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A phenomenological theory of the loop-current and loopyspirrent phases is proposed. In order to investigate the
stability of these phases, a Ginzburg-Landau-Wilson tyg®® is constructed as a functional of the orbital magne-
tization. From the analysis of this action based on the Lantlaory and momentum-shell one-loop renormalization
group theory, it is found that the loop-current and loomspirrent phases are stable if a certain interaction betwee
orbital magnetizations is fliciently large. Moreover, these phases are likely to be stabsystems with large orbital
susceptibility, for example, Dirac electron systems.

Orbital motions of itinerant electrons in condensed mattarharacterized by the circulating flow of spins unaccompnie
usually give rise to weak diamagnetism. As the magnetimatidyy charge currents. In the loop-spin-current phase on a hon-
from the localized spins, the magnetization from the otbitaeycomb lattice, the system has a nontriAalinvariants? *°
motions breaks the time-reversal symmetry and can be treatehich assure dierent topological characters from those as-
as an order parameter, which lowers the symmetry of the symired by a nontrivial Chern number. According to the topo-
tem. Theloop-current phase is a quantum phase characterizddgical field theory:! *?the nontrivialZ, invariants mean the
by the orbital magnetization caused by a local electricantrr existence of theZ - B term, which indicates that the system
forming a loop. exhibits the magnetoelectric response.

This phase has been introduced in the studies of cupratesAs described above, the loop-current and loop-spin-ctirren
in order to understand the physical mechanism of pseudo gppases are related to recent hot topics in condensed matter
phenomend= Like other phases emerging in cuprates, thehysics. Nonetheless, general features of these phasestare
loop-current phase is expected to be induced by Coulomb ikhown well. In particular, unified descriptions for the leop
teractions. For instance, a theoretical study based orea-thrcurrent phases are required in order to find a criterion fer th
band Hubbard model has shown that the loop-current phasmergence of these phases. For these phases induced by an
is stable in some parameter regoRurthermore, in the half- inter-site interaction, a unified picture is given by the mea
filled Hubbard model on a square lattice, a numerical study Hield analysis of the free enerdg§However, this picture can-
the variational cluster approximation (VCAhas indicated not be applied directly to the phases induced by a local in-
that this phase has metastable characters; the free enfergyemaction, such as the on-site Hubbard interaction, simap-|
this phase is lower than that of the trivial phase, but higheurrent orders do not emerge from a mean-field decoupling of
than that of another ordered phase. the on-site interaction.

Interestingly, the topologically nontrivial states, suah Consequently, we construct a simple phenomenological de-
the Chern insulator$may have some relations to the loop-scription for loop-current and loop-spin-current phagses i
current phase. As Hofstadter has shduthe single-particle duced by a local interaction. Since orbital motions of itine
spectrum of the non-interacting electron on a square éatti@ant electrons induce the orbital magnetization, we treiat th
with the magnetic field perpendicular to the system has chanagnetization as the order parameters. Furthermore, the sp
acteristic pattern which is often referred to as the Hotstad degrees of freedom is introduced to the orbital magnetimati
butterfly. Calculating the Chern numbé€rfor each band in in order to describe the loop-spin-current phase. A local in
the butterfly, one obtains a nonvanishing valueCofwhich teraction is included as couplings between the local drbita
indicates the nontrivial topological character of the sgstin  magnetization from up spin and that from down spin.
these calculations, thdtect of the magnetic filed is included In this letter, we analyze the stability of the local orbital
as the Peierls phase, which forces itinerant electrons t@mamagnetization phenomenologically. From the analysisdase
a circular motion on the average. Thus, the electronic staten the Landau theory, we find that both the loop-current and
of the loop-current phase is expected to be similar to those the loop-spin-current phases emerge from the interacten b
the butterfly. tween the orbital magnetizations. The momentum-shellrreno

Indeed, the numerical study based on the VCA on a honewralization group (RG) theory also shows that those phases
comb lattic has shown that the loop-current phase induceare stable against ficiently small spatial fluctuations. More-
by the Coulomb interaction has a nontrivial Chern numbaeaver, it is shown that these phases are expected to emerge in
as expected. In this study, authors have also included anotlsystems with large orbital susceptibility.
current phase called thieop-spin-current phase, which is ~ Our analyses are based on the following time-reversal-
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Table I. The solutions of Eq.(2). We classify the solutions into 3yp@c- . o . o .
cording to the relation of sign between andg, . (See main text for specific Dital magnetization if the orbital magnetization from ygrs

definitions) electron and that from down-spin electron have opposite di-
Solution Phase Existence condition  rections,g; = —¢, # 0. In this phase, the up-spin electrons
pr=¢,=0 Trivial Always exists and the down-spin electrons make opposite loop currerd, thu
by =0 = -6<;"+’) Loop current J<-m the electron current cancels out, and only the spin cureent r
R /—_s(,gw) Loop current J<-m mains. Thus, we call this phase the loop-spin-current phase
—  — eh _ As shown in Table I, the loop-spin-current solutions exist i
| 2 Loop spin current J>m J>m
Y ry —6(m—. ; . - H
$r=—¢1=~/ (g 2} Loop spin current J>m Next, the &ects of the spatial fluctuations are taken into

considerations via the momentum-shell RG analysis. Fey thi
we perform the Fourier transformation of Eq. (1), and define
the scale transformation of the wavenumbkek — % Here,

b is a scale parameter. In this analysis, the momentum-shell

symmetric Ginzburg-Landau-Wilson type action treating thintegration are approximated as

orbital magnetization as the order parameters:

A
1 m d'kf(k) ~ Saf(A)AYInb. 3
Seunto - [ o YL 5007 + 2ekto + L otco) J, @ =su) e
Here, A is the cutdf momentumyS, is the surface area of a
+fdde¢T(x)¢L(x)- (1) d-dimensional unit sphere. For convenience, we rescale and

nondimensionalize the parameters in Eq. (1)pidd? — m,
Here,¢.(x) denotes the orbital magnetization from the elec//A2 — J, and (ZS”")L,g/A“_d — g. Since our one-loop level
tron at pointx with spino, d is spatial dimension, anal, J, analysis is justified in the vicinity of the origin in the para-
and u are the parameters; represents the energy cost forter space, these parameters should be regardediasesuly
generating magnetizatiog, is the quartic local interaction, small.
andJ is the bilinear local interaction between the magnetiza- Within one-loop perturbation, we obtain the following RG
tions. For the thermodynamic stability,should be positive. equations for dimensionless parameters up to quadratar ord
We assume that is positive. In other words, we assume thabf small parameters:

generating the orbital magnetization requires the enengy c dm

corresponding to the kinetic energy of the electron. As i we ans - 2m + ‘%(1 —-m), (4)

known, the positiven indicates the absence of the ordered

phase in the isolated (= 0) ¢*-modell* U 2J, (5)

At first, we analyse Eq. (1) within the Landau theory by dinb

ignoring the spatial dependence, i€,(x) = ¢,. Minimiz- dg 3g?

ing the pseudo free energy, we obtain following simultarseou dinb ~ (4-dg - o 6)

equations: Equations (4)-(6) inherit fixed points from ti@é-model since
mpy + I, + %5? =0 @ Eq. (1) is identical to this model if = 0. In short, the triv-
my + Jor + %‘Pf -0 ial Gauss fixed point,%, J,g) = (0,0,0), and the nontrivial

Wilson-Fisher point, #, J, g) = (%,0, @), exist. In this

Equation (2) has five physical solutions and we classifgnalysis, we concentrate our attention on the flow around the
theminto three phases: trivial, loop current, and loopspi-  trivial fixed point rather than that around the nontrivialkon
rent as shown in Table I. The trivial phase is characterized lhecausen is assumed to be positive. In other words, our in-
the absence of the order parameters, e.= ¢, = 0. Of terest exists in the fate of the flow starting from the vigirf
course, this solution always exists. the origin in the parameter space.

The loop current phase is characterized by the finite total The existence of the ordered phase is determined whether
orbital magnetization, i.e¢ + ¢, # 0. The existence of the renormalized parameters satisfy the existence condition
finite orbital magnetization also means the finite loop awre shown in Table 1. In order to simplify the relation between
Then, we call this phase the loop current phase. As showntifie existence condition and the renormalized parameters, w
Table 1, the loop-current solutions exist when the conditiointroduce following valuables:

J < —m is satisfied. This phase does not possess the time-

reversal symmetry, since the finite loop current breaks this a=" hl J, (7
symmetry. 2

In contrast, the loop-spin-current phase is symmetric un- B= m_‘J. (8)
der the time-reversal operation, which means the absence of 2

the total orbital magnetizations; + ¢, = 0. This condi- With these valuables, the negative renormalizéd) indicates
tion can be achieved even in the system with the finite othe existence of the loop-current (loop-spin-current)gehas
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Fig. 1. (Color online) The schematic phase diagram for the rendzetl
parametersr andg derived from the Landau theory. Since stabilities of the
phases are determined only by the signs of the parametensd 3, this
schematic diagram is independent of the paramgter
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Fig. 2. (Color online) (a) A panoramic phase diagram for loop-spin-c
rent and trivial phases given by the RG equations. The bed gegion cor-
responds to the loop-spin-current (trivial) phase. A phasgetermined by
the sign of the parameté¢r after parameters renormalizedfistiently (See
main text for the detailed definition). The dashed purpleegr and cyan
lines represent the planes corresponding to a phase digbjafe) and (d),
respectively. (b) A phase diagram in the plane witha = 0.05. Color in-
dicates the value of the paramefeafter the renormalization. (c) A phase
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diagram in thex-g plane with3 = —0.025. (d) A phase diagram in theg

plane withg = 0.05.

schematically shown in Fig 1. Performing this transforiomti

the RG equations far andg are given by

da
dinp ~
dg

dind

2a+§(1—a/—,8),

2ﬁ+§(1—a—,8).

The RG equation fog is invariant under this transformation.

(9)

(10)

In this representation, the conditien> 0 is identical toa + . .
8> 0. In order to compare our phenomenological theory an%table against too strong fluctuations of the order paramete

the previous studies, we sét 2 hereafter.

Figures 2(a)-2(d) represent phase diagrams for negative
region given by Egs. (6)-(10). Since Eqgs. (6)-(10) are valid
for small parameters, we can discuss renormalization flows
only in the vicinity of the Gauss fixed point. Consequently,
in Figs. 2(a)-2(d), a phase is determined by the renormal-
ized parameters when they can be considered as small but
suficiently renormalized. Specifically, we consider parame-
ters stficiently renormalized when the absolute value of any
renormalized parameter reaches the upper litbit When we
change the upper limit value slightly, a phase diagram sarie
quantitatively but keeps its qualitative characters. Thues
should discuss only qualitative aspects of these phase dia-
grams.

As seen in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), the loop-spin-current phase
is stable for any negatiy@ and sificiently smallg. This fact
means that the loop-spin-current phase is stable agaimdt sm
amplitude spatial fluctuations frogrterm. However, those
figures also indicate that this phase become unstable fpz lar
g. In other words, the loop-spin-current phase is destadulliz
by too strong spatial fluctuations frogaterm. From the be-
havior of the stability against spatial fluctuations, we thet
there exists the critical strength of fluctuations for lcsgn-
current phase.

Figures 2(c) and 2(d) indicate that largenakes the phase
more stable against fluctuations fragyterm while increase
the renormalized value ¢. In short, increasing;, which is
equivalent to increasing andJ, results in both positive and
negative &ects on the stability of the loop-spin-current phase.
In contrast, as shown in Figs. 2(b) and 2(d), decreasing
which means decreasimgand increasing, gives only pos-
itive effects on the stability. Thus, small and large/ make
the loop-spin-current phase more stable. Since Eqgs. (§)-(1
are invariant under the exchange of the parameteandg,
the above results are also obtained in the negativegion,
which corresponds to the loop-current phase.

We consider that our analysis is not very reliable quanti-
tatively but succeeds in describing the physics of the loop-
current and loop-spin-current phases qualitatively. Agad
known, the perturbative momentum-shell RG approach for
the ¢*-model gives quantitatively reliable results when the
spatial dimensiod is close to 4% For our model represented
in Eq. (1), theg-term become relevant i < 4 like the ¢*-
model. Thus, the same statement can be applied to our model,
and the results derived from this analysis are expected-to in
accurate quantitatively since we skt 2. In qualitative as-
pects, however, the results we obtain share common features
with previous studies. According to the numerical study for
the loop-current phase on a half-filled square lattidhis
phase has been metastable for small Hubbard interattion
and become unstable for figiently largeU. Furthermore,
the theoretical study based on a strong-coupling apptéach
has indicate the absence of the loop-current phase in the Hub
bard model on cuprates. Since the loop-current phase is un-

it can be thought that strong quantum fluctuations destabili
the loop-current phase in these studies based on the Hubbard
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model. Although the fluctuations in our analysis are not thpresent. Since the orbital magnetization in microscopse sy
quantum one, our analysis and those quantum theories cantéms is not understood ficiently, unveiling the relation be-
thought as describing similar physics in a perspective ef thween macroscopic and microscopic parameters are left for
fluctuation éfects on the loop-current phase. future work.

As described above, our simple theory is intrinsically €las In conclusion, we have constructed a simple phenomeno-
sical and cannot describe the quantum fluctuations suclkeas thgical theory for describing the loop-current and loop-
Nambu-Goldstone mode. This limitation reflects the artfici spin-curent phases, and found these phases are stabflized i
symmetry for the permutation of the parameterands on the interaction between the orbital magnetizations i§i-su
Egs. (9) and (10). As discussed in Ref. 16, the loop-current

and loop-spin-current phases havéfefient energy because ciently strong. Analyzing the phenomenological actiontiia

of the diference of the symmetries those phases break. {jomentum-shell RG theory, it has been shown that the phases
short, the loop-current phase breaks the discrete timersal/  are stable against the fiigiently small spatial fluctuations.
symmetry, while the loop-spin-current phase breaks the cofhese loop-current and loop-spin-current phases are gpec

tinuous rotational symmetry in spin space. Consequely, tto be seen in systems with linear dispersion, where theadrbit
Nambu-Goldstone mode exists only in the loop-spin-curregsceptibility can diverge diamagnetically.

phase, and its zero point vibration lowers the energy of the
system. Therefore, the loop-current phase and the loop-spAcknowledgement
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