II superconductor, non-
local effects are presumably important for describing the
VL induced by the applied field. Kogan et al. have made
nonlocal corrections to the London equations, which cou-
ple the VL to the crystal anisotropy of the Fermi velocity
and accounts for the hexagonal-to-square VL transition
that occurs in V3Si and borocarbide superconductors at
high field [27, 28]. Multiplying the nonlocal London so-
lution by an anisotropic cutoff factor derived within GL
theory to account for finite size of the vortex cores re-
sults in the following equation for B(r) that has been
successfully used to determine λab and ξab from TF-µSR
measurements of V3Si through the hexagonal-to-square
VL transition [29]

B(r) = B
∑

G

(1− b4)e−iG·r uK1(u)

λ2
abG

2 + λ4
ab(nxxyy G4 + dG2

xG
2
y)

. (4)

Here B is the mean internal magnetic field, G are the re-
ciprocal lattice vectors of the VL, u2=2ξ2abG

2(1+b4)[1−
2b(1−b)2], K1(u) is a modified Bessel function, and nxxyy

and d are dimensionless parameters arising from nonlocal

corrections. As defined earlier, b=B/B
‖
c2. The a-b plane

GL coherence length is a fit parameter for this model,
but the upper critical field is not, since they are related

by the GL relation B
‖
c2=Φ0/2πξ

2
ab.

We have attempted to fit the TF-µSR spectra of
the Sr2RuO4 sample from Ref. [20] to an asymmetry
function that assumes this modified nonlocal London
model of B(r) for a square VL. As shown in Fig. 3(a),
this model poorly describes the low-field shoulder and
left peak of the Fourier transform of the TF-µSR signal,
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FIG. 3. Fourier transforms of the TF-µSR asymmetry spec-
trum of Sr2RuO4 from Ref. [20] for T =0.02 K and B=15 mT
(blue data points) and unconstrained fits of the TF-µSR
spectrum (red curves) to (a) the modified nonlocal London
model, yielding λab = 567(8) Å, κ = 0.74(1) Å, nxxyy = 0,
and d = 20(1), (b) the iterative GL model, yielding λab =
1832(41) Åand κ=6.4(7) Å, and (c) the two-component Eu

state model, yielding λab = 1790(9) Å, ξab = 2.65(7) Å and
Fermi surface anisotropy ν=0.31(1). Also shown in (b) is a fit
to the iterative GL model with κ fixed to 2.06 (green curve).
The contour plots in each panel depict B(r) for the VL pro-
jected onto the a-b plane generated by the unconstrained fits.
The intervortex spacing in each contour plot is 373 nm and
the red and dark blue colors correspond to the maximum and
minimum values of B(r), respectively.

which correspond to the minimum and saddle point
magnetic fields of B(r), respectively. The failure of the
nonlocal London model to adequately describe the VL of
Sr2RuO4 is not unexpected, since this model is strictly
valid for high-κ superconductors.

TABLE I. Fit parameters and reduced χ2 for the different
fits of the TF-µSR asymmetry spectrum of Sr2RuO4 for T =
0.02 K and b∼0.25 from Ref. [20]. Fourier transforms of the
TF-µSR signal and the fits are displayed in Fig. 3.

Model κ λab (Å) Reduced χ2

Second moment - 1490(65) 1.077
Modified nonlocal London 0.74(1) 567(8) 1.936
Iterative GL 6.4(7) 1832(41) 2.576

2.06 (fixed) 1386(10) 3.336
Two-component Eu state 2.65(7) 1790(9) 1.281

C. Iterative GL model

Brandt developed an iteration method for solving the
GL equations to accurately determine B(r) for b≥10−3,

κ≥ 1/
√
2, and aribtrary VL symmetry [30]. This model

has previously been used to determine λ(T, b) and ξ(T, b)
from TF-µSR measurements of the hexagonal VL in the
low-κ (κ ∼ 1.3) type-II superconductor V [31]. For a
detailed description of the iteration method to compute
B(r), see Refs. [30, 31]. The values of b and κ for which
this iterative GL model is valid make it applicable to
the TF-µSR studies of Sr2RuO4. Nevertheless, good
fits of the TF-µSR spectra of Ref. [20] could not be
achieved with this model for B(r) and best fits yield an
unrealistic value for κ (see Table I). Fixing κ to 2.06,
which corresponds to the calculated ratio λab/ξab, where
λab is the T = 0 extrapolated value from the second
moment analysis (see Fig. 2 inset) and ξab is calculated

from the GL equation for B
‖
c2, leads to a worse fit [see

Fig. 3(b)]. Like the modified nonlocal London model,
the iterative GL model fails to describe the low-field
shoulder and the left peak of the Fourier transformed
TF-µSR signal.

