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W einvestigatethecollectivebehavioroforbitalangularm om entum in thespin ferrom agneticstate

ofa M ottinsulatorwith t2g orbitaldegeneracy.Thefrustrated natureoftheinteractionsleadsto an

in�nite degeneracy ofclassicalstates. Q uantum e�ects select four distinct orbitalorderings. Two

ofthem havea quadrupolarorder,while theotherstatesshow in addition weak orbitalm agnetism .

Speci�c predictions are m ade for neutron scattering experim ents which m ight help to identify the

orbitalorderin YTiO 3 and to detectthe elem entary orbitalexcitations.

PACS num bers:75.10.-b,75.30.D s,75.30.Et,78.70.Nx

Recently,\orbitalphysics" has becom e an im portant
topic in the physicsoftransition m etaloxides[1,2].O r-
bitaldegeneracy oflow energy states and the extrem e
sensitivity ofthe m agnetic bondsto the spatialorienta-
tion oforbitalslead toavariety ofcom petingphasesthat
aretunableby a m oderateexternal�elds.A wellknown
exam ple is \colossalm agnetoresistivity" ofm anganites.
A \standard" view on orbitalphysics is based on pio-
neering works [3,4],developed and sum m arized in Ref.
[5].In thispicture,long-rangecoherence oforbitalssets
in below a cooperative orbital/Jahn-Teller (JT) transi-
tion;spin interactions on every bond are then �xed by
theG oodenough-K anam orirules.Im plicitin thispicture
is that the orbitalsplittings are large enough so that
one can consider orbitalpopulations as classicalnum -
bers. Such a classicaltreatm ent oforbitals is welljus-
ti�ed when orbitalorderisdriven by strong cooperative
lattice distortion.
However,interesting quantum e�ects are expected to

com eintoplaywhen orbitalphysicsisdom inated by elec-
tronic correlations. M ott insulators with threefold t2g

degeneracy (titanates,vanadates)areofparticularinter-
est in this respect,as the relative weakness ofthe JT
coupling for t2g orbitals and their large degeneracy en-
hancequantum e�ects.A pictureofstrongly uctuating
orbitals in titanate LaTiO 3 has recently been proposed
on both experim ental[6]and theoreticalgrounds[7,8].
Titanates are very interesting: they show a nearly

continuoustransition from an antiferrom agneticstatein
LaTiO 3 with unusually sm allm om entto a saturated fer-
rom agnetic one in YTiO 3 [9]. Yetanotherpuzzle isthe
alm ostgaplessspinwavespectrum ofcubicsym m etry re-
cently observed in YTiO 3 by Ulrich et al. [10]. This
�nding is striking, because the orbitalstate predicted
by band structure calculations[11]isexpected to break
cubic sym m etry ofthe spin couplings. In principle,one
m ay obtain isotropic spin exchange couplings by using
thisorbitalstate [12];however,thisrequires�ne tuning
ofparam eters,and rather sm allchanges ofthe orbital
statem ay reverseeven thesign ofthespin couplings[10].

Togain m oreinsightintotheorigin ofthedi�erentbe-
havioroforbitalsin YTiO 3 and LaTiO 3,we ask in this
Letterthefollowing question:W hatkind oforbitalstate
would optim ize the superexchange (SE)energy ifwe �x
the spin stateto beferrom agneticasin YTiO 3? W e�nd
asurprisinglyrich physics:(i)thereareseveral\best"or-
derings,som e ofthem arehighly unusualshowing static
orbitalm agnetism ;(ii)theresulting spin interactionsre-
spectcubicsym m etry in accord with experim entaldata;
(iii)strong orbitaluctuationslead to anom alously large
orderparam eterreduction.Thesestateshavebeen over-
looked previously, as their stabilization is an e�ect of
quantum origin.W ealsodiscussa m echanism which sta-
bilizesferrom agneticstate in YTiO 3.
The t2g superexchange can,in general,be written as

H SE = JSE
P
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,where

JSE = 4t2=U representstheoverallenergy scale.Theor-

bitaloperatorsĴ()ij and K̂ ()

ij depend on bond directions
(= a;b;c). Theirexplicitform in a d1(t2g)system like
the titanatesisgiven in Ref.[8]. Ifspinsare allaligned
ferrom agnetically (i.e.,~Si�~Sj = 1=4),theaboveequation
reducesto the orbitalHam iltonian:

H orb =
1

2

X

hiji

A
()

ij : (1)

Hereafter,we use r1JSE as a unit ofenergy and drop
a constant energy shift (= � r1JSE ). The coe�cient
r1 = 1=(1� 3�)originatesfrom Hund’ssplittingoftheex-
cited t22g m ultipletvia � = JH =U .The orbitaloperators

A
()

ij can berepresented via a tripletti = (a;b;c)i ofcon-
strained particles(nia + nib + nic = 1)corresponding to
t2g levelsofyz,xz,xy sym m etry,respectively.Nam ely,

A
(c)

ij = nianja + nibnjb + a
y

ibib
y

jaj + b
y

iaia
y

jbj; (2)

forthe pairalong the caxis.Sim ilarexpressionsareob-
tained for the exchange bonds along the a and b axes
by using in Eq.(2)(b;c)and (c;a)orbiton doublets,re-
spectively. The Ham iltonian (1) is the m ain focus of
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thisLetter;a theory offerrom agneticm agnonsincluding
spin-orbitale�ectswillbe presented in Ref.[13].
Itisusefulto look atthestructureofH orb from di�er-

entpointsofview (seealso Refs.[7,8,14]):(i)O n a given

bond,theoperatorA ()

ij actswithin a particulardoublet
oforbitals.Spinlikephysics,thatis,theform ation ofor-
bitalsinglets,istherefore possible. Thisisthe origin of
orbitaluctuationsin titanates.(ii)O n the otherhand,
interactions on di�erent bonds are com peting: they in-
volvedi�erentdoublets,thusfrustratingeach other.This
bringsabouta Pottsm odellikefrustrations,from which
thehigh degeneracyofclassicalorbitalcon�gurationsfol-
lows. (iii) Finally,using the angularm om entum opera-
torslx = i(cyb� byc),ly = i(ayc� cya),lz = i(bya� ayb)
oft2g level,onem ay representtheinteraction asfollows:

A
(c)

ij
= (1� l

2

x)i(1� l
2

x)j + (1� l
2

y)i(1� l
2

y)j

+ (lxly)i(lylx)j + (lylx)i(lxly)j : (3)

(Forband a bonds,theinteractionsareobtained by per-
m utationsoflz;ly;lx.) W eobserveapseudospin l= 1in-

teraction ofpurebiquadraticform .W ould~lbeaclassical
vector,itcould changeitssign atany siteindependently.
A local\Z2 sym m etry" and the associated degeneracy
ofthe classicalstates tells us that angular m om entum
ordering,ifany,isofpurequantum origin.
The above points (i)� (iii) govern the underlying

physicsofthe orbitalHam iltonian.By inspection ofthe
globalstructure ofA ()

ij ,one observesthatthe �rsttwo
term sarede�nitely positive.However,thelasttwoterm s
(which changethe\color"oforbitals)can bem adenega-
tiveon allthe bondssim ultaneously,if(i)on every bond,
two particular com ponents of~li and ~lj are antiparallel,
and (ii) rem aining third com ponentsare parallel. Forc
bondsthe rule readsas:lizljz and lixljx are both nega-
tive,while ly com ponents are parallel. (In term s ofor-
bitons:ciand cj arein antiphase,aiand aj aswell;butbi
and bj havethe sam ephase.) W e �nd only two topolog-
ically di�erentarrangem ents[called (a)and (b)],which

3

12

4

4

1

3

2

3

4

2

1

4

3

2

1

(a) (b)

FIG .1. Arrangem ent of the local quantization axes in

states(a)and (b).Each statehasfoursublatticesdenoted by

num bers.Arrowsshow a direction ofthequantization axesat

each site.They representalso a snapshotoflocalcorrelations

oforbitalangularm om entum :on every bond,twooutofthree

com ponentsl� are correlated antiferrom agnetically.

can accom m odatethiscuriousm ixtureof\2/3antiferro"
plus\1/3 ferro" correlations(seeFig.1).
For technicalreasons,and also to sim plify a physical

picture,itisusefulto introduce new quantization axes.
Thisisdonein two steps.First,weintroducelocal,sub-
latticespeci�ed quantization axes(seeFig.1):

1 :(x;y;z)! (x;y;z); 2 :(x;y;z)! (� x;� y;z);

3 :(x;y;z)! (� x;y;� z); 4 :(x;y;z)! (x;� y;� z):

After corresponding sign transform ations ofli� and or-
bitons,one obtains a negative sign in front ofthe last
two term sofA ()

ij ,thereby \converting" the interactions
in a new axes to a fully ferrom agnetic one. From now
on,a sublatticestructurewillnotenterin theexcitation
spectrum . From the above observations,itis also clear
thatallthe com ponentsof~lare equally needed to opti-
m ize allthree directions. W e anticipate,therefore,that
thecubicdiagonalsare\easy"(or\hard")axisfor~luc-
tuations/orderings (recallthat the Ham iltonian has no
rotationalsym m etry).The second step isthen to rotate
quantization axesso thatthenew z axis(~z)isalong one
ofthe cubic diagonals (say,[111]). This is done as fol-

lows:~li = R̂
~~li (and t = R̂ ~t fororbitons). The m atrix

R̂ = R̂ z(�=4)R̂ y(�0)R̂ z(� �=4)with tan�0 =
p
2. R̂ �(�)

describesthe rotation around � axisby angle�.
By theabovetransform ations,theorbitalHam iltonian

obtainswellstructured form and can bedivided into two
partsas ~H orb = H Ising+ H trans.Here,H Ising represents
a \longitudinal" partofthe interaction:

H Ising =
1

6

X

hiji

h
~l2iz + ~l2jz �

3

2
~l2iz~l

2

jz �
1

2
~liz~ljz

i

: (4)

H trans isresponsible foructuationsoftransverse com -
ponents~lx,~ly and quadrupole m om entsofvarioussym -
m etry. Its explicit,som ewhatlengthy form willbe pre-
sented in Ref.[13]. In term s of~a,~b,~c orbitons,H Ising

prom otesacondensation ofan appropriateorbiton,while
H trans gives a dispersion oforbitons and their interac-
tions.
Order and excitations.| Now we are ready to discuss

possibleorbitalorderings.Equation (4)m akesitexplicit
thattherearetwodeep classicalm inim acorrespondingto
twodi�erent\ferro-type"states:(I)quadrupoleordering
(classically,liz = 0)and (II)m agnetic ordering (liz = 1,
classically). W e notice that the last,m agnetic term in
Eq.(4)isgenerated byquantum com m utation ruleswhen
werotateH orb;thism akesexplicitthattheZ2 sym m etry
isonly aclassicaloneand em phasizesthequantum origin
oforbitalm agnetism .W e see below thatstatesIand II
aredegenerateeven on aquantum level.Noticingthatan
arbitrarycubicdiagonalcouldbetakenas~zandhavingin
m ind alsotwostructuresin Fig.1,oneobtainsam ultitude
ofdegeneratestates.Thism akes,in fact,alltheorderings
very fragile.
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To be m ore speci�c about the last statem ent, we
calculate the excitation spectrum . Introduce �rst a
quadrupole order param eter Q = h(~l2x + ~l2y)=2 � ~l2zi =

hn~c� (n~a+ n~b)=2i,and them agneticm om entm l= h~lzi=
ih~by~a� ~ay~bi(we set�B = 1).State Icorrespondsto the
condensation ofthe orbital~c (an equalm ixture ofthe
originala;b;c states),while the ordering orbitalin the
stateIIisan im aginary one(~a� i~b)=

p
2.Letuscallthe

rem aining two orbitals by � and �,which are the exci-
tationsofthe m odel. Speci�cally,� = ~a,� = ~b in state
I,and � = [~a+ i~b+ (1+ i)~c]=2,� = [~b� i~a� (1� i)~c]=2
in state II.Note thatlatterdoubletscan be regarded as
m agnonsoforbitalorigin,describing uctuationsofthe
orbitalm agnetism . Rem arkably,in term s ofthese dou-
bletexcitations,thelinearized Ham iltonian in a m om en-
tum spacehasthe sam eform forboth phases.Nam ely,

H O W =
P

~k

h

n
�~k

+ n
�~k
+
n
1

2
(1 + 2)�~k�� ~k

+ 1

2
(1 � 2)�~k�� ~k � 3�~k�� ~k + H :c:

oi

; (5)

where 1 = (cx + cy + cz)=3,2 =
p
3(cy � cx)=6,3 =

(2cz � cx � cy)=6,and c� = cosk�. These expressions
referto state I.ForstateII,one should justinterchange
2 and 3.Howeverthisdoesnota�ectthe spectrum of
the elem entary excitations,which is given by !� (~k) =p
1� (1 � �)2,where� =

p
2
2
+ 2

3
.

Using m atrix G reen’sfunctionsforthe (�;�)doublet,
wem aycalculatevariousexpectation values:(i)quantum
energy gain: E 0 = � 0:214 for allthe phases;(ii) num -
berofbosonsnotin the condensate: hn� + n�i= 0:54.
Thus,theorderparam etersarestrongly reduced by uc-
tuations.W eobtain Q = 0:19(m l= 0,ofcourse)in state
I,and m l= 0:19accom panied with sm allquadrupolem o-
m entQ = � 0:095in stateII.Tovisualizetheorbitalpat-
terns,we show in Fig.2 the electron density calculated
including quantum uctuations.
Theanom alousreduction oforderparam etersisdueto

thehighlyfrustrated natureoftheinteractionsin Eq.(1).
A special,nonspinlikefeatureofallorbitalm odelsisthat
orbitalsarebond selective,resultingin apathologicalde-
generacy ofclassicalstates.Thisleadsto softm odes[ob-
servethat!� (~k)isjustatalong (0;0;�)and equivalent
directions]; such soft m odes were �rst noticed in Ref.
[15]. Linear,\spin-wave-like" m odes are,however,not
true eigenstates even in the sm allm om entum lim it,as
orbitalm odelshaveno continuoussym m etry.Therefore,
an orbitalgap m ust appear (see Ref.[16]and,in par-
ticular,the discussion ofthe \cubic" m odelin Ref.[8]).
In the presentm odel,wehaveestim ated the orbitalgap
� = 0:57 using a singlem odeapproxim ation [17].
Angular m om entum uctuations can directly be

probed by neutron scattering m easurem ents. W e have
calculated the structure factor S(~q;!) = 1

�
Im �(~q;!),

where �(~q;!)is the orbitalangularm om entum suscep-
tibility. W e �rst obtain ~�(~q;!) in a rotated basis. A

FIG .2. t2g electron density (left)and intensity ofthe or-

bitalcontribution to thestructurefactorS(~q;!)(right).Up-

per panel: Q uadrupole ordered state I (a). Because ofthe

m ore spatial anisotropy of electron distribution, this state

m ay be preferred by electron-lattice coupling. \Hot spot"

at(�;�;�)pointis due to coherency factors stem m ing from

foursublatticestructure.Lowerpanel:M agnetic stateII(a).

Shown in the insetare the expected orbitalBragg peak posi-

tions.

noncollinear, four sublattice orbitalorder generates in
S(~q;!)also an additionalterm s ~�(~q+ ~qi;!)with shifted
m om enta. For the arrangem ent(a) ~q1 = (�;0;�);~q2 =
(�;�;0);~q3 = (0;�;�),while for the structure (b),one
has ~q1 = (�;�;�);~q2 = (�;�;0);~q3 = (0;0;�). The re-
sults are shown in the right panels in Fig.2. Neutron
spectroscopy athigherthan spin-wave energiesare nec-
essary to detect\orbitalm agnons." Ifone ofthe states
II(a),(b) is realized,a static Bragg peak oforbitalori-
gin m ust show up. Reexam ination ofform -factor data
by Ichikawa etal.[18]using t2g spin densitiesshown in
Fig.2 isalso desirable.
A rem arkable feature ofallthe above phases is their

robust property to provide exactly the sam e spin cou-
plings in allcubic directions,hence resolving the puz-
zling observation by Ulrich et al. [10]. A sm allspin-
wave gap � s in YTiO 3 further supports the theory. In
state I(a),we obtained a spin-orbitcoupling �-induced
gap � s ’ A 2=JSE , where A ’ �2=3r1JSE . W ith
� � 15� 20m eV and JSE � 40� 50m eV,oneobtains� s

below 0.1 m eV consistent with experim ent. The gap is
sm alldue to high sym m etry ofthe orbitalordering.O n
the otherhand,a largeclassicalgap � s � A isobtained
in states I (b),II (a),(b). Thus,the data ofRef.[10]
supportsstateI(a)in YTiO 3.
W e discuss now our �ndings in a context of the
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interplay between di�erent spin states in titanates.
It is noticed that the quantum energy gain E F =
� 0:214r1JSE obtained above is only slightly less than
theenergy ofaspin AF/orbitaldisordered phase,E A F =
� 0:331�2�

1��
r1JSE [19]stem m ing from a com posite spin-

orbitalresonance. W e argue now that the distortion of
Ti-O -Tibond angle� dueto a sm allsizeofY ion further
reduces the di�erence �E = E A F � E F and stabilizes
theferrom agnetism ofYTiO 3.Thisdistortion (i)reduces

hoppingt= t0 cos� [9];hence,JSE = J
(0)

SE
cos2 �,and (ii)

creates�nite transfert0= t00 sin� between t2g and eg or-
bitals[seeinsetofFig.3(a)].Heret00=t0 = tdp�=tdp� ’ 2,
and tdp�(�) isthe�(�)bond transferbetween Ti3dand O
2p orbitals. The channel(ii)generatesunfrustrated fer-
rom agnetic interaction (caused by Hund’s coupling be-
tween t2g and eg electrons in the excited state) with

J0 = � 4

3
J
(0)

SE
(U=eU )2� sin2 �. Here eU = U + � cr with

� cr being a cubic crystal�eld splitting. Asa result,we
obtain �E = [� 0:11cos2 � + 2(U=eU )2� sin2 �]J(0)

SE
. As

shown in Fig.3 (a),�E reduceswith decreasing � and a
transition from AF to ferrostate occursatcriticalangle
�
(0)
c = 136�. A ferrom agnetic state with orbitalorder
isexpected to be furthersupported by sm allJT energy
gain. By introducing �EJT = � 0:04J(0)

SE
� � 3 m eV,we

obtain �c = 146� asobserved in titanates[9].W e notice
thatconcom inantJT distortionsassociated with such a
sm all�EJT areexpected to be very weak.
Finally,itis stressed thatorbitalorderingsare found

to be weak;hence,large scale orbitaluctuations m ust
be present. Thisim pliesstrong m odulationsofthe spin
couplings,both in am plitude and sign,suggesting a pic-
ture of \uctuating exchange bonds", where the m ag-
netictransition tem peraturereectsonly a tim eaverage
ofthespin couplings.Theintrinsicquantum behaviorof
t2g orbitalsin titanatesm ay lead to a scenario,outlined
in Fig.3(b),foran explanation ofthepuzzling\sm ooth"
connection between ferrom agnetism and itsantipode,the
N�eelstate. Thisproposalcan be tested experim entally:
we expect alm ostcontinuous m agnetic transition under
pressureorm agnetic�eld thatconservesthe cubic sym -
m etry ofspin exchangeconstants.
To conclude, the ferrom agnetic phase of the t2g su-

perexchangesystem hasseveralcom peting orbitalorder-
ings with distinct physicalproperties. The elem entary
excitations ofthese states are identi�ed. W e �nd that
Ti-O -Tibond distortion favorsthe ferrom agnetic state.
Theory wellexplainsrecentneutron scattering resultsin
YTiO 3. An orbitaldriven quantum phase transition in
titanatesrem ainsa m ajorchallengeforfuture study.
W e thank B. K eim er for stim ulating discussions.

Discussions with C. Ulrich, P. Horsch, R. Zeyher,
S.M aekawa,J.Akim itsu,and S.Ishihara are acknowl-
edged.
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FIG .3. (a) Energy di�erence (in units ofJ

(0)

S E
) between

AF and ferrom agneticstatesasa function of�.Thesolid line

is obtained within the SE m odel. Param eters are � = 0:12

and U=� cr = 2:5. The broken line includessm allJT energy

gain in theorbitally ordered ferrom agneticstate.(b)Q ualita-

tivepictureoftheevolution ofinteractionsin thespin channel.

An average,staticcom ponentofthespin exchange\constant"

seen by coherent spin-waves is represented by a solid curve.

Itssign dependson localcorrelationsoforbitals.To theright

ofthe criticalpoint (Q CP) these correlations are m ore an-

tiferrom agnetic,supported by noncollinearorbitalorderings.

To the left, the genuine ground state of the t2g system on

cubiclattice,an orbitaldisordered state supporting spin AF,

isstabilized. In the proxim ity area,a uctuating partofthe

overallSE interaction dom inates,and separation ofthe spin

and orbitaldegreesoffreedom m ightno longerbe possible.
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