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Abstract

The�ve-band Hubbard m odelfora d band with oneelectron persiteisa m odelwhich hasvery

interesting propertieswhen therelevantionsarelocated atsiteswith high (e.g.cubic)sym m etry.

In that case,ifthe crystal�eld splitting is large one m ay consider excitations con�ned to the

lowest threefold degenerate t2g orbitalstates. W hen the electron hopping m atrix elem ent (t) is

m uch sm allerthan theon-siteCoulom b interaction energy (U ),theHubbard m odelcan bem apped

onto the well-known e�ective Ham iltonian (atordert2=U )derived by K ugeland K hom skii(K K ).

Recently we have shown thatthe K K Ham iltonian doesnotsupportlong range spin orderatany

nonzero tem peraturedueto severalnovelhidden sym m etriesthatitpossesses.Hereweextend our

theory to show that these sym m etries also apply to the underlying three-band Hubbard m odel.

Using thesesym m etrieswedevelop a rigorousM erm in-W agnerconstruction,which showsthatthe

three-band Hubbard m odeldoes not support spontaneous long-range spin order at any nonzero

tem peratureand atany orderin t=U {despitethethree-dim ensionallatticestructure.Introduction

ofspin-orbitcouplingdoesallow spin ordering,buteven then theexcitation spectrum isgaplessdue

to a subtle continuous sym m etry. Finally we showed thatthese hidden sym m etries dram atically

sim plify the num ericalexactdiagonalization studiesof�nite clusters.

PACS num bers:75.10.-b,71.27.+ a,75.30.Et,75.30.G w
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The transition m etaloxideshave been thesource ofm any fascinating physicalphenom -

ena such ashigh tem peraturesuperconductivity1,colossalm agnetoresistance2,halfm etallic

perovskites3 and orbiton physics4,5,6.These surprising and diverse physicalpropertiesarise

from strong correlation e�ectsin the3d bands.Asa �rst-step towardsa betterunderstand-

ing ofthese system s,there ism uch recentinterestin the m agnetic propertiesoftransition

m etaloxideswith cubicABO 3 structure,wherethreed-orbitalsaredegenerate
4,5 (seeinset

to Fig.1). In cubic oxide perovskites,the crystal�eld ofthe surrounding oxygen octa-

hedra splits the d-orbitals into a two-fold degenerate eg and a three-fold degenerate t2g

m anifold. In m ostcases,these degeneraciesare furtherlifted by a cooperative Jahn-Teller

(JT)distortion4,and thelow energy physicsiswelldescribed by an e�ectivesuperexchange

spin-only m odel7,8,9. However,som e cubic perovskites,such asLaTiO 3,do notundergo a

signi�cantJT distortion,in spite ofthe orbitaldegeneracy12. W e willm ainly considerthe

sim plest \idealized" version ofthism odel,in which the m agnetic ionsoccupy siteswhose

localsite sym m etry is at least tetragonal. In these system s,the e�ective superexchange

m odelm ustdealwith notonly the spin degreesoffreedom butalso the degenerate orbital

degreesoffreedom 4,5,13.Thelargedegeneracy oftheresulting ground statesm ay then yield

rich phase diagram s,with exotic types oforder,involving a strong interplay between the

spin and orbitalsectors5,10,11.

In the titanates,there isone d electron in the t2g degenerate m anifold,which contains

the wavefunctionsjxi� dyz,jyi� dxz,and jzi� dxy. W e willreferto jxi,jyi,and jzias

\avors." FollowingKugeland Khom skii(KK)13,onestartsfrom aHubbard m odelwith on-

siteCoulom b energy U and nearest-neighbor(nn)hoppingenergy t.ForlargeU,thism odel

can bereduced toan e�ectivesuperexchangem odel,which involvesonly nn spin and orbital

coupling,with energies oforder � = t2=U. This low energy m odelhas been the basis for

theoreticalstudiesofthetitanates.6,13,14,15 In particular,ithasbeen suggested14 thattheKK

Ham iltonian givesrisetoan ordered isotropicspin phase,and thatan energy gap in thespin

excitationscan becaused by spin-orbitinteractions15.However,these papersarebased on

assum ptionsand approxim ationswhich arehard to assess.Recently16 (thiswillbereferred

to as I) we have presented rigorousargum ents which show severalunusualsym m etries of

the KK Ham iltonian. Perhaps the m oststriking sym m etry is the rotationalinvariance of

2



thetotalspin oftheelectronsin �-avororbitalsin each planeperpendicularto the�-axis.

