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Them agneticphasediagram oftheperovskite-typeTioxidesasafunction oftheG dFeO 3-type

distortion isexam ined by using the Hartree-Fock analysisofa m ultiband d-p Ham iltonian from

a viewpointofcom petitionsofthespin-orbitinteraction,theJahn-Teller(JT)level-splitting and

spin-orbital superexchange interactions. Near the antiferrom agnetic (AFM )-to-ferrom agnetic

(FM ) phase boundary,A-type AFM [AFM (A)]and FM states accom panied by a certain type

of orbitalordering are lowered in energy at large JT distortion, which is in agreem ent with

the previous strong coupling study. W ith increasing the G dFeO 3-type distortion,their phase

transition occurs. Through this m agnetic phase transition, the orbitalstate hardly changes,

which induces nearly continuouschange in the spin coupling along the c-axis from negative to

positive.The resultantstrong two-dim ensionality in thespin coupling nearthephase boundary

isattributed to the strong suppression ofTN and TC ,which isexperim entally observed.O n the

otherhand,atsm allG dFeO 3-typewithoutJT distortions,which correspond toLaTiO 3,them ost

stable solution isnotG -type AFM [AFM (G )]butFM .Although the spin-orbitinteraction has

been considered to be relevantatthe sm allorno JT distortion ofLaTiO 3 in the literature,our

analysis indicates that the spin-orbit interaction is irrelevant to the AFM (G ) state in LaTiO 3

and superexchange-type interaction dom inates. O n the basis offurther investigations on the

nature ofthisFM state and othersolutions,thisdiscrepancy isdiscussed in detail.

KEYW O RDS:perovskite-typeTioxides,G dFeO 3-typedistortion,d-leveldegeneracy,d-typeJahn-Tellerdistortion,

spin-orbitinteraction,m ultiband d-p m odel

x1. Introduction

In transition-m etaloxides,strongelectron correlations

often localize the 3d electrons and the system becom es

an insulator (a M ott insulator).1) These com pounds

have recently attracted considerable interest since they

show rich m agnetic and orbitalphases. In particular,

perovskite-typeoxidesRM O 3,whereR denotesa triva-

lent rare-earth ion (i.e.,La,Pr,Nd,...,Y) and M is a

transition-m etalion (i.e.,Ti,V,...,Ni,Cu)exhibita va-

riety ofm agneticand electronicpropertiescaused by an

interplay ofcharge,spin and orbitaldegreesoffreedom .

The perovskite-typeTioxideRTiO 3 isa prototypical

exam ple. In these com pounds,Ti
3+

has a t12g con�gu-

ration,and one ofthe threefold t2g-orbitalsis occupied

ateach transition-m etalsite.They haveattracted m uch

interestsince these system s show variousm agnetic and

orbitalorderings owing to the threefold degeneracy of

thet2g orbitals.Itrequiresto takeboth spin and orbital


uctuations into consideration to explain com petitions

ofsuch rich phases.M oreover,thespin-orbitinteraction

would m ake the m agnetic and orbitalstructures m ore

com plicated since the t2g orbitals are strongly a�ected

by the interaction.

ThecrystalstructureofRTiO 6 isan orthorhom bically

distorted cubic-perovskite (G dFeO 3-type distortion) in

which the TiO 6 octahedra form ing the perovskite lat-

tice tilt alternatingly as shown in Fig.1. The m agni-

tude ofthe distortion depends on the ionic radiiofthe

R ions. W ith a sm allionic radius of the R ion, the

lattice structure is m ore distorted and the bond angle

is m ore signi�cantly decreased from 180�. In LaTiO 3,

thebond angleis157� (ab-plane)and 156� (c-axis),but

144� (ab-plane)and 140� (c-axis)in YTiO 3
2). The dis-

tortion can becontrolled by theuseofthesolid-solution

system s La1�y Y yTiO 3 or in RTiO 3,by varying the R

ions. In particular,by varying the Y concentration in

La1�y Y yTiO 3,wecan controlthebond anglealm ostcon-

tinuously from 157� (y = 0)to 140� (y = 1).

In YTiO 3,a d-type JT distortion has been observed

in which the longer and shorter Ti-O bond lengths are

� 2.08 �A and � 2.02 �A,respectively.3) In the d-type JT

distortion,the xy and yz orbitalsare stabilized atsites

1 and 3,and the xy and zx orbitals are stabilized at

sites 2 and 4. O n the other hand,LaTiO 3 exhibits no

detectableJT distortion.

Recently, the m agnetic phase diagram s have been

studied as functions ofthe m agnitude ofG dFeO 3-type

distortion.4-7) In La-rich (y < 0:6) system s or in the

com poundswith largeR ions,in which theG dFeO 3-type

distortion isrelatively sm all,an AFM ground stateisre-

alized.In particular,LaTiO 3 exhibitsaAFM (G )ground

statewith m agneticm om entof0.45�B ,which isstrongly

reduced from spin-only m om ent,and the N�eeltem pera-

ture(TN )isabout130 K .W ith increasing theY concen-

tration orvarying the R site with sm aller-sized ions(an

increase ofthe G dFeO 3-type distortion),TN decreases

rapidly and issuppressed to alm ostzero,subsequently a

FM ordering appears. In Y-rich system sand in YTiO 3

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202242v1
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Fig. 1. G dFeO 3-type distortion.

in which the G dFeO 3-type distortion isrelatively large,

the system showsa FM ground state.

