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W e use exact diagonalization com bined w ith m ean— eld theory to Investigate the phase diagram of
the spin-orbitalm odel for cubic vanadates. T he spin-orbit coupling com petes w ith H und’s exchange
and triggers a novelphase, w ith the ordering oft;4 orbitalm agneticm om ents stabilized by the tilting
0f VO octahedra. It explains qualitatively soin canting and reduction of m agnetization observed
In YVO3.At nite tem perature an orbital P eierls instability in the C -type antiferrom agnetic phase
Induces m odulation of m agnetic exchange constants even in absence of lattice distortions. The
calculated spin structure factor show s a m agnon splitting due to the orbital P eierls din erization.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm , 71274+ 4a, 71.70E j, 7530 Et

M any transition m etal oxides are M ottH ubbard in-
sulators, in which Jocal Coulomb interaction / U sup-—
presses charge uctuations and leads to strongly corre-
lated 3d electrons at transition m etal ions [II]. W hen de—
generate d orbitals are partly lled, the orbital degrees of
freedom have to be considered on equal footing w ith elec—
tron spins and the m agnetic properties of undoped com —
pounds are describbed by spin-orbital superexchange (SE)
m odels [4,l3d]. Such SE interactions are typically strongly
frustrated on a perovskie lattice, leading to enhanced
quantum e ects [4]. In system s w ith e; orbital degener—
acy @ anganites, cuprates) this frustration is usually re—
m oved by a structural transition that occurs well above
the m agnetic ordering tem perature and lifts the orbial
degeneracy via the cooperative Jahn-Teller (JT ) e ect.

A di erent situation arisesw hen t,4 orbitals are partly

lled like In titaniim and vanadiim oxides. A s the JT
coupling is much weaker, the intrinsic frustration be-
tween spin and orbitaldegreesof freedom m ay show up in
this case. Unusualm agnetic properties of titanates have
recently been discussed in temm s of coupled spin-orbial
SE dynam ics [B]. In addition to SE , goin and orbitaloccu—
pancies oftyy levels are coupled also via atom ic spin-orbit
Interaction,Hs, /(S 1), which isparticularly relevant
frvanadatesw ith a triplet T, ground state ofV3* ions.
A sa result of intersite SE and on-site interactions spin
and orbital orderings/ uctuations are strongly coupled,
as observed in the canonical spin-orbial system V,03
6], aswellas in cubic LavO s [1].

T hem agnetic propertiesofY VO 3 are particularly puz—
zling [@], and indicate dim erization along the FM direc—
tion within the C-AF phase [@]. In this Letter we argue
that such an exotic C-AF phase follow s from the realis-
tic spin-orbitalm odel for vanadates that em phasizes the
com petition between SE bond physics and intraatom ic
soin-orbit coupling / . W e Investigate the phase dia—
gram of this m odel and show that orbital m om ents are
Induced in the C phaseby nite ,and om at larger
a novelorbitalm oment OM ) phase.

T he superexchange in cubic vanadates originates from
virtualcharge excitations, dfd ! djd}, by the hopping t
which couplespairs of identical orbitals. W hen such pro—
cesses are analyzed on individual bonds hiji k  along
each cubic axis = ajbjc, one nds the spin-orbial
Ham iltonian with S = 1 spins (J = 4£2=U) [1d],
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w here the orbital operators fi(j " and KAi(j : depend on the
pseudospin = 1=2 operators 4 = £ f; J; Fg, given
by two orbial avors active along a given direction
For instance, yz and zx oroials are active along c axis,
and we label them as a and b, as they lie in the planes
orthogonal to these axes. The general form of the su—
perexchange [l) wasdiscussed before, and we have shown
that strong quantum uctuations in the orbital sector
provide a m echanisn for the C-AF phase [L0]. W hen c
(xy) orbials are occupied (nic = 1), as suggested by the
electronic structure [11] and by the lattice distortions in
YVOs3 [B,112], the electron densities n a and b orbitals
satisfy the localconstraintni, + ny, = 1. The interactions
along the c axis sim plify then to:

Alc) _ 1 1

Jij = (l + 2R) ~i j"l‘ Z[ r~ "j+ Z R; (2)
O 1 1
K 5 = R ~ T+ Z +r ~ ~+ Z ; 3)

they involve the uctuationsofa and borbitals/ ~; 4
and~ ~= ¥ [ Y+ I % whik the interactions
along the = a () axisdepend on the static correlations
/ ngpngpy Miahia) only; for nstance:
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Kij = E(R + r)d+ njbnjb). )

The Hund’s exchange = Jy =U determm ines the mul-

tiplet structure of & excited states which enters via
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the coe cients: R = =(1 3 )andr= =01+ 2 ).
T he pseudospin operators in Eqgs. ) { @) m ay be rep—
resented by Schwinger bosons: ¥ = (@lb, + bla;)=2,
{=1i@b, Ka)=2, f= @, ny)=2.

T he IndividualV O ¢ octahedra are tilted by angle ; =
, which altemate along the c axis [12]. As the xy
orbitalis inactive, tw o com ponents ofthe orbitalm om ent
1 are quenched, while the third one @ ), paralkl to
the local axis of a VO ¢ octahedron, couples to the spin
profction. Because of AF correlations of ; mom ents,
soin-orbit coupling induces a staggered soin com ponent.
A sthe spin interactionsareFM , weak spin-orbit coupling
would give no energy gain, ifthe soinsw ere ordiented along
the caxis. Thus, nie breaksthe SU (2) symm etry and
favorseasy m agnetization axisw ithin the (@;b) plane.As
quantization axis orl (Si) we use the octahedral axis
(and itsprogction on the (a;b) plane), respectively. T he
spin-orbit coupling in Eq. [) is then given by:
X
Sfoos 1+ Sisin 1) {5 (6)
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and weuse = =J as a free param eter. In order to
understand the in portant consequences of the tilting for
the interplay betw een soin and orbitaldegreesof freedom ,
we consider rst the idealized structurewih = 0.The
coherent spin-and-orbital uctuations lower then the en—
ergy due to on-site correlations hS¥ i< 0. Since these
uctuations do not couple to the soin order, no orbial
mom ents can be nduced at amall aslongas = 0.
Even in the absence of the spin-orbit termm ( = 0),
the vanadate spin-orbitalm odel [) poses a highly non—
trivial quantum problem . W e ocbtained rst qualitative
Insight Into the possble types of m agnetic and orbital
ordering by Investigating the stability ofdi erent phases
w ithin the m ean- eld approxin ation M FA ), but includ-
ing the leading orbital uctuations on FM bonds along
the c axis. In the absence of Hund’s exchange ( = 0),
two orbial avors experience an antiferro-orbial AO)
coupling on these bonds due to JA.l(jC) Eq. B), but are de-
coupled w ithin the (@;b) planes (KAi(?;b) = 0 [13]). This
one-din ensional (1D ) system is unstable towards din er—
ization w ith orbitalsingletsand FM interactionsat every
second bond along the ¢ axis [14], stabilizing the orbital
valence bond (OVB) phase. The spin interactions fi(;"b)
Eqg. @) and the intersinglet interactions along c axis are
AF.In contrast, for large m ore energy is gained when
the orbial singlets resonate along the ¢ direction, giving
uniform FM interactions in the C -AF phase [L0]. W e de—
term ined the quantum energy due to orbital uctuations
using the orbital waves found in the Schulz approxin a—
tion, known to be accurate forweakly coupled AF chains
[L3]. Usihg this approach, the transition from the OVB
to C-AF phase bs?i= 5%e®i%¢ with Q¢ = (; ;0)]
takes place at . / 009 (Fig. [), and the orbial or-

n

FIG .1: Phase diagram ofthe spin-orbitalm odelin the ( ; )
plne at T = 0, re ecting the com petition between oroital
valence bond (OVB), staggered orbitals (C-AF) and orbital
m om ent ordering (OM ), as obtained by the ED of a our-
site embedded chain or = 11 (circles), and in the M FA
(dashed lines). O oitalm om ents In the OM phase (viokt ar-

row s) Induce spin canting pliearrows) with angle . (YVOs3:
r 012, 03 04 106].
dering, h i = Z*e®:%¢ wih Qg = (; ; ), sets I,

prom oted by the AO interactions KAi(?;b) Eq. [@).

