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W e investigate the collective behavior of orbital angularm om entum in the spin ferrom agnetic state
ofaM ott insulatorw ith tpy orbitaldegeneracy. T he frustrated nature of the interactions leads to an
In nite degeneracy of classical states. Q uantum e ects select four distinct orbital orderings. Two
of them have a quadrupolar order, w hile the other states show iIn addition weak orbitalm agnetiam .
Speci ¢ predictions are m ade for neutron scattering experim ents which m ight help to identify the
orbitalorder in Y T 10 3 and to detect the elem entary orbital excitations.

PACS numbers: 7510, 7530D s, 7530Et, 78.70 N x

Recently, \orbital physics" has becom e an in portant
topic in the physics of transition m etal oxides 'E:,;_Z] Or
bital degeneracy of low energy states and the extrem e
sensitivity of the m agnetic bonds to the spatial orienta—
tion oforbitals kead to a variety of com peting phases that
are tunable by a m oderate extemal elds. A wellknown
exam ple is \colossalm agnetoresistivity" of m anganites.
A \standard" view on orbital physics is based on pio—
neering works B;ﬁi], developed and summ arized in Ref.
Ej]. In this picture, Jong-range coherence of orbitals sets
n below a cooperative orbital/Jahn-Teller (JT) transi-
tion; spin Interactions on every bond are then xed by
the G oodenough-K anam orirules. Im plicit in thispicture
is that the orbital splittings are large enough so that
one can consider orbital populations as classical num —
bers. Such a classical treatm ent of orbitals is well jus—
ti ed when orbital order is driven by strong cooperative
lattice distortion.

However, interesting quantum e ects are expected to
com e into play when orbitalphysics isdom inated by elec—
tronic correlations. M ott insulators w ith threefold tyg
degeneracy (titanates, vanadates) are of particular inter—
est In this respect, as the relative weakness of the JT
coupling for tpy orbitals and their Jarge degeneracy en—
hance quantum e ects. A picture of strongly uctuating
orbitals In titanate LaT 10 3 has recently been proposed
on both experim ental i_é] and theoretical grounds ij,'é]

T ftanates are very interesting: they show a nearly
continuous transition from an antiferrom agnetic state in
LaT O 5 with unusually sm allm om ent to a saturated fer-
rom agnetic one In YT ;5 E'_E%]. Yet another puzzlk is the
aln ost gapless spinw ave spectrum of cubic sym m etry re—
cently observed in YT 3 by Ulrich et al {lG]. This

nding is striking, because the orbital state predicted
by band structure caloulations [11] is expected to break
cubic sym m etry of the spin couplings. In principle, one
may obtain isotropic spin exchange couplings by using
this orbital state @-Zj]; how ever, this requires ne tuning
of param eters, and rather an all changes of the orbial
statem ay reverse even the sign ofthe spin couplings @-C_;]

To gain m ore Insight Into the originh ofthe di erent be-
havior of orbitals in YT 3 and LaT 03, we ask In this
Letter the follow ing question: W hat kind of orbital state
would optin ize the superexchange (SE) energy ifwe x
the spin state to be ferrom agneticasin YT103? We nd
a surprisingly rich physics: (i) there are several \best" or—
derings, som e of them are highly unusual show Ing static
orbitalm agnetiam ; (i) the resulting spin interactions re—
spect cubic symm etry in accord w ith experin entaldata;
(iil) strong orbital uctuations lead to anom alously large
order param eter reduction. T hese states have been over—
looked previously, as their stabilization is an e ect of
quantum origin. W e also discuss a m echanian which sta—
bilizes ferrom agnetic state in YT 5.

The tyq su}gerexchange can, In general, be written as
Hsg = Jsg SiSj+lJA” 1.0 ()

A
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Jsg = 4P=U representsthe overallenergy scale. T he or-

bitaloperators fi(j " and KAi(j ) depend on bond directions

& a;b;0). Their explicit orm i a & () system lke

the titanates is given in Ref. E]. If spins are all aligned

ferrom agnetically (ie. S; Sy = 1=4), the above equation
reduces to the orbital H am iltonian:
X
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, Where

Hereafter, we use r1Jsg as a unit of energy and drop
a constant energy shift = rJsg ). The coe cient

rn = 1=@1 3 )orghatesfrom Hund’s splitting ofthe ex—
cited §, multiplet via = J =U . The orbital operators

Ai(j ' can be represented via a triplet t; = (a;b;c); of con—

strained particles i + Ny, + Nic = 1) corresponding to
ty levels of yz, xz, Xy symm etry, respectively. N am ely,

AS) = nNiNj + npny + ajbiblas + blaalb; @)
for the pair along the ¢ axis. Sin ilar expressions are ob—
tained for the exchange bonds along the a and b axes
by using n Eq. @) (;0) and (c;a) orbiton doublets, re-

spectively. The Ham iltonian (:g:) is the main focus of
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this Letter; a theory of ferrom agnetic m agnons including
spin-orbitale ects w illbe presented in Ref. ([3].

Tt isusefilto look at the structure ofH o from di er—
entpointsofview (ssealsoRefs. 1,8,14]): () On a given
bond, the operator A i(j " actswithn a particular doublet
of orbitals. Spinlike physics, that is, the form ation of or-
bital singlets, is therefore possble. This is the origin of
orbital uctuations in titanates. (il) O n the other hand,
Interactions on di erent bonds are com peting: they in-—
volve di erent doublets, thus frustrating each other. T his
brings about a P ottsm odel like frustrations, from which
the high degeneracy ofclassicalorbitalcon gurations fol-
Iows. (iil) Finally, using the angular m om entum opera-—
torsk = idb Po),) = i@'c a),L = il’a a'b)
oftpy level, onem ay represent the interaction as follow s:

AG =@ Lk s+ e Hna L
+ LG L0+ QL)L) ®3)

Forband a bonds, the interactions are obtained by per-
mutationsofl ;1,;1 ) W eobservea pseudospin 1= 1 in—
teraction ofpure biquadratic form . W ould Tbe a classical
vector, it could change its sign at any site lndependently.
A local\Z, symmetry" and the associated degeneracy
of the classical states tells us that angular m om entum
ordering, if any, is of pure quantum origin.

The above points (i) (@{d) govem the underlying
physics of the orbial H am iltonian. By inspection of the
global structure of A i(j ), one observes that the rst two
term sarede niely positive. H owever, the lasttwo term s

(which change the \color" of orbitals) can be m ade nega—
tive on all the bonds sim ultaneously, if (i) on every bond,
two particular com ponents of I; and 1y are antiparalle],
and (i) rem aning third com ponents are parallel. For c
bonds the rule reads as: 1,15, and L, 1L, are both nega-
tive, while 1, com ponents are parallel. (In tem s of or-
bitons: ¢; and ¢; are in antiphase, a; and aj aswell;butby
and by have the sam e phase.) W e nd only two topolog-
ically di erent arrangem ents [called (@) and ()], which

(b)

FIG.1l. Arrangem ent of the local quantization axes in
states (@) and (). Each state has four sublattices denoted by
num bers. A rrow s show a direction ofthe quantization axes at
each site. They represent also a snapshot of local correlations
oforbitalangularm om entum : on every bond, two out ofthree
com ponents 1 are correlated antiferrom agnetically.

can accom m odate this curiousm ixture of \2/3 antiferro"
plus \1/3 ferro" correlations (see Fig.l).

For technical reasons, and also to sin plify a physical
picture, it is usefil to introduce new quantization axes.
T his is done in two steps. F irst, we iIntroduce local, sub-
lattice speci ed quantization axes (see Figd):
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A fter corresponding sign transform ations of ; and or-
bitons, one obtains a negative sign In front of the last
two termm s of A i(j . thereby \converting" the interactions
In a new axes to a fully ferrom agnetic one. From now
on, a sublattice structure w ill not enter in the exciation
spectrum . From the above observations, it is also clear
that all the com ponents of T are equally needed to opti-
m ize all three directions. W e anticipate, therefore, that
the cubic diagonalsare \easy" (or \hard") axis or1 uc-
tuations/orderings (recall that the Ham iltonian has no
rotational sym m etry). T he second step is then to rotate
quantization axes so that the new z axis (%) is along one
of the cubic diagonals (say, [L11]). This is done as P}

he m atrix

ows: L= K % @nd t= K ¢ for orbitons).
K=FK,(=4Ky(o)K.( =4)wihtan o= 2.K ()
describes the rotation around axisby angle

By the above transform ations, the orbialH am iltonian
obtainswell structured form and can be divided into two
partsasH o, = H Ising t Hirans. Here, H Ising represents
a \longitudinal" part of the interaction:

1X Db
H1sing = % fz + ﬁz
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Hirans Is responsble for uctuations of transverse com —
ponents L, I, and quadrupole m om ents of various sym —
metry. Its explicit, som ew hat lengthy om willbe pre-
sented in Ref. I_lij] In tem s of &, B, ¢ orbitons, H 15ing
prom otesa condensation ofan appropriate orbiton, while
Hirans gives a dispersion of orbitons and their nterac—
tions.

O rer and excitations.| Now we are ready to discuss
possible orbial orderings. E quation (:4) m akes it explicit
that there are tw o deep classicalm inin a corresponding to
two di erent \ferro-type" states: (I) quadrupole ordering

(classically, 1, = 0) and (II) m agnetic ordering (I, = 1,
classically) . W e notice that the last, m agnetic term In
Eqg. 62!) isgenerated by quantum com m utation rulesw hen
we rotate H ,yp; thism akesexplicit that the Z , sym m etry
isonly a classicalone and em phasizes the quantum origin
of orbitalm agnetian . W e see below that states I and IT
are degenerate even on a quantum level. N oticing that an
arbitrary cubic diagonalcould be taken as z and having In
m ind also two structuresin F ig.1, one cbtainsam ultiude
ofdegenerate states. T hism akes, in fact, allthe orderings
very fragile.



To be more speci c about the last statement, we
calculate the excitation spectrum . Introduce st a
quadrupole order parameter Q = h( + £)=2 i =
e [+ ng)=2i,and them agneticmomentm ;= hLi=
ia a'Bi wesst p = 1). State I corresponds to the
condensation of the orbital ¢ (@an equal m ixture of the
original a;b;c states), while the Old%:jilg orbital in the
state IT is an in agihary one (@ )= 2. Letuscallthe
rem alning two orbialsby and , which are the exci-
tations of the m odel. Speci cally, = &, = B in state
Land = g+ B+ 1+ DeE2, =B & @1 DeR2
In state II. N ote that latter doublets can be regarded as
m agnons of orbial origin, descrbing uctuations of the
orbitalm agnetiam . Rem arkably, in temm s of these dou-
blet excitations, the linearized H am iltonian in a m om en—
tum space has the sam e form for both phases. N am ely,

p h n )
How = g Dt +t 01+ 2) .
oi
+2(1 2), ¢ 34 gtHm ;0

Wwhere 1 = (G + G+ G)=3, 2= 3@ G)=6, 5 -
2c, o  ¢)=6,and ¢ = cosk . These expressions
refer to state I.For state IT, one should juist interchange
2 and 3. However this does not a ect the spectrum of
Hme elem entary exc:iratjons,ﬁvhjdﬁ. isgiven by ! ) =

1 (1 $,where = 2+ 2.

U sing m atrix G reen’s functions for the ( ; ) doublet,
wem ay calculate variousexpectation values: (i) quantum
energy gain: Eg = 0214 for all the phases; (i) num —
ber of bosons not In the condensate: m + n i= 0:54.
T hus, the order param eters are strongly reduced by uc—
tuations. W eocbtainQ = 019 m ;= 0, ofcourse) in state
TL,andm ; = 0:19 accom panied w ith sm allquadrupolem o—
mentQ = 0:095 in state IT. To visualize the orbialpat-
tems, we show in Fig. 2 the electron density calculated
Including quantum uctuations.

T he anom alous reduction of order param eters is due to
the highly frustrated nature ofthe Interactionsin Eqg. (r_]:) .
A special, nonspinlike feature ofallorbitalm odels is that
orbitals are bond selective, resulting in a pathologicalde—
generacy of classicalstates. T his leads to soft m odes [ob—
servethat ! (k) is jast atalong (0;0; ) and equivalent
directions]; such soft m odes were st noticed In Ref.
f_l-§']. Linear, \spin-wave-lke" m odes are, however, not
true elgenstates even in the snallmomentum lm i, as
orbitalm odels have no continuous sym m etry. T herefore,
an orbital gap must appear (see Ref. t_l-g‘] and, In par-
ticular, the discussion of the \cubic" m odel In Ref. E]) .
In the present m odel, we have estin ated the orbital gap

= 057 usihg a single m ode approxin ation [7].

Angular momentum  uctuations can directly be
probed by neutron scattering m easurem ents. W e have
caloulated the structure factor S (g;!) = <In  (!),
where (g;!) is the orbital angular m om entum suscep—
tbility. We st obtain ~(g;!) In a rotated basis. A
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FIG.2.
bital contribution to the structure factor S (g; ! ) (rght). Up-
per panel: Q uadrupole ordered state I (a). Because of the
m ore spatial anisotropy of electron distrdbution, this state
m ay be preferred by electron-lattice coupling. \Hot spot"

at ( ; ; ) point is due to coherency factors stem m ing from
four sublattice structure. Lower panel: M agnetic state IT (@) .
Shown in the inset are the expected orbital B ragg peak posi-
tions.

noncollinear, four sublattice orbital order generates in
S ;! ) also an additionaltermm s ~ g+ ;! ) wih shifted

momenta. For the arrangement @) &g = ( ;0; );o =
(; ;08 = (O; ; ), while for the structure (), one
hasey = (; ; )ig= (i ;0)jg = ©;0; ). The re-

sults are shown In the right panels In Fig. 2. Neutron
spectroscopy at higher than spin-w ave energies are nec—
essary to detect \orbitalm agnons." If one of the states
II@), () is realized, a static B ragg peak of orbital ori-
gin must show up. Reexam hnation of form -factor data
by Ithikawa et al. {18] using t,; spin densities shown in
Fig2 is also desirable.

A rem arkable feature of all the above phases is their
robust property to provide exactly the sam e soin cou—
plings in all cubic directions, hence resolving the puz—
zling observation by U lrich et al t_l-(_)'] A gmall spin—
wave gap s In YT 103 further supports the theory. In
state I (@), we obtained a spin-orbit coupling -induced
gap s ' A®=Jsp, where A ' ?=31Jsg . W ih

15 20meV and Jgg 40 50meV,oneocbtains ¢
below 0.1 m eV consistent w ith experim ent. The gap is
an all due to high symm etry of the orbital ordering. On
the other hand, a large classicalgap ¢ A isobtained
in states I ), II @), ©). Thus, the data of Ref. [10]
supportsstate I (@) W YT 3.