D. Two-component Eu state model

The temperature dependence of λab in Sr2RuO4 for
b ∼ 0.25 was determined in Ref. [20] from a global fit
of the TF-µSR spectra to a model of B(r) derived from
GL theory for a two-component complex order param-
eter belonging to the two-dimensional irreducible rep-
resentation Eu of the tetragonal point group D4h [32].
The breaking of TRS in the superconducting state re-
quires a multiple-component order parameter, and this
has long favored the spin-triplet chiral p-wave pairing
state d(k)=∆0(kx±iky)ẑ belonging to the Eu represen-
tation. The two-component Eu state model predicts the
square VL observed in Sr2RuO4 by small-angle neutron
scattering [23, 24] and is valid for low κ. The components
of the analytical equation for B(r) in this two-component
Eu state model are given by numerous equations and
hence we refer the reader to Ref. [32] for full details. The
model includes the GL-parameter κ and a Fermi surface
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anisotropy parameter ν, which were treated as common
temperature-independent fit parameters in the data anal-
ysis for Ref. [20]. It is visually apparent in Fig. 3(c) and
clear from a comparison of the goodness-of-fit of the TF-
µSR asymmetry spectrum for T =0.02 K summarized in
Table I that this model closely resembles B(r) for the
VL in Sr2RuO4. As shown in Fig. 2, the temperature de-
pendence of 1/λ2

ab originally determined from the global
fit analysis assuming this model [20] qualitatively agrees

with that determined from 〈∆B〉1/2VL , although the abso-
lute value of λab is about 30 % larger.
The contour plot in Fig. 3(c) shows that B(r) for the

VL generated by a fit to the two-component Eu state
model corresponds to an unusual situation where the
minimum field is midway between nearest-neighbor vor-
tices, rather than at the center of the square VL unit cell.
While it now seems the superconducting order parame-
ter of Sr2RuO4 does not belong to the Eu representation,
as the revised NMR Knight shift measurements indicate
even-parity superconductivity, the unconventional loca-
tion of the minimum field of the square VL is telling. In
particular, this unique characteristic of the VL must be a
manifestation of the true superconducting order param-
eter.

III. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, we have shown by a common analysis
method that there is no significant difference between the
temperature dependence of the in-plane magnetic pene-
tration depth λab for Sr2RuO4 determined in early and

recent TF-µSR studies, but that there is too much scatter
in both data sets to support the conclusion in Ref. [19] of
a limiting low-temperature λab∝T dependence. Instead,
the data from both the early and recent studies reason-
ably follow a limiting λab∝T 2 dependence, in agreement
with measurements of ∆λab(T ) in the Meissner state by
other experimental techniques. In the current work we
have also demonstrated that there is at the present time
no valid model for determining the absolute value of λab

in Sr2RuO4 from TF-µSR measurements.

Lastly, we have identified a unique feature of the spa-
tial field profile of the VL in Sr2RuO4, which introduces
a new constraint for candidate superconducting order pa-
rameters. Here we mention a nodal dx2−y2 order param-
eter, which remains a leading candidate for Sr2RuO4 and
for which a λab∝T 2 dependence due to nonlocal electro-
dynamics is expected in a low-κ superconductor [17, 18].
For a square VL rotated in the a-b plane 45◦ with respect
to the a axis, which is the case for Sr2RuO4 [23, 24], at
high b the fourfold symmetry around the vortex cores
due to a dx2−y2 order parameter enhances B(r) at the
center of the unit cell in the next-nearest neighbor di-
rection and suppresses B(r) at the saddle point between
nearest-neighbor vortices [33]. This situation is similar
to the contour plot in Fig. 3(c).
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Dobrosavljević-Grujić, P. L. Gammel, and D. J. Bishop,
Vortex lattice transitions in borocarbide superconduc-
tors, Phys. Rev. B 55, R8693 (1997).

[29] J. E. Sonier, F. D. Callaghan, R. I. Miller, E. Boaknin,
L. Taillefer, R. F. Kiefl, J. H. Brewer, K. F. Poon, and
J. D. Brewer, Shrinking Magnetic Vortices in V3Si due
to Delocalized Quasiparticle Core States: Confirmation
of the Microscopic Theory for Interacting Vortices, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 93, 017002 (2004).

[30] E. H. Brandt, Precision Ginzburg-Landau Solution of
Ideal Vortex Lattices for Any Induction and Symmetry,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2208 (1997).

[31] M. Laulajainen, F. D. Callaghan, C. V. Kaiser, and J. E.
Sonier, Muon spin rotation measurements of the vortex
state in vanadium: A comparative analysis using iter-
ative and analytical solutions of the Ginzburg-Landau
equations, Phys. Rev. B 74, 054511 (2006).

[32] D. F. Agterberg, Square vortex lattices for two-
component superconducting order parameters, Phys.
Rev. B 58, 14484 (1998).

[33] M. Ichioaka, A. Hasegawa, and K. Machida, Field de-
pendence of the vortex structure in d-wave and s-wave
superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 59, 8902 (1999).