T he ground state changes qualitatively at nie and

> 0. The magnetic moments hS¥i induce then the
orbitalm om ents, 2h {i= Fe®:?» , which stagger along
thecaxiswih Qa = (0;0; ). Thisnoveltype ofordering
with ¥ 6 0 can be describbed as a staggered ordering
of com plex orbials a ib (corresponding to ¥ = 1
eigenstates) that com petesat > . wih the staggered
(@=b) ordering of realorbitalswih * 6 0 n the CAF
phase. A Iready at snall the orbitalm om ents induce In
tum opposite to them weak hS¥i6 0 m om ents, low ering
the energy by hS¥ /i < 0. In the OM phase favored
at large  Fig. [), the spin order has therefore two
com ponents: hS?i= S%e®:9¢  and hs¥i= s*eFi%c |

An unbiased Inform ation about the spin and orbitalde—
grees of freedom was obtained by the accurate treatm ent
ofquantum e ectsw ithin the exact diagonalization ED )
m ethod. Thereby the coupled spin-orbital excitations,
tems/ S;S; ; ; mnEq. [), are now fully included.
W e perform ed ED of foursite chains along ¢ axis, both
for free and periodic boundary conditions PBC).

W e were surprised to see that the exact ground state
of a free chain at = = 0 consists indeed in a very
good approxin ation of two orbital singlets on the ex—
temal (12) and (34) FM bonds (ry 11 = 0:729),
connected by an AF bond (23) w ith decoupled orbitals
(r; ir1i=  0:038). The spin correlations are FM /AF
on the extemal/central bond, hS; Sir 11 = 0:95 and

156. W ith increasing the AF interaction weakens,
the sequence of spin m ultiplets labelled by the total spin
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FIG .2: Pair correlations along c axis: (a) orbitalh~ 11,
©) spin hS; Si+ 11, and (c) spin com ponents hSfi (full lines)
and hS{ i (dashed, ong-dashed lines), as functionsof forthe
OVB ( < '’ 037) and theOM ( > () phase, ound by
the ED at = 0:07. FM /AF bonds (ij) in the OVB phase
are shown by solid/dashed lnes in (a) and ().

St isinverted at .’ 0:12, and the ground state changes
from a singlkt (St = 0) to a high-soin (St = 4) state.
At nie no kevelcrossing occurs, but the nondegener—
ate ground state describes a am ooth crossover in the soin
and orbial correlations w ith increasing . W e veri ed
that severalexcited states lie within 0:1J away from the
ground state | allofthem would contribute to themm al
uctuations already at tem peratures T ¥ 30K .

W e sin ulate a cubic system by including In niesin al
symm etry-breaking dim erization eld which favors the
orbital singlkts on the bonds (12) and (34) In a cluster
w ith the PBC, em bedded w ithin one of three phases sta—
bl in the MFA (Fig. [, wih mean— elds determ ined
selfconsistently in each phase. A llphases are character—
ized by nite m agnetic m om ents hS¥1i, either staggered
paiw ise (OVB phase), or aligned (C -AF phase) along c
axis, and weak hSf{imoments. In addition, the orbital
ordering (* 6 0) appears in the OM phase, whilke the
orbitals stagger ( * 6 0) In the C AF phase.

By com puting the energies of di erent phases we ob—
tained the phase diagram that con m s the qualitative
picture extracted from theM FA Fig.[). A Il transitions
are accom panied by reorientation of spins F igs. Id and
@) . The orbitaland spin uctuations change only weakly
at snall values of , weak lrS?l‘i m om ents are ordered
pairw ise on the bonds (12) and (34), and the soin corre—
lationson the ntersinglet bonds are aln ost classical F ig.
) . T hese features show that the spinsand orbitalsareal-
m ost decoupled and the OVB phase isrobust. At > .
the on-site correlations hS¥ i< 0 dom inate, while the
orbial uctuations are suppressed, and the correlation
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FIG.3: Crossover from the C-AF to the OM phase for in—
creasing at = 0:{12: (a) orbial order param eters: *
(dashed line), and I (solid lines) at = 11 ; (b) spin canting
angle = arctan(S*=S%) (see Fig. [ll), as obtained for the
titing: = 5,11 and 20 (dashed, solid and dotted line).

functions by  i#11 approach the classical value % .As
the staggered spin m om ents hS¥1i are induced, the spin
correlations hS; Si;11ibecome soon AF within the OM
phase. In this regin e the spins follow the spin-orbit cou—
pling , and the FM interaction J. is frustrated.

At the transition from the C-AF to the OM phase
the orbital ordering changes from staggered real orbitals
(* %6 0) to staggered orbitalm om ents (* 6 0),as shown
in Fig. @@). As a precursor e ect of the forthcom ing
OM phase, the orbitalm om ents £ are induced already
In the C-AF phase by Increasing . The transition to
the OM phase is accelerated by the increasing tilting an—
gke [Fig.[@)]. Also the spin correlations change here
discontinuously at the transition (ot shown), sin ilar to
the OVB/OM transition Fig.HA@)]. T he staggered spin
com ponents in the OM phase hS¥1i are sim ilarly Jarge to
those shown in Fig.[A(c) oram aller , and the spin cant—
ingangle approaches in theregine 1l.Forre—
alistic param eters orYVO 3: J 30mev [14], 042
(estim ated with Jy = 0:64 €V and intraorbital elem ent
U = 55eV rv? ions [11]), and 03 04 (con—
sidering ' 13meV for freeV 3* fons [18]), one ndsa
com petition between the staggered a=b orbital order pa—
ram eter ( 025) and the orbitalm agnetic m om ents
(0 0330 0:35). This re ects the interplay between
Intersite SE and on-site spin-orbit couplings, and hence
orbial and spin m om ents are not collinear (except for
large values), | in contrast to the conventional pic—
ture where orbitalm om ents lnduced by coupling are
antiparallel to spin, as suggested eg. Orv,0 5 [19].

Finally, we tum to nite tem peratures. W hile the C -
phase cannot dinerize at T = 0, t dimerizesat nite T
due to the Intrinsic instability tow ardsaltemating orbital
singlets 21]. The spin correlationshS; S 11 Fig.[M@)],
found using open boundary conditions, altemate betw een
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FIG.4: D Imerization In the C-AF phassatT > 0: @) soin—
spin correlations hS; Si+ 11 on strong and weak FM bonds
(solid and dashed line); (o) spin response S (q;! ) in thedin er-
ized C-AF phase org= 0; =2; . Inset: lled (open) circles
indicate strong (Weak) features in S (g;!); lines show the t-
ted spin-wave dispersion. Param eters: = 0:12, = 04.

strong and weak FM bonds due to the orbital Pelerls
diner_izatjon,Z = j"hi i+'—”1i hy i~1ij which hasa
distinctmaxinum atT ’ 024J for = 0:2. Consistent
w ith our discussion above, the m odulation ofhS; Sy 11
vanishes in the C phase at low T.

Up to now, the sole experin ental evidence for dim er—
ization of the C phase is the splitting of FM spin waves
In the neutron scattering study ofU Irich et al. [{]. Fig.
4 ) show s the dynam ical spin structure factor S (g;!)
20] cbtained by exact diagonalization of a 4-site cluster
wih PBC at T = 0, assum ing the sam e orbial din er—
ization h~; 311 as found above for T=J = 025. At
g = =2 we observe a splitting of the spin wave sin i~
lar to experim ent. The nite energy ofthe g= 0 mode
results from the -tem and the m ean- eld coupling to
neighbor chains. Additional featuresseen in S ;! ), eg.
forg= at ! 1250, we attrbute to the coupling to
orbial excitations. T he soin-wave energies can be tted
by a sin ple H eisenbergm odelw ith two FM coupling con—
stants: Jo1 = 5{7,J = 33 meV, and a an all anisotropy
term , as shown in the inset (solid lines). A though these
values are strongly reduced by spin-orbi coupling Eg.
[@), they are still larger than those extracted from the
sin waves .n YVO3: 35" = 40and J5,° = 22meV at
T = 85K []. W e attrbute this overestin ate ofexchange
Interactions to quantum uctuations involving the occu—
pancy of xy-orbitals; this w ill be treated elsew here.

Sum m arizing, we have shown that the spin-orbit cou—
pling competes with Hund’s exchange in the soin—
orbitalm odel for cubic vanadates. It leads to a new or-
bialm om ent ordered phase at large and can explain
qualitatively the soin canting and large reduction ofm ag—
netization in the C phase at analler . W e argue that
the 1D orbitalP eierls nstability observed recently in the
C-AF phaseofYVO; [] (@long the c axis) em erges from
a com bination ofquantum e ectsdue to orbitalm om ents
at > 0, and them al uctuationsw hich favordin erized
orbial and spin correlations.
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