W e discuss now our ndings in a context of the



Interplay between di erent spin states In titanates.
Tt is noticed that the quantum energy gain Ey =
0214 Jsg Obtained above is only slightly less than
the energy ofa spin AF /orbitaldisordered phase, Epr =
0:3311 2 r1Jse t_l-g'] stemm ing from a com posite spin-—
orbial resonance. W e argue now that the distortion of
T +O -Tibond angle dueto a an allsize ofY ion further
reduces the dierence E = E 5¢ Er and stabilizes
the ferrom agnetiam ofY T 10 3. Thisdistortion (i) reduces
hopping t= t; cos Eé]; hence, kg = JS(%) oo ,and ()
creates nite transfert’= tJ sin between g and e5 or-
bitals see inset of Fig.3 (a)]. Here th=ty = tap =tap " 2,
andty, () isthe ( )bond transferbetween Ti3dandO
2p orbitals. The channel (il) generates unfrustrated fer—
rom agnetic interaction (caused by Hund’s coupling be-
tween tpy and e; electrons in the excited state) with
J°= 430 0=8)? sif . Here® = U + . wih
or being a cubic crystal eld splitting. Asa result, we
obtain E = [ 0:dlcos? + 2U=8)’ sif 1.%. As
shown n Fig.3 (@), E reducesw ith decreasing and a
transition from AF to ferrostate occurs at critical angle
O~ 136 . A ferrom agnetic state with orbital order
is expected to be further supported by sn all JT energy
gain. By introducing Ejr = O.O4JS(OE) 3meV,we
obtain .= 146 as observed in titanates I[_55]. W e notice
that concom inant JT distortions associated w ith such a
anall Ej;r are expected to be very weak.

F inally, it is stressed that orbital orderings are found
to be weak; hence, large scale orbial uctuations must
be present. This in plies strong m odulations of the spin
couplings, both In am plitude and sign, suggesting a pic-
ture of \ uctuating exchange bonds", where the m ag-
netic transition tem perature re ectsonly a tin e average
ofthe soin couplings. T he intrinsic quantum behavior of
tg orbitals in titanatesm ay lead to a scenario, outlined
nFig.3 ), Dran explanation ofthe puzzling \sm ooth"
connection betw een ferrom agnetism and itsantipode, the
N eel state. This proposal can be tested experin entally:
we expect aln ost continuous m agnetic transition under
pressure orm agnetic eld that conserves the cubic sym -
m etry of spin exchange constants.

To conclude, the ferrom agnetic phase of the t,y su-
perexchange system has several com peting orbital order—
Ings w ith distinct physical properties. T he elem entary
excitations of these states are identi ed. W e nd that
T +O -T ibond distortion favors the ferrom agnetic state.
T heory wellexplains recent neutron scattering results in
YTiO;. An orbital driven quantum phase transition in
titanates rem ains a m a pr challenge for future study.

We thank B. Keimer for stinulating discussions.
D iscussions wih C. Ulrch, P. Horsch, R. Zeyher,
S.M aekawa, J. Akin itsu, and S. Ishihara are acknow -
edged.

0.04

(b)
L
0.00 b . .
LaTio,| spin: F
spin: AF orb.l "AF'| X
i s " =
2'0-04 orb:liqud N |YTiOg| &=
A ~—
)-\ 0
-0.08 4 /' \Q
QCP '
-0.12 L L L L L
180 170 160 150 140 130 120 -<«— pressure—
(deg.) — magn. field>
FIG.3. (@) Energy di erence (in units ost(?;) between

AF and ferrom agnetic states as a function of . The solid line
is obtained w ithin the SE m odel. Param eters are = 0:12
and U= .. = 2:5. The broken line includes an all JT energy
gain In the orbitally ordered ferrom agnetic state. (o) Q ualita-—
tive picture ofthe evolution of interactions in the spin channel.
A n average, static com ponent ofthe spin exchange \constant"
seen by coherent spin-waves is represented by a solid curve.
Its sign depends on local correlations of orbitals. To the right
of the critical point (QCP) these correlations are m ore an—
tiferrom agnetic, supported by noncollinear orbital orderings.
To the kft, the genuine ground state of the tpy system on
cubic lattice, an orbital disordered state supporting spin AF,
is stabilized. In the proxim ity area, a uctuating part of the
overall SE interaction dom inates, and separation of the spin
and orbital degrees of freedom m ight no longer be possible.
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