Asreported previously in I,thissym m etry im pliesthatthe system doesnotsupportlong-

rangespin orderatanynonzerotem perature,despitetheunderlyingthree-dim ensionallattice

structure.Inclusion ofspin-orbitinteraction destroystheindependentrotationalinvariance

ofthespin associated with each orbital.Although long-rangeorderatnonzero tem perature

occurswhen thisperturbation isincluded,thespin system stillpossessesenough sym m etry

that the excitation spectrum rem ains gapless.8,9,17 (This conclusion m ight be surprising,

because once spin-orbit interactions are included, the system is expected to distinguish

directionsrelative to those de�ned by the lattice.) The purpose ofthe presentpaperisto

extend thetheoryfortheKK m odelpresented in Itotheunderlyingthree-band t2g Hubbard

m odel,and to elaboratefurtheron theconsequencesoftheseresults.

Briey thispaperisorganized asfollows. In Sec. IIwe introduce the Hubbard m odel,

which form sthe starting pointfor\idealized" treatm entsofthese system s,and we discuss

the KK Ham iltonian which is its byproduct. In Sec. IIIwe derive the sym m etry results

both on theoriginalHubbard m odeland also on theKK Ham iltonian,which arecentralto

m ostofourargum ents.In Sec.IV wegivethedetailsoftheM erm in-W agnerconstruction,

which enablesusto rigorously concludethatthism odeldoesnotsupportlong-rangeorder.

In Sec. V we show how these unusualsym m etrieslead to a dram atic sim pli�cation in the

num ericaldeterm ination ofthe ground state ofa cube ofeight sites governed by the KK

Ham iltonian.In Sec.VIwegiveasym m etry analysiswhich showsthateven in thepresence

ofspin-orbitinteractionstheexcitation spectrum m usthave a gaplessGoldstonem ode.In

Sec.VIIwesum m arizeourwork.Ourm ajorconclusion isthatto understand realphysical

system s,such asLaTiO 3,which do show long-rangespin orderand which do havea gap in

their elem entary excitation spectrum ,it is crucialto include perturbations which destroy

thesym m etriesdescribed here.

II. T H E H A M ILT O N IA N

The system we treat is a sim ple cubic lattice ofions with one electron per ion in a d

band.Following thesem inalwork ofKugeland Khom skii13 (KK),we describe thissystem
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by a Hubbard Ham iltonian H H oftheform

H H =
X

i�

~��N �(i)+
X

ij

X

���

t�� (i;j)c
y

i�� cj�� +
1

2

X

i

X

��

U�� N �(i)N �(i); (1)

wherec
y

i�� createsan electron in theorbitallabeled � in spin state� on siteiand N �(i)=

P

� c
y

i�� ci�� ,~�� � �� � (U�� =2),where�� isthecrystal�eld energy ofthe� orbital,t�� (i;j)

(which weassum etobereal)isthem atrixelem entforhoppingbetween orbital� ofsiteiand

orbital� ofsitej,and U�� isthedirectCoulom b interaction between electronsin orbitals�

and � on thesam esite.NotethatthisHam iltonian doesnotincludethesom ewhatsm aller

Coulom b exchangeterm s.18,19 [W ewriteH H in theaboveform toem phasizethatapartfrom

thehopping term ,theHam iltonian isa function ofN �(i).]W eassum ethatthecrystal�eld

splits the �ve orbitald states into three low-energy t2g states,dyz � jxi,dxz � jyi,and

dxy � jzi and that the two other eg states have high enough energy that we can neglect

theirpresence(Fig.1).Thisstructureisconsistentwith tetragonalorhighersitesym m etry.

(Forstrictly cubic site sym m etry the highertwo statesform a degenerate doubletand the

lower three states a degenerate triplet. Forlower-than-cubic sym m etry the degeneracy in

energy ofthe states is rem oved but,aslong asthe sym m etry istetragonalorhigher,the

wave functions are those listed.) W e con�ne our attention to the wide class ofm aterials

in which hopping between m agnetic ionsism ediated by intervening oxygen ions. In that

case,following KK,wenotethatthehopping m atrix t�� between nn’sisdiagonalin orbital

indicesand also t�� = 0 ifthe nn bond liesalong the � axis,which hasbeen called18 the

\inactive" axis for � hopping. Later on we willdiscuss m odi�cations caused by further-

than-nearest-neighbor hopping via oxygen ions. The sym m etry ofthe nn hopping m atrix

isillustrated in Fig. 2. Note thatthese sym m etries only hold fortetragonalorcubic site

sym m etry.They arebroken by a rotation oftheoxygen octahedra.