In order to elucidate these phase diagram s, m odel

Hartree-Fock studies have been done previously.8;9) In

theseweak couplingstudies,itisclaim ed thatin LaTiO 3

with sm all G dFeO 3-type distortion, a AFM (G ) state

with thespin-orbitground stateisrealized forthesm all

or no JT distortion,and resultant unquenched orbital

m om ent is considered to be consistent with the strong

reduction ofthem om ent.O n theotherhand,aFM state

accom panied by an orbitalordering isrealized in YTiO 3

with largeJT distortion.However,in these studies,the

nature ofthe phase diagram s has not been elucidated

su�ciently in the following sense. At�rstsight,we can

expectthe�rst-ordertransition between com pletely dif-

ferent sym m etry breaking in which TN and TC rem ain

nonzero atthe AFM -FM phase boundary. However,in

the m agnetic phase diagram s,TN and TC are strongly

suppressed around thephaseboundary.Thisstrongsup-

pression im plies a continuous-type transition at T = 0

andcontradictsournaiveexpectation.Thissecond-order

likephasetransitionisnotexplainedin thesestudies,and

hasbeen an issue ofinterest.

Recently, in order to clarify this problem , e�ective

Ham iltonian in the insulating lim it has been applied

to thissystem .10;11) According to these strong coupling

studies, in the AFM phase near the AFM -FM phase

boundary, an AFM (A) ground state is realized. This

AFM (A)phasehasnotbeen studied in thepreviousweak

coupling approach. M oreover,since the orbitalstate is

strongly stabilized and changes only little through the

transition,strong two-dim ensionality in spin-coupling is

predicted nearthe phase boundary and the strong sup-

pressions of TN and TC are naturally understood. In

these studies, a large JT distortion is assum ed in or-

der to focus on the situation near the AFM -FM phase

boundary,and the spin-orbitinteraction isneglected on

thebasisofthelargeenergy-splitting dueto theJT dis-

tortion.In addition,the AFM (G )state in LaTiO 3 with

sm allorno JT distortion hasnotbeen reproduced.

However,the spin-orbit interaction m ay becom e rel-

evant in the system s with sm all or no JT distortion

such as LaTiO 3. W hile the spin-orbit interaction can

be neglected ifthe JT distortion islarge,wecan expect

a strong com petition between the spin-orbitinteraction

and JT level-splitting with decreasing theJT distortion.

W ith su�ciently sm allJT distortion,the system m ay

wellbe described by the spin-orbit ground state. Be-

sides,successive spin-orbitalsuperexchangeinteractions

m ay dom inateoverthespin-orbitinteraction even with-

outJT distortion.Atthisstage,itisan issue ofim por-

tance to exam ine the phase diagram sfrom a viewpoint

oftheir com petitions. In the weak coupling approach

in which transfersofelectronsand spin-orbitinteraction

are treated in a non-perturbative m anner,we can con-

sider both e�ects on an equalfooting. This approach

isappropriatefora system aticstudy on the interplay of

them .In thesesenses,theweak-couplingand thestrong-

coupling studies are com plem entary to each other,and

analysisfrom the weak coupling approach isim portant.

In thispaper,we investigate the m agnetic phase dia-

gram sby using the Hartree-Fock analysis ofthe m ulti-

band d-p Ham iltonian. W e study the m agnetic and or-

bitalstatesasfunctionsofthe G dFeO 3-type and d-type

JT distortions. Since e�ects of both electron trans-

fers and spin-orbit interaction are taken into account

on an equal footing, this m odel is appropriate for a

study on the com petitions ofspin-orbitinteraction,JT

level-splittingand superexchangeinteractions.Theweak

coupling treatm entdoesnotproperly reproducethe en-

ergy scaleofthe superexchangeinteraction J de�ned in

the strong coupling region,where J is proportionalto

t2=U with t and U being typicaltransfer and on-site

Coulom b repulsion. However,the physics contained in

the reproduction ofthe superexchange interaction with

AFM and/or antiferro-orbital(AF-orbital) is expected

to be adiabatically connected with the SDW type sym -

m etry breaking in the weak-coupling Hartree-Fock so-

lution. Therefore,we willrefer the stabilization ofthe

SDW (ororbitaldensity wave)type solution with AFM

(orAF-orbital)sym m etrybreakingtothesuperexchange

m echanism .

Pioneering works by using this m ethod have already

been doneby M izokawa and Fujim ori.8;9) However,con-

cerning the region ofsm allG dFeO 3-type distortion,we

havecom e to a di�erentconclusion by studying orbital-

spin states which they have overlooked. W e show that

in the sm allG dFeO 3-type distortion without JT level-

splitting,a FM spin stateaccom panied by an AF-orbital

ordering is stabilized by the energy gains ofboth spin-

orbitand superexchange interactions. In this FM solu-

tion,thespin-orbitground stateisnotrealized atcertain

sites,which suggeststhatthespin-orbitalsuperexchange

interactionsdue to the electron transfersdom inate over

the spin-orbit interaction even without JT distortion.

In the previous studies,AFM (G ) state with spin-orbit

ground state hasbeen claim ed to be stabilized without

JT distortion. However,in these studies,the stabiliza-

tion ofthisAFM (G )state isconcluded only from com -

parison ofthe energies between this AFM (G ) solution

and a FM solution with higherenergy,and ourFM solu-

tion isignored.O urFM state hasnotbeen reproduced

so far,and isstudied forthe�rsttim e by ourweak cou-

pling approach. W e conclude that the AFM (G ) state

in LaTiO 3 does not accom pany with spin-orbit ground

state,and there existsanotherorigin foritsem ergence.
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Recent neutron-scattering experim ent shows the spin-

wave spectrum ofLaTiO 3 welldescribed by a spin-1/2

isotropicHeisenberg m odelon the cubiclattice,and ab-

sence ofunquenched orbitalm om entum .12) This result

also seem s to contradict the naive prediction of spin-

orbit ground state with no JT distortion. By studying

a m odelincluding thespin-orbitinteraction,wepropose

som estatem entson thisexperim entalresult.

