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W euseexactdiagonalization com bined with m ean-�eld theory toinvestigatethephasediagram of

thespin-orbitalm odelforcubicvanadates.Thespin-orbitcoupling com peteswith Hund’sexchange

and triggersanovelphase,with theorderingoft2g orbitalm agneticm om entsstabilized bythetilting

ofVO 6 octahedra. It explains qualitatively spin canting and reduction ofm agnetization observed

in YVO 3.At�nitetem peraturean orbitalPeierlsinstability in theC -typeantiferrom agnetic phase

induces m odulation of m agnetic exchange constants even in absence of lattice distortions. The

calculated spin structure factorshowsa m agnon splitting due to the orbitalPeierlsdim erization.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,71.27.+ a,71.70.Ej,75.30.Et

M any transition m etaloxides are M ott-Hubbard in-
sulators,in which localCoulom b interaction / U sup-
presses charge uctuations and leads to strongly corre-
lated 3d electronsattransition m etalions[1].W hen de-
generated orbitalsarepartly �lled,theorbitaldegreesof
freedom havetobeconsidered on equalfootingwith elec-
tron spinsand them agneticpropertiesofundoped com -
poundsaredescribed by spin-orbitalsuperexchange(SE)
m odels[2,3].Such SE interactionsaretypically strongly
frustrated on a perovskite lattice,leading to enhanced
quantum e�ects[4].In system swith eg orbitaldegener-
acy (m anganites,cuprates)thisfrustration isusually re-
m oved by a structuraltransition thatoccurswellabove
the m agnetic ordering tem perature and lifts the orbital
degeneracy via the cooperativeJahn-Teller(JT)e�ect.

A di�erentsituation ariseswhen t2g orbitalsarepartly
�lled like in titanium and vanadium oxides. As the JT
coupling is m uch weaker, the intrinsic frustration be-
tween spin and orbitaldegreesoffreedom m ayshow up in
thiscase.Unusualm agneticpropertiesoftitanateshave
recently been discussed in term sofcoupled spin-orbital
SE dynam ics[5].Inaddition toSE,spin andorbitaloccu-
panciesoft2g levelsarecoupled alsoviaatom icspin-orbit

interaction,H so / �(~S �~l),which isparticularly relevant
forvanadateswith atriplet3T2 ground stateofV 3+ ions.
AsaresultofintersiteSE and on-site� interactionsspin
and orbitalorderings/uctuationsare strongly coupled,
as observed in the canonicalspin-orbitalsystem V 2O 3

[6],aswellasin cubic LaVO 3 [7].

Them agneticpropertiesofYVO 3 areparticularlypuz-
zling [8],and indicate dim erization along the FM direc-
tion within the C -AF phase [9]. In thisLetterwe argue
thatsuch an exotic C -AF phase followsfrom the realis-
ticspin-orbitalm odelforvanadatesthatem phasizesthe
com petition between SE bond physics and intraatom ic
spin-orbitcoupling / �. W e investigate the phase dia-
gram ofthis m odeland show that orbitalm om ents are
induced in theC -phaseby �nite�,and form atlarger�
a novelorbitalm om ent(O M )phase.

Thesuperexchangein cubicvanadatesoriginatesfrom
virtualchargeexcitations,d2id

2
j ! d3id

1
j,by thehoppingt

which couplespairsofidenticalorbitals.W hen such pro-
cesses are analyzed on individualbonds hiji k  along
each cubic axis  = a;b;c, one �nds the spin-orbital
Ham iltonian with S = 1 spins(J = 4t2=U )[10],

H = J
X



X

hijik

�
1

2
(~Si�~Sj + 1)Ĵ()ij + K̂

()

ij

�

+ H so; (1)

wheretheorbitaloperatorsĴ()ij and K̂ ()

ij depend on the
pseudospin � = 1=2 operators ~�i = f�xi ;�

y

i;�
z
ig,given

by two orbitalavors active along a given direction .
Forinstance,yz and zx orbitalsare active along c axis,
and we labelthem asa and b,as they lie in the planes
orthogonalto these axes. The generalform ofthe su-
perexchange(1)wasdiscussed before,and wehaveshown
that strong quantum uctuations in the orbitalsector
provide a m echanism forthe C -AF phase [10]. W hen c

(xy)orbitalsareoccupied (nic = 1),assuggested by the
electronicstructure[11]and by the lattice distortionsin
YVO 3 [8,12],the electron densities in a and b orbitals
satisfythelocalconstraintnia+ nib = 1.Theinteractions
along the caxissim plify then to:

Ĵ
(c)

ij = (1+ 2R)
�

~�i� ~�j+
1

4

�

� r

�

~�i
 ~�j+
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4
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� R;(2)

K̂
(c)

ij = R

�

~�i� ~�j+
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�

+ r

�

~�i
 ~�j+
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4

�

; (3)

they involvetheuctuationsofa and borbitals/ ~�i� ~�j,
and ~�i
 ~�j = �xi �

x
j � �

y

i�
y

j + �zi�
z
j,whiletheinteractions

along the = a(b)axisdepend on thestaticcorrelations
/ nibnjb (nianja)only;forinstance:

Ĵ
(a)

ij =
1

2

h

(1� r)(1+ nibnjb)� R(nib � njb)
2

i

; (4)

K̂
(a)

ij =
1

2
(R + r)(1+ nibnjb): (5)

The Hund’s exchange � = JH =U determ ines the m ul-
tiplet structure of d3 excited states which enters via
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the coe�cients: R = �=(1 � 3�) and r = �=(1 + 2�).
The pseudospin operators in Eqs. (2){(3) m ay be rep-
resented by Schwinger bosons: �xi = (ayibi + b

y

iai)=2,

�
y

i = i(ayibi� b
y

iai)=2,�
z
i = (nia � nib)=2.

TheindividualVO 6 octahedraaretilted by angle�i =
� �, which alternate along the c axis [12]. As the xy

orbitalisinactive,twocom ponentsoftheorbitalm om ent
~li are quenched,while the third one (2�yi), parallelto
the localaxisofa VO 6 octahedron,couplesto the spin
projection. Because ofAF correlations of�yi m om ents,
spin-orbitcoupling inducesa staggered spin com ponent.
Asthespin interactionsareFM ,weakspin-orbitcoupling
wouldgivenoenergygain,ifthespinswereorientedalong
thecaxis.Thus,�nite�breakstheSU(2)sym m etryand
favorseasym agnetization axiswithin the(a;b)plane.As
quantization axis for~li (~Si) we use the octahedralaxis
(and itsprojection on the(a;b)plane),respectively.The
spin-orbitcoupling in Eq.(1)isthen given by:

H so = 2�
X

i

(Sxi cos�i+ S
z
i sin�i)�

y

i ; (6)

and we use � = �=J as a free param eter. In order to
understand theim portantconsequencesofthetilting for
theinterplaybetween spin andorbitaldegreesoffreedom ,
weconsider�rsttheidealized structurewith � = 0.The
coherentspin-and-orbitaluctuationslowerthen theen-
ergy due to on-site correlationshSxi�

y

i i< 0. Since these
uctuations do not couple to the spin order,no orbital
m om entscan be induced atsm all� aslong as� = 0.
Even in the absence ofthe spin-orbit term (� = 0),

the vanadate spin-orbitalm odel(1)posesa highly non-
trivialquantum problem . W e obtained �rst qualitative
insight into the possible types ofm agnetic and orbital
ordering by investigating thestability ofdi�erentphases
within them ean-�eld approxim ation (M FA),butinclud-
ing the leading orbitaluctuations on FM bonds along
the c axis. In the absence ofHund’s exchange (� = 0),
two orbitalavors experience an antiferro-orbital(AO )

coupling on these bondsdueto Ĵ(c)ij Eq.(2),butarede-

coupled within the (a;b)planes (K̂ (a;b)

ij = 0 [13]). This
one-dim ensional(1D)system isunstabletowardsdim er-
ization with orbitalsingletsand FM interactionsatevery
second bond along the caxis[14],stabilizing the orbital

valence bond (OVB)phase.The spin interactions Ĵ(a;b)ij

Eq.(4)and theintersingletinteractionsalong caxisare
AF.In contrast,forlarge � m ore energy isgained when
theorbitalsingletsresonatealong thecdirection,giving
uniform FM interactionsin theC -AF phase[10].W ede-
term ined thequantum energy dueto orbitaluctuations
using the orbitalwavesfound in the Schulz approxim a-
tion,known to beaccurateforweakly coupled AF chains
[15]. Using thisapproach,the transition from the OVB

to C -AF phase [hSzii = Szei
~R i

~Q C with ~Q C = (�;�;0)]
takes place at �c ’ 0:09 (Fig. 1),and the orbitalor-
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FIG .1: Phasediagram ofthespin-orbitalm odelin the(�;�)

plane at T = 0,reecting the com petition between orbital

valence bond (OVB),staggered orbitals (C-AF) and orbital

m om ent ordering (O M ),as obtained by the ED of a four-

site em bedded chain for � = 11� (circles),and in the M FA

(dashed lines).O rbitalm om entsin the O M phase (violetar-

rows)inducespin canting(bluearrows)with angle .(YVO 3:

� ’ 0:12,� � 0:3� 0:4 [16]).

dering,h�zii = �zei
~R i

~Q G with ~Q G = (�;�;�), sets in,

prom oted by the AO interactions K̂ (a;b)

ij Eq.(5).

Theground statechangesqualitatively at�nite� and
� > 0. The m agnetic m om ents hSzii induce then the

orbitalm om ents,2h�yii= lzei
~R i

~Q A ,which staggeralong

thecaxiswith ~Q A = (0;0;�).Thisnoveltypeofordering
with lzi 6= 0 can be described as a staggered ordering
of com plex orbitals a � ib (corresponding to lzi = � 1
eigenstates)thatcom petesat� > �c with the staggered
(a=b)ordering ofrealorbitalswith �z 6= 0 in the C -AF
phase.Already atsm all� theorbitalm om entsinducein
turn oppositeto them weak hSxii6= 0 m om ents,lowering
the energy by hSxi�

y

i i < 0. In the O M phase favored
at large � (Fig. 1), the spin order has therefore two

com ponents:hSzii= Szei
~R i

~Q C ,and hSxii= Sxei
~R i

~Q G .

An unbiasedinform ation aboutthespin and orbitalde-
greesoffreedom wasobtained by theaccuratetreatm ent
ofquantum e�ectswithin theexactdiagonalization (ED)
m ethod. Thereby the coupled spin-orbitalexcitations,
term s / S�i S

�
j �

�

i
�
�

j
in Eq. (1),are now fully included.

W e perform ed ED offour-site chainsalong c axis,both
forfreeand periodicboundary conditions(PBC).

W e were surprised to see thatthe exactground state
ofa free chain at � = � = 0 consists indeed in a very
good approxim ation of two orbitalsinglets on the ex-
ternal(12) and (34) FM bonds (h~�i � ~�i+ 1i = � 0:729),
connected by an AF bond (23) with decoupled orbitals
(h~�i� ~�i+ 1i= � 0:038).Thespin correlationsareFM /AF
on the external/centralbond, h~Si �~Si+ 1i = 0:95 and
� 1:56. W ith increasing � the AF interaction weakens,
thesequenceofspin m ultipletslabelled by thetotalspin
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FIG .2: Paircorrelationsalong c axis:(a)orbitalh~�i� ~�i+ 1i,

(b)spin h~Si�~Si+ 1i,and (c)spin com ponentshS
z
ii(fulllines)

and hS
x
ii(dashed,long-dashed lines),asfunctionsof� forthe

OVB (� < �c ’ 0:37)and the O M (� > �c)phase,found by

the ED at � = 0:07. FM /AF bonds (ij) in the OVB phase

are shown by solid/dashed linesin (a)and (b).

St isinverted at�c ’ 0:12,and theground statechanges
from a singlet (St = 0) to a high-spin (St = 4) state.
At�nite � no levelcrossing occurs,butthe nondegener-
ateground statedescribesa sm ooth crossoverin thespin
and orbitalcorrelations with increasing �. W e veri�ed
thatseveralexcited statesliewithin 0:1J away from the
ground state| allofthem would contributeto therm al
uctuationsalready attem peraturesT ’ 30 K .
W e sim ulate a cubic system by including in�nitesim al

sym m etry-breaking dim erization �eld which favors the
orbitalsinglets on the bonds (12) and (34) in a cluster
with thePBC,em bedded within oneofthreephasessta-
ble in the M FA (Fig. 1),with m ean-�elds determ ined
self-consistently in each phase.Allphasesarecharacter-
ized by �nite m agnetic m om ents hSz

ii,either staggered
pairwise (OVB phase),oraligned (C -AF phase)along c
axis,and weak hSxii m om ents. In addition,the orbital
ordering (lz 6= 0) appears in the O M phase,while the
orbitalsstagger(�z 6= 0)in the C -AF phase.
By com puting the energiesofdi�erent phaseswe ob-

tained the phase diagram that con�rm s the qualitative
pictureextracted from theM FA (Fig.1).Alltransitions
are accom panied by reorientation ofspins (Figs. 2 and
3).Theorbitaland spin uctuationschangeonly weakly
at sm allvalues of �, weak hSxii m om ents are ordered
pairwiseon thebonds(12)and (34),and thespin corre-
lationson theintersingletbondsarealm ostclassical(Fig.
2).Thesefeaturesshow thatthespinsand orbitalsareal-
m ostdecoupled and theOVB phaseisrobust.At� > �c

the on-site correlationshSxi�
y

i
i< 0 dom inate,while the

orbitaluctuations are suppressed,and the correlation
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FIG .3: Crossover from the C -AF to the O M phase for in-

creasing � at � = 0:12: (a) orbital order param eters: �
z

(dashed line),and l
z
(solid lines)at� = 11

�
;(b)spin canting

angle  = arctan(S
x
=S

z
) (see Fig. 1),as obtained for the

tilting:� = 5
�
,11

�
and 20

�
(dashed,solid and dotted line).

functionsh~�i� ~�i+ 1iapproach the classicalvalue �
1

4
.As

the staggered spin m om ents hSxii are induced,the spin
correlationsh~Si�~Si+ 1ibecom e soon AF within the O M
phase.In thisregim ethespinsfollow thespin-orbitcou-
pling �,and the FM interaction Jc isfrustrated.

At the transition from the C -AF to the O M phase
the orbitalordering changesfrom staggered realorbitals
(�z 6= 0)tostaggered orbitalm om ents(lz 6= 0),asshown
in Fig. 3(a). As a precursor e�ect ofthe forthcom ing
O M phase,the orbitalm om ents lzi are induced already
in the C -AF phase by increasing �. The transition to
theO M phaseisaccelerated by theincreasing tilting an-
gle � [Fig.3(b)]. Also the spin correlationschange here
discontinuously atthe transition (notshown),sim ilarto
the OVB/O M transition [Fig.2(b)].The staggered spin
com ponentsin the O M phase hSxiiaresim ilarly largeto
thoseshown in Fig.2(c)forsm aller�,and thespin cant-
ingangle approaches �

2
� � in theregim e� � 1.Forre-

alistic param etersforYVO 3:J � 30 m eV [10],� � 0:12
(estim ated with JH = 0:64 eV and intraorbitalelem ent
U = 5:5 eV forV 2+ ions[17]),and � � 0:3� 0:4 (con-
sidering � ’ 13 m eV forfree V 3+ ions[18]),one �ndsa
com petition between the staggered a=borbitalorderpa-
ram eter(�z � 0:25)and the orbitalm agnetic m om ents
(lz � 0:30� 0:35). This reects the interplay between
intersite SE and on-site spin-orbitcouplings,and hence
orbitaland spin m om ents are not collinear (except for
large � values),| in contrast to the conventionalpic-
ture where orbitalm om ents induced by � coupling are
antiparallelto spin,assuggested e.g.forV 2O 3 [19].

Finally,we turn to �nite tem peratures. W hile the C -
phase cannotdim erize atT = 0,itdim erizesat�nite T
duetotheintrinsicinstability towardsalternatingorbital
singlets[21].Thespin correlationsh~Si�~Si+ 1i[Fig.4(a)],
found usingopen boundaryconditions,alternatebetween
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FIG .4: D im erization in the C -AF phase atT > 0:(a)spin-

spin correlations h~Si �~Si+ 1i on strong and weak FM bonds

(solid and dashed line);(b)spin responseS(q;!)in thedim er-

ized C -AF phase forq = 0;�=2;�.Inset:�lled (open)circles

indicate strong (weak)featuresin S(q;!);linesshow the �t-

ted spin-wave dispersion.Param eters:� = 0:12,� = 0:4.

strong and weak FM bonds due to the orbitalPeierls
dim erization,2�� = jh~�i� ~�i+ 1i� h~�i� ~�i� 1ij,which hasa
distinctm axim um atT ’ 0:24J for� = 0:12.Consistent
with ourdiscussion above,the m odulation ofh~Si�~Si+ 1i
vanishesin the C-phaseatlow T.
Up to now,the sole experim entalevidence fordim er-

ization ofthe C -phase isthe splitting ofFM spin waves
in the neutron scattering study ofUlrich etal. [9]. Fig.
4(b) shows the dynam icalspin structure factor S(q;!)
[20]obtained by exactdiagonalization ofa 4-site cluster
with PBC at T = 0,assum ing the sam e orbitaldim er-
ization h~�i � ~�i+ 1i as found above for T=J = 0:25. At
q = �=2 we observe a splitting ofthe spin wave sim i-
larto experim ent. The �nite energy ofthe q = 0 m ode
results from the �-term and the m ean-�eld coupling to
neighborchains.Additionalfeaturesseen in S(q;!),e.g.
forq = � at! � 1:25J,we attribute to the coupling to
orbitalexcitations.The spin-waveenergiescan be �tted
by asim pleHeisenbergm odelwith twoFM couplingcon-
stants:Jc1 = 5:7,Jc2 = 3:3 m eV,and a sm allanisotropy
term ,asshown in the inset(solid lines).Although these
values are strongly reduced by spin-orbit coupling Eq.
(6),they are stilllarger than those extracted from the
spin wavesin YVO 3:J

exp

c1 = 4:0 and Jexpc2 = 2:2 m eV at
T = 85K [9].W eattributethisoverestim ateofexchange
interactionsto quantum uctuationsinvolving the occu-
pancy ofxy-orbitals;thiswillbe treated elsewhere.

Sum m arizing,we have shown thatthe spin-orbitcou-
pling � com petes with Hund’s exchange in the spin-
orbitalm odelforcubic vanadates. Itleadsto a new or-
bitalm om entordered phase atlarge � and can explain
qualitativelythespin cantingand largereduction ofm ag-
netization in the C -phase at sm aller �. W e argue that
the1D orbitalPeierlsinstability observed recently in the
C -AF phaseofYVO 3 [9](along thecaxis)em ergesfrom
acom bination ofquantum e�ectsduetoorbitalm om ents
at�> 0,and therm aluctuationswhich favordim erized
orbitaland spin correlations.
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