W hen t� U,KK reduced theaboveHubbard Ham iltonian atlowestorderin t=U to an

e�ective Ham iltonian forthe m anifold ofstateswhich rem ain when U ! 1 . W e willcall

thisHam iltonian theKK Ham iltonian,and itwillbedenoted H K K .ThisHam iltonian can be

regarded asa m any-band generalization ofthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian,which isobtained

from the single-band Hubbard m odelwith one electron per site,for which the exchange

constantisJ = 4t2=U.To m aketheanalogy with theHeisenberg m odelm oreapparent,the
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KK Ham iltonian isoften written in term sofspin variablesas

H K K = �
X

hiji

Jij[1+ � i� �j] (2)

where Si �
1

2
� i isthe vectorspin operatorforan electron on site i,hijiindicatesthatthe

sum isoverpairsofnearestneighborions,� = t2=U,and theexchange\constant" isnow an

orbitaloperatorwritten in term sofspinlessferm ion operatorsas

Jij =
X

�6= ij

X

�6= ij

a
y

i�ai�a
y

j�aj� ; (3)

wherea
y

i� createsan electron in orbitalj�ion sitei(ofeitherspin)and � 6= ij m eansthat

we sum � overthe valuesx,y,and z,exceptforthe value of� which correspondsto the

coordinatedirection ofthebond ij,which istheinactiveaxisfororbital�.

Forourpurposesitism oreconvenientto writeH K K = H x + H y + H z,where

H � = �
X

hiji2�

X

�;6= �

X

�;�

c
y

i��ci�c
y

j�cj�� ; (4)

wherehiji2 � m eansthatthesum overpairsofnearestneighborsisrestricted to thosefor

which rij isalong an �-axis.Itshould beclearthatH K K willinheritwhateversym m etries

which arepresentin H H,although additionalsym m etriesareto beexpected.Forinstance,

one can regard the elim ination ofstates in which any site isdoubly occupied asresulting

from a canonicaltransform ation which elim inatessuch states.20 Such a program m e can be

carried out for the single band Hubbard m odel,even when it is not at half�lling.21 The

im portant point is that whatever rotationalsym m etries we uncover in H H should apply

also to H K K . On the otherhand,the conservation law thateach site hasa single electron

willonly hold forH K K because itisprecisely the double occupancy siteswhich have been

elim inated by thecanonicaltransform ation.

III. H ID D EN R O TAT IO N A L SY M M ET RY

Previously in I16 wepointed outseveralunusualsym m etriesofthee�ectiveHam iltonian

H K K .Hereweextend ouranalysisto theunderlying Hubbard m odel.Itisusefulto rewrite

H H to display explicitly theform ofthehopping m atrix elem ent:

H H =
X

i��

~��N �(i)+ t
X

ij

0 X

�6= ij

X

�

c
y

i�� cj�� +
1

2

X

i

X

��

U�� N �(i)N �(i); (5)
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where the prim e on the sum overiand j lim itsthissum to the case when these sitesare

nearestneighborsofoneanother.

Firstweshow thatthetotalnum berofelectronsin � orbitalsin any chosen planeofsites

perpendicularto the �-axisisconserved. Forthatpurpose we note thatthe only operator

which changestheoccupancy oforbitalstatesisthehopping term ,T ,where

T = t
X

ij

0 X

�6= ij

X

�

c
y

i�� cj�� : (6)

Electronsin an �-orbitalm ay hop only to another�-orbital.Thus,the totalnum berof�-

electrons(bythiswem eanelectronsin� orbitals)isagoodquantum num ber.19 Furtherm ore,

hoppingbetween �-orbitalscan onlytakeplacewithin thesam e�-plane,i.e.within thesam e

planeperpendiculartothe�-axis,which istheinactiveaxisfor�-avorelectrons.Thus,the

totalnum berof�-electronsin each �-planeisagood quantum num ber,sothattheoperator

N �(�0)com m uteswith theHam iltonian,where

N �(�0) �
X

i2�0

X

�

c
y

i�� ci�� : (7)