M oreover,we apply this m ethod to the system snear

the AFM -FM phase boundary for the �rst tim e. W e

show that the strange behavior ofthe m agnetic phase

transition is welldescribed on the basis ofJT ground

statewhen weconsidertheexperim entallyobservedlarge

JT distortion. The results on the properties and na-

tureofthephasetransition arein agreem entwith those

obtained by the previous strong coupling approaches,

which indicates its validity irrespective ofthe coupling

strength.10;11) In addition,westudy a m agneticand or-

bitalphasediagram in theplaneoftheG dFeO 3-typeand

d-typeJT distortionsin ordertoexam inehow extentthe

physicsofAFM -FM phase transition in strong coupling

lim itsurviveswhen theJT level-splitting com peteswith

the spin-orbitinteraction.

Theorganization ofthispaperisasfollows.In x2,we

introducethem ultiband d-pHam iltonian todescribethe

realisticsystem softheperovskite-typeTioxides.In x3,

num ericalresultscalculated by applyingtheunrestricted

Hartree-Fock approxim ation arepresented.Section.4 is

devoted to the sum m ary and conclusions.

x2. M ultiband d-p m odel

W e em ploy the following Ham iltonian:

H
dp = H d0 + H p + H tdp + H tpp + H h + H on�site ; (1)

with

H d0 =
X

�;i;
;�

"
0

dd
y

�;i
�d�;i
�; (2)

H p =
X

�;j;l;�

"pp
y

�;jl�
p�;jl� ; (3)

H tdp =
X

�;i;
;� 0;j;l;�

t
dp

�i
;� 0jl
d
y

�;i
�p� 0;jl� + h.c.; (4)

H tpp =
X

�;j;l;� 0;j0;l0;�

t
pp

�jl;� 0j0l0
p
y

�;jl�
p� 0;j0l0� + h.c.; (5)

H h =
X

�;i;
;
0;�;�0

h
�;
0�0d
y

�;i
�
d�;i
 0�0; (6)

H on�site = H u + H u0 + H j + H j0; (7)

where d
y

�;i
�
is a creation operator ofan electron with

spin �(= ";#)in the 3d orbital
 atTisiteiin the�-th

unitcell,and p
y

�;jl�
isa creation operatorofan electron

with spin �(= ";#)in the2p orbitallatoxygen sitejin

the �-th unitcell.Here,H d0 and H p stand forthe bare

levelenergies ofTi3d and O 2p orbitals,respectively.

H tdp and H tpp are d-p and p-p hybridization term s,re-

spectively.H h denotesthecrystal�eld and spin-orbitin-

teraction represented by the param eter� = 0:018 eV.13)

The term H on�site represents on-site d-d Coulom b in-

teractions. t
dp

�i
;� 0jl
and t

pp

�jl;� 0j0l0
are nearest-neighbor

d-p and p-p transfers,respectively,which are given in

term sofSlater-K osterparam etersVpd�,Vpd�,Vpp� and

Vpp�.
14) H on�site term consistsofthefollowing fourcon-

tributions:

H u =
X

�;i;


ud
y

�;i
"
d�;i
"d

y

�;i
#
d�;i
#; (8)

H u0 =
X

�;i;
> 
0;�;�0

u
0
d
y

�;i
�d�;i
�d
y

�;i
 0�0d�;i
 0�0; (9)

H j =
X

�;i;
> 
0�;�0

jd
y

�;i
�
d�;i
 0�d

y

�;i
 0�0d�;i
�0; (10)

H j0 =
X

�;i;
6= 
0

j
0
d
y

�;i
"
d�;i
 0"d

y

�;i
#
d�;i
 0#; (11)

where H u and H u0 are the intra- and inter-orbital

Coulom b interactions and H j and H j0 denote the ex-

change interactions. The term H j is the origin ofthe

Hund’srulecouplingwhich stronglyfavorsthespin align-

m ent in the sam e direction on the sam e atom s. These

interactions are expressed by K anam oriparam eters,u,

u0,j and j0 which satisfy the following relations:15;16)

u = U +
20

9
j; (12)

u
0= u � 2j; (13)

j= j
0
: (14)

Here,U gives the m agnitude ofthe m ultiplet-averaged

d-d Coulom b interaction.Thecharge-transferenergy �,

which describesthe energy di�erence between occupied

O 2p and unoccupied Ti3d orbitals,isde�ned by U and

energiesofthebareTi3d and O 2p orbitals"0
d
and "p as

follows,

� = "
0

d + U � "p: (15)

Thevaluesof�,U and Vpd� areestim ated bythecluster-

m odelanalysesofvalence-band and transition-m etal2p

core-levelphotoem ission spectra.17;18) W e take the val-

ues ofthese param eters as � = 7:0 eV,U = 4:0 eV,

Vpd� = � 2:2 eV and j= 0:64 eV throughoutthepresent

calculation. The ratio Vpd�=Vpd� is �xed at � 2:18,

and Vpp� and Vpp� at 0.60 eV and � 0:15 eV,respec-

tively19-21). The e�ects ofthe G dFeO3-type distortion

and thed-typeJT distortion arere
ected on thehopping

integrals. The G dFeO 3-type structure is orthorhom bic

with orthogonala-,b-and c-axeswhich can beobtained

by rotating the four octahedra in the unit cell. Let us

representthefouroctahedrain theunitcellassite1,site

2,site3 and site4 asshown in Fig.1.Here,wesim ulate

the G dFeO 3-type structure by tilting the TiO 6 octahe-

draby + � and � � aboutthe(1,1,1)and (� 1;� 1;1)axes

with respect to the x,y and z axes. The m agnitude of

theG dFeO 3-typedistortion isexpressed by thebond an-

gle.Them agnitudeoftheJT distortion can bedenoted

by the ratio [V s
pd�

/V l
pd�

]1=3;here,V s
pd�

and V l
pd�

are the

transferintegralsfortheshorterand longerTi-O bonds,

respectively. The value for YTiO 3 estim ated by using

Harrison’sruletakes� 1.04019).ThislargeJT distortion

isalsoconsidered toberealized neartheAFM -FM phase
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boundary.

W e can rewrite the Ham iltonian in the k-space form

by using the following Bloch-electron operators,

d
y

k;i
�
=

1
p
N

X

�

e
ik�R � d

y

�;i
�
; (16)

p
y

k;jl�
=

1
p
N

X

�

e
ik�R � p

y

�;jl�
; (17)

wherek labelsthewavevectorin the�rstBrillouin zone.

x3. R esults and D iscussions

In this section,we present the num ericalresults cal-

culated by applying the unrestricted Hartree-Fock ap-

proxim ation to the m ultiband d-p m odelintroduced in

the previous section. In our calculations,we have con-

centrated on uniform solutions.Atthisstage,the order

param eterscan be written as,

hd
y

�;i
�d�;i
 0�0i=
1

N

X

k

hd
y

k;i
�
d
k;i
0�0i (18)

which are to be determ ined self-consistently. W e have

taken 512k points in the �rst Brillouin zone of the

G dFeO 3-typestructureand iterated theself-consistency

cycle untilthe convergence ofallthe order param eters

within errors of1� 10�4 . It should be noted that the

basisoftheTi3dorbitalsarede�ned by usingx-,y-,and

z-axesattached to each TiO 6 octahedron in thispaper.

First,in ordertofocuson thesituation neartheAFM -

FM phaseboundary,them agnitudeoftheJT distortion:

[V s
pd�/V

l
pd�]

1=3 is�xed at1.040,which isconsidered tobe

realized around the AFM -FM phase boundary.

In Fig.2,relative energiesofvariousspin and orbital

con�gurations are plotted as functions of the Ti-O -Ti

bond angle from 157� to 140�. In the sm allG dFeO 3-

typedistortion,a FM solution with (yz;xy;xy;zx)-type

orbitalorderingin which site1,2,3and 4aredom inantly

occupied by yz,xy,xy and zx,respectively (FM 1 solu-

tion)isstabilized (seeFig.3)sincetheFM statewith the

orbitalcon�guration in which theneighboring occupied-

orbitalsareapproxim atelyorthogonal(AF-orbitalorder-

ing) is favored both by transfers and by the exchange
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state as a function of the Ti-O -Ti bond angle in the case of
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pd�

/V l
pd�

]1=3 = 1:040.

interaction j.A AFM (G )solution with (yz;xy;xy;zx)-

type orbitalordering [AFM (G )1]has m uch higher en-

ergy. However,itshould be noted thatthe presentcal-

culationsare carried outin the case oflarge JT distor-

tion so that the obtained FM 1 solution with the sm all

G dFeO 3-type distortion does notnecessarily contradict

theem ergenceofAFM (G )-ground statein LaTiO 3 with

no JT distortion.

As the G dFeO 3-type distortion increases, the

(yz;xy;xy;zx)-type orbitalstate becom esunstable. In-

stead, the solutions with the orbital state in which

xy orbital is m ixed into the occupied yz and zx or-

bitals [(yz;zx;yz;zx)-type orbitalstate]becom e stable

(see Fig.4). By m oderately increasing the distortion,

AFM (A) state with (yz;zx;yz;zx)-type orbitalorder-

ing is stabilized relative to FM 1 solution. W ith fur-

ther decreasing ofthe bond angle,the FM state with

(yz;zx;yz;zx)-type orbitalordering (FM 2 solution) is

stabilized. The AFM (G ) solution with (yz;zx;yz;zx)-

type orbitalordering [AFM (G )2]has m uch higher en-

ergy relative to the other solutions. The AFM (A) to

FM 2 phase transition occursat6 Ti-O -Ti� 142�.These
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[V s
pd�
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3.

AFM (A)and FM 2 statesare expected to be realized in

the system swhich are located nearthe AFM -FM phase

boundary. In addition, we note that in the large JT

distortion of1.040,the spin-orbitground state doesnot

haveany stable solutions.

In Fig.5, we have plotted the m agnetic m om ent of

thevariousspin and orbitalsolutionsasfunctionsofthe

Ti-O -Tibond angle. W ith thislarge JT distortion,the

orbitalangularm om entum is m ostly quenched and the

m agneticm om entbasically consistsofthespin-only m o-

m ent.Thisindicatesthatthe e�ectofthe spin-orbitin-

teraction can beneglected and thesystem nearthephase

boundary iswelldescribed by the JT ground state.

Underthislarged-type JT distortion,the occupation

ofthe highert2g orbitalsatsites1,2,3 and 4 are close

to zero so that the occupied orbitals at each site can

be expressed by the linear com bination ofthe twofold

degeneratelowered orbitals,approxim ately.In addition,

sincetheorderoftheindirectd-d-transfersm ediated by

theO 2p orbitalsis
V

2

pd�

�
� 0.2 eV and su�ciently sm all

com pared with U ,the k-dependence ofthe coe�cients

for the linear com binations can be neglected. So that,

we can expressthe occupied orbitalsati-th site by the

coe�cientsC �;i
� as,

X




0

C�;i
�j
 > : (19)

Here,
P




0
denotesthesum m ation overthetwofold low-

ered orbitals in the d-type JT distortion at i-th site,

nam ely,xy and yz orbitalsatsites1 and 3,and xy and

zx orbitalsat sites 2 and 4. Since the spin-orbitinter-

action isnote�ective underthe largeJT distortion,the

im aginary partsofthecoe�cientsarenegligible.Atthis

stage,wede�netheabsolutevaluesofthecoe�cientsin

the norm alized form as,

jC�;i
�j=

v
u
u
t

hd
y

�;i
�
d�;i
�i

P


0
0
hd

y

�;i
 0�
d�;i
 0�i

: (20)

Theorbitalstatesrealized in the AFM (A),AFM (G )2

and FM 2 solutions can be speci�ed by using angles

�A FM (A ),�A FM (G )2 and �FM as,

site 1; cos�xjxy > + sin�xjyz > ;

site 2; cos�xjxy > + sin�xjzx > ;

site 3; � cos�xjxy > + sin�xjyz > ;

site 4; � cos�xjxy > + sin�xjzx > ; (21)

wherex = AFM (A),AFM (G )2 and FM 2.In Fig.6,the

angles for the AFM (A),AFM (G )2 and FM 2 solutions

are plotted as functions ofthe Ti-O -Tibond angle. In

AFM (A) state,the sites 1,2,3 and 4 are occupied by

c1yz+ c2xy,c1zx + c2xy,c1yz� c2xy and c1zx � c2xy

(c21 + c22 = 1),respectively. In particular,the di�erence

between c1 and c2 tendsto be sm allwith increasing the

G dFeO 3-type distortion, and both c1 and c2 take ap-

proxim ately 1=
p
2 for the large distortion. M oreover,

the sim ilar orbitalstate is also realized in FM 2 state,

and both c1 and c2 also takeapproxim ately 1=
p
2.This

orbitalstate is in agreem ent with previous theoretical

predictions,9;11;22;23) and isobserved experim entally in

YTiO 3.
24-27) The di�erence between �A FM (A ) and �FM 2

isvery sm all,especially in thelargely distorted region or

nearthe AFM (A)-FM 2 phase boundary. Thisindicates

that the orbital ordering hardly changes through the

m agnetic phase transition. Then,the AFM (A)-to-FM 2
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Fig. 7. Theorbitalstructurein theFM 1 solution asa function of

theTi-O -Tibond angle.In thesm allG dFeO 3-typedistortion,an

alm ostcom plete (yz;xy;xy;zx)-typeorbitalordering isrealized.

phase transition isidenti�ed asa nearly continuousone

with a tiny jum p in the spin-exchangeinteraction along

thec-axisfrom positiveto negativeand ittakesapproxi-

m ately zeroatthephaseboundary.O n thecontrary,the

FM spin-exchange interaction is constantly realized in

theab-plane.Theresultantstrongtwo-dim ensionality in

thespin coupling can causethestrong suppression ofTN
and TC nearthephaseboundary.Theseareallin agree-

m entwith thepreviousstrongcoupling studies10;11) and

indicate that these results are valid even at a realistic

and interm ediate coupling strength.

W e can also specify the orbitalstate realized in the

FM 1 solution by using two angles�1 and �2 asfollows,

site 1; cos�1jyz > + sin�1jxy > ;

site 2; cos�2jzx > + sin�2jxy > ;

site 3; � cos�2jyz > + sin�2jxy > ;

site 4; � cos�1jzx > + sin�1jxy > : (22)

In Fig.7,the angles �1 and �2 are plotted as func-

tionsofthe Ti-O -Tibond angle. In the sm allG dFeO 3-
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Fig. 8. Energiesofvariousspin and orbitalcon�gurationsrelative

to thatofA FM (G )3 stateasfunctionsoftheTi-O -Tibond angle

in the case of[V s
pd�

/V l
pd�

]1=3 = 1:000.

type distortion (6 Ti-O -Ti� 157�), alm ost com plete

(yz;xy;xy;zx)-type occupation is realized. In this or-

bitalordering,theneighboring occupied-orbitalsareap-

proxim ately orthogonaland electron transfers from the

occupied orbitals are restricted to neighboring unoccu-

pied orbitals.However,with increasingtheG dFeO 3-type

distortion,the occupationsofthe xy,zx,yz and xy or-

bitals gradually increase at sites 1,2,3 and 4,respec-

tively (see also Fig.3). Therefore,both �1 and �2 tend

to becom ecloseto 45�,and theorbitalstatein theFM 1

solution becom e sim ilarto that in the FM 2 solution as

the G dFeO 3-typedistortion increases.Asa result,FM 1

solution in the large G dFeO 3-type distortion is sim ilar

to that ofFM 2 so that the energy di�erence between

FM 1 and FM 2 solutionsissm allin thelargely distorted

region. This indicates that the (yz;zx;yz;zx)-type or-

bitalorderingrealized in theAFM (A)and FM 2 statesis

strongly stabilized forthelargeG dFeO 3-typedistortion.

In addition,we note that with the large JT distortion

of1.040,the spin-orbitground state doesnothave any

stablesolutions.

W e next �x the m agnitude of the JT distortion:

[V s
pd�

/V l
pd�

]1=3 at 1.000 (i.e. no JT distortion) in order

to focuson the situation realized in LaTiO 3. In Fig.8,

relative energies ofvarious spin and orbitalcon�gura-

tions are plotted as functions ofthe Ti-O -Tibond an-

gle.W ithouttheJT distortion,AFM (G )1andAFM (G )2

stateshaveno stablesolutions.

So far,in thesm allG dFeO 3-typedistortion,theAFM

state with spin-orbit ground state [AFM (G )3], out of

which two stateswith antiparallelspin and orbitalm o-

m ent, 1p
2
(yz+ izx)" and 1p

2
(yz� izx)# arealternating

between nearestneighbors,isconsidered to bestabilized

both by the spin-orbit interaction and by the superex-

change interactions. However, though this AFM (G )3

stateislowerin energyrelativetotheFM 3statein which
1p
2
(yz+ izx)" ( 1p

2
(yz� izx)#)isoccupied ateach site,

a FM state with AF-orbitalordering (FM 1) is always

lower in energy as com pared with AFM (G )3 and FM 3

solutions.Thisindicatesthatspin-orbitalsuperexchange

interactionscaused by electron transfersdom inate over

the couplings ofthe spin and orbitals due to the spin-
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Fig. 9. M agnetic m om ent of various spin and orbital states

as functions of the Ti-O -Ti bond angle in the case of

[V s
pd�

/V l
pd�

]1=3 = 1:000. In the FM 1 state, the m agnitude of

the m agnetic m om ent isdi�erent between sites 1,4 and sites 2,

3.

orbitinteraction,and thespin-orbitinteraction doesnot

playarolein theem ergenceofAFM (G )statein LaTiO 3.

In the FM 1 state,the sites1,2,3,and 4 are approx-

im ately occupied by 1p
2
(yz + izx) ", xy ", xy " and

1p
2
(yz+ izx)",respectively.Atsites1 and 4,the spin-

orbitground statewith antiparallelspin and orbitalm o-

m entis realized. Since the neighboring 1p
2
(yz+ izx)"

and xy areapproxim ately orthogonal,AF-orbitalorder-

ing accom panied by the spin-orbitground state is real-

ized in FM 1 solution. Consequently,this FM 1 state is

stronglystabilized both by thespin-orbitinteraction and

by the spin-orbitalsuperexchangeinteractions.

In Fig.9,the m agnetic m om ent ofvarious spin and

orbitalsolutions are plotted as functions of the bond

angle. In AFM (G )3 and FM 3 with spin-orbit ground

state,them agneticm om entisstrongly reduced from the

spin-only m om entdueto theantiparallelcontribution of

theunquenched orbitalm om entwhile thoseofAFM (A)

and FM 2with JT ground statetakeapproxim atelyunre-

duced values.In FM 1,reduced ordered m om entisreal-

ized at sites 1 and 4 with the spin-orbit ground state

whilethem om entsarenotso reduced atsites2 and 3 in

which xy orbitalisdom inantly occupied.

Thestrong stabilization oftheFM 1 statein thesm all

G dFeO 3-type distortion with no JT distortion indicates

thatthespin and orbitalstatesin LaTiO 3 can notbede-

scribed by thespin-orbitground state.In addition,there

exists a discrepancy between the calculated energy dif-

ferenceand thatexpected from experim entally obtained

TN of� 130 K .W eexpecttheenergy di�erence between

FM and AFM (G )solutionsperunitcellfrom TN in the

following way. First,we can naively estim ate the spin-

exchange constantJ in LaTiO 3 based on a com parison

ofTN with the num ericalstudy on the spin-1/2 Heisen-

berg m odelon a cubic lattice as J = kB TN =0:946 �

12 m eV.28) Then,a bond-energy di�erencebetween FM

and AFM spin con�gurationsperTi-Tibond isJ/2,and

there are 12 Ti-Tibondsin the unitcellso thatwe can

expectthatAFM (G )solution islowerthan FM solution

in energy by 6J � 72m eV within the Hartree-Fock ap-

proxim ation.However,thisvalueisconsiderablylargeas

com pared with thecharacteristicorderofthecalculated

energy di�erence even ifthe spin-orbit ground state is

realized in LaTiO 3.(Forinstance,the energy di�erence

between AFM (G )3 and FM 3 is� 1 m eV perunitcell.)

Thisdiscrepancy can notbe explained within the error

bars ofthe param eters estim ated from the analyses of

photoem ission spectra so thatwecan concludethespin-

orbit interaction is irrelevant to the AFM (G ) state in

LaTiO 3.

Here,a question arises: why is the ordered m om ent

reduced from 1 �B so strongly if the spin-orbit inter-

action can not be its origin? Recent opticalm easure-

m entshowsthatLaTiO 3 hasa considerably sm allopti-

calgap of� 0:1 eV in thevicinity ofthem etal-insulator

(M -I)phaseboundary with strong itinerantcharacter.6)

Therefore,in thissystem ,we expectthatsom e am ount

ofcharge and spin 
uctuations rem ain. The reduction

ofthem agneticm om entm ay easily beattributed to this

itinerant
uctuation.29) Forinstance,in 2D case,theor-

dered m om ent� 0:6�B fortheHeisenbergm odeldim in-

ishesto � 0:2 �B forU = 4 Hubbard m odeldue to the

itinerant 
uctuation accom panied by the double occu-

pancy.29) This strong reduction ofthe ordered m om ent

with charge 
uctuations is also obtained for Hubbard

m odelwith next-nearestneighbortransfersin recentnu-

m ericalstudy.30) W ithin the Hartree-Fock approxim a-

tion,the ordered m om entisequivalentto the localm o-

m ent so that the reduction ofthe m om ent can not be

reproduced.However,wecan expectthisreduction irre-

spectiveofthedim ensionality in an insulatorwith sm all

insulating gap near the M -I phase boundary. Conse-

quently,though the spin m om ent within the spin-wave

theory takes � 0:844 �B and the reduction due to the

quantum e�ectsissm allin 3D spin-waveapproxim ation,

the ordered m om ent would easily dim inishes to � 0:45

�B in LaTiO 3 with the strong itinerant character and

large expectation value ofthe double occupancy when

charge
uctuationsareproperly taken into account.

In Fig.10,we show the m agnetic and orbitalphase

diagram in the plane of the G dFeO 3-type and d-type

JT distortions. In the region of[V s
pd�/V

l
pd�]

1=3 > 1:027,

AFM (A)-FM phase transition occurs as increasing the

G dFeO 3-type distortion.In the sm allG dFeO 3-type dis-

tortion,FM state with AF-orbitalordering isstabilized

in thewholerangeof[V s
pd�

/V l
pd�

]1=3.In particular,in the

sm allJT distortion,onlyFM 1stateisstabilized.In FM 1

statewith no JT distortion,sites1,2,3 and 4 areoccu-

pied by 1p
2
(yz+ izx)",xy ",xy " and 1p

2
(yz+ izx)",

respectively,and though the spin-orbit ground state is
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realized at sites 1 and 4,xy "-occupancy is favored at

sites2 and 3 by the spin-orbitalsuperexchange interac-

tions. In addition,AFM (G ) phase does not exist even

forthe sm allJT distortion.

x4. Sum m ary and C onclusions

In this paper,we have studied the m agnetic and or-

bitalstatesand theirphasetransitionsoftheperovskite-

typeTioxidesby using them ultiband d-p Ham iltonian.

In this Ham iltonian, e�ects of both electron transfers

and spin-orbit interaction are considered. By apply-

ing the unrestricted Hartree-Fock approxim ation to this

Ham iltonian,wehaveinvestigated theorbital-spin states

as functions ofthe m agnitudes ofG dFeO 3-type and d-

type JT distortionsfrom a viewpointofcom petitionsof

the spin-orbit interaction, JT level-splitting and spin-

orbitalsuperexchange interactions. These com petitions

arecharacteristicin t2g system ssuch astitanatesin con-

trastwith eg system ssuch asm anganitessincethespin-

orbit interaction strongly a�ects the t2g orbitals rela-

tive to the eg orbitals and JT coupling is rather weak

in t2g system s while the coupling alm ost always dom i-

natesoverthe spin-orbitinteraction in eg system s.O ur

m odeland approach which treat the electron transfers

and the spin-orbit interaction on an equalfooting and

in a non-perturbative m anner are appropriate for the

study ofthecom petitions.W eexpectthatthephysicsof

AFM orAF-orbitalordering with superexchange m ech-

anism in the strong-coupling region is connected adia-

batically with the SDW -type sym m etry breaking in the

weak-coupling Hartree-Fock solutions.So that,we have

referred thestabilization oftheSDW (ororbitaldensity

wave)typesolution with AFM (orAF-orbital)sym m etry

breaking to the superexchangem echanism .

In the perovskite-typeTioxides,thetransfersofelec-

trons on Ti 3d-orbitals are governed by supertransfer

processes m ediated by the O 2p states. W e can calcu-

late the nearest-neighborand next-nearest-neighbord-d

transfers(tand t0,respectively)by using perturbational

expansions with respect to d-p and p-p transfers which

are determ ined by using Slater-K oster param eters. A

tight-binding (TB) Ham iltonian with thus obtained t

and t0 wellreproduces the band structure obtained in

LDA calculations.31) The characteristic perturbational

processesfortand t0 arem ediated by one O ion and by

two O ions,respectively.Theorderoftand t0aret2pd=�

and t2
pd
tpp=�

2 with tpd and tpp being characteristic d-p

and p-p transfers,respectively.In these com pounds,the

orderoftpp=� isabout� 0:05atm ostso thatt0ism uch

sm allerthan t. Actually,the band structure calculated

by using TB m odelwith both tand t0isalm ostthesam e

asthatobtained by usingthem odelwith only t,particu-

larly in thet2g-band dispersions.W hen t0isnegligibleas

com pared with t,wecan expectthatconsiderabledegree

ofnesting rem ains. Consequently,in these system ,the

Hartree-Fock calculation can givereliableresultsforthe

AFM and AF-orbitaltype sym m etry breaking.

Sim ilarweak coupling approach hasalready been ap-

plied to both end com poundsLaTiO 3 and YTiO 3 by M i-

zokawa and Fujim ori.8;9) O n theotherhand,in thispa-

per,thesystem slocated neartheAFM -FM phasebound-

ary arestudied by thism ethod forthe �rsttim e.M ore-

over,by studying a FM state with lower energy which

they overlooked,weconcludethatthespin-orbitinterac-

tioncannotbeanoriginfortheAFM (G )statein LaTiO 3

in contrastwith theirconclusion.Theconclusionsofthis

paperareasfollows.

In the region oflargeJT distortion,the spin-orbitin-

teraction isdom inated by the JT level-splitting and the

system is welldescribed by the JT ground state. In

thisregion,the AFM (A)-to-FM phase transition occurs

with increasing the G dFeO 3-type distortion. Through

this phase transition, the orbital state changes negli-

gibly in agreem ent with the previous strong coupling

studies.10;11) The negligible change in the orbitalstate

through this AFM (A)-FM phase transition causes a

nearly continuouschange in the spin-coupling along the

c-axis,and we can attribute the strong suppressions of

TN and TC to the resultant two-dim ensionality in the

spin coupling near the phase boundary. The orbital

states obtained in the FM 2 and AFM (A) solutions are

in agreem entwith thoseobtained by thepreviousstrong

couplingapproaches,10;11) which indicatesthevalidity of

the resultseven ata realisticand interm ediate coupling

strength. Actually,this orbitalstate has already been

observed in YTiO 3.
24-27) W e expect that a sim ilar or-

bitalordering m ay be observed in the com pounds near

the AFM -FM boundary such as Sm TiO 3,G dTiO 3 and

La1�y Y yTiO 3 (y � 0:3).Recentresonantx-ray scatter-

ing study showsthatthe orbitalstates in Sm TiO 3 and

G dTiO 3 havetwofold sym m etry sim ilarly toYTiO 3,and

this seem s to be in agreem entwith our result.32) Here,

wenotethatneutron scattering experim entrevealsthat

the m agnetic structure ofthe Tisitesin Sm TiO 3 isnot

AFM (A) but AFM (G ).33) In addition,though Sm TiO 3

is located near the phase boundary, TN of� 50 K is

som ewhathigh relative to the previoustheoreticalpre-

diction.10;11) In Sm TiO 3,thereexistm agneticm om ents

on the Sm sites,and Sm -Tispin-coupling m ay be im -

portantforitsm agneticpropertieswhileourm odeldoes

nottake the orbitaland spin degreesoffreedom on the

R sites into account. However,our m odelcan wellde-
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scribetheorbital-spin statesand theirphasetransitions

ofLaTiO 3,YTiO 3 and La1�y Y yTiO 3 system s with no

m agnetic m om ents on La and Y sites. M oreover,since

the orbitalstate near the AFM -FM phase boundary is

strongly stabilized irrespective ofthe spin structure as

shown in both our weak-coupling and previous strong-

coupling studies,the sim ilar(yz;zx;yz;zx)-typeorbital

state is also expected to be realized in Sm TiO 3 though

the m agnetic structure is AFM (G ) due to the Sm -Ti

spin-coupling.

W ithout a JT distortion, owing to both spin-orbit

and spin-orbitalsuperexchange interactionsa FM state

with the spin-orbit ground state accom panied by an

AF-orbital ordering [( 1p
2
(yz + izx) ", xy ", xy ",

1p
2
(yz+ izx)")-orbitalordering]isstabilized relativeto

the othersolutions.ThisFM solution can notbe repro-

duced by thepreviousstrongcouplingapproach in which

the spin-orbit interaction is neglected in the large JT

distortion,and isstudied forthe �rsttim e by ourweak

coupling approach.In addition,AFM (G )stateishigher

in energy and hasno stablesolutions.W hilein thissys-

tem , the spin-orbit interaction has been considered to

be relevantin the sm allorno JT distortion so far,the

spin-orbitalsuperexchange interactionsdue to the elec-

tron transfers turn outto dom inate overthe spin-orbit

interaction. M oreover,ifwe would take the dom inance

ofthe spin-orbit interaction,there would be a discrep-

ancy between the calculated energy-di�erence and that

estim ated from TN . Thus,we conclude that the spin-

orbit interaction is irrelevant to the origin ofAFM (G )

state in LaTiO 3, and the experim entally observed re-

duction ofthe m om entcan be attributed to the strong

itinerant
uctuationsin LaTiO3 instead ofthespin-orbit

interaction. Indeed,a recentneutron-scattering experi-

m entrevealsthespin-wavespectrum ofLaTiO 3 wellde-

scribed by a spin-1/2 isotropicHeisenberg m odelon the

cubic lattice and the absence ofunquenched orbitalan-

gular m om entum .12) This indicates that the spin-orbit

interaction is not e�ective in this system . O ur results

supportthese experim entalresultsand suggestanother

m echanism fortheem ergenceofthe AFM (G )state.W e

expectthate�ectswhich arenottreated in ourm odelare

responsible foritsorigin.Recently,possible D 3d distor-

tion ofthe TiO 6 octahedron isexam ined asa candidate

fortheorigin and natureofAFM (G )statein LaTiO 3.
34)

In thisscenario,the spin-orbitinteraction isdom inated

by the t2g-levelsplitting due to the D 3d crystal�eld.

In addition,wehavealso studied a m agneticphasedi-

agram in the plane ofthe G dFeO 3-type and d-type JT

distortions in order to exam ine how extent the physics

of AFM -FM phase transition in strong coupling lim it

survives when the JT level-splitting com petes with the

spin-orbitinteraction. According to the obtained phase

diagram ,thedescription ofthephasetransition obtained

by the previousstrong coupling approach iswellestab-

lished in the wide rangeofJT distortion even when the

spin-orbitinteraction istaken into consideration.
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