Here the notation i2 �0 indicatesthatiissum m ed overallsitesin the �-planeforwhich

ri� = �0,whereri� isthe� com ponentoftheposition ofsitei.Asm entioned,thisproperty

m ustbeinherited by theKK Ham iltonian,and indeed onecan show thisexplicitly.16

W e now consider the m uch m ore generalsym m etry induced by an arbitrary unitary

transform ation am ong spin states ofa given orbitalavor. W e consider the e�ect ofthe

transform ation applied to operatorson sitei,

c
y

i�� =
X

�

U ��~c
y

i�� (8)

and

ci�� =
X

�

U
�
��~ci�� =

X

�

U
y
��~ci�� ; (9)

where U isan arbitrary two dim ensionalunitary m atrix and � isa �xed avorthe choice

ofwhich isarbitrary.Notethat

N �(i) =
X

�

c
y

i�� ci�� =
X

���

U ��U
y
��~c

y

i�� ~ci��

=
X

��

h

U
y
U

i

��
~c
y

i�� ~ci��

=
X

�

~c
y

i�� ~ci�� =
~N �(i): (10)
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Thisshowsthatthe �rstand third term sofEq. (5)are invariantunderthistype oflocal

unitary transform ation applied only to orbital� on site i. The second term willlikewise

be invariant under an arbitrary U2 transform ation,providing we transform alloperators

connected by hopping in thesam eway.Thism eansthatweset

c
y

i�� =
X

�

U ��(i;�)~c
y

i�� (11)

and

ci�� =
X

�

U
y
��(i;�)~ci�� ; (12)

where U (i;�)isthe unit(2� 2)m atrix,unlessboth � = � and iisin the given �-plane:

ri� = �0,in which case U (i;�) = U ,where U is an arbitrary two dim ensionalunitary

m atrix.Thusweapply thetransform ation U to allelectronsofa given orbitalavorwhich

are in an arbitrarily chosen plane perpendicularto the inactive axisfor this avor. To see

whatthism eans,wewritethespin operatorfor�-electronsin thechosen planeas

S�(�0)=
X

ri� = �0

X

��

c
y

i�� � ��ci�� �
X

ri� = �0

Si� ; (13)

where Si� is the vector spin operator for electrons on site ioforbitalavor �. Then we

conclude thatsince U is an arbitrarily chosen unitary m atrix the above discussion shows

thatS�(�0),thetotalspin sum m ed overallelectronsin orbital� which arein anyarbitrarily

chosen � plane can be rotated arbitrarily atzero costin energy. In otherwordsthe total

spin ofthisorbitalavorin an arbitrarily chosen planeperpendicularto theinactiveaxisof

thisavor,aswellasthe z-com ponentofthistotalspin,are also good quantum num bers.

Applying the transform ation (11) and (12) to the KK Ham iltonian (4) we note that,as

should bethecase,thisHam iltonian isalso invariantundertherotation ofthetotalspin of

allelectronsin orbital� in a given �-plane.

W e now discussthese results. Firstofall,the KK Ham iltonian ofEq. (2)issom ewhat

sim ilartotheHeisenbergHam iltonian in thatitinvolvesthescalarproductofspin operators

on di�erent sites. This form guarantees that the Ham iltonian is invariant under a global

rotationofspin.W ehavedem onstrated am uch strongersym m etry,which onlyholdsbecause

theconstantadded to� i� �j in Eq.(2)isunity.[Only in thiscaseisitpossibletowriteEq.

(4)in thealternateform ofEq.(2).]Furtherm ore,had weallowed Coulom b exchangein the

Hubbard Ham iltonian,that is,had we allowed spin exchange in the Coulom b interaction
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term ofEq. (5),then we would have globalspin rotation (justasin the Heisenberg case),

butwewould nothavehad theinvarianceagainstindependentrotationsofthespinsofeach

avor.In fact,any interaction which allowsan electron ofoneorbitalavorto convert(via

hopping orsom e otherinteraction)into a di�erentorbitalavorwillalso clearly invalidate

the property thatallowsindependent spin rotationsfordi�erentorbitalavors. Probably

them ostim portantperturbation which allowssuch o�-diagonalhopping in orbitalavoris

the non-collinearM � O � M bonding due to the rotation ofthe M O6-octahedra in real

transition m etaloxides. Thisrotation angle is156o in LaTiO 3
12 and therefore ithasto be

taken intoaccountin any theory toexplain theobserved experim entalpropertiesofLaTiO 3.

Sim ilarly,this sym m etry is also destroyed by spin-orbit interactions, Coulom b exchange

interactions,hopping between second nearestneighboroxygen ions,and lessim portantly by

directexchange between nearestneighboring Tiionsand by dipolarinteractions.

IV . M ER M IN -W A G N ER C O N ST R U C T IO N

In I we used a M erm in-W agner construction22 to establish the absence oflong-range

spin order due to the KK Ham iltonian in three (orless) dim ensions,but we did notgive

fulldetails ofthis construction. Here we present such a construction,but obtain a m ore

powerfulresultby working with theHubbard Ham iltonian.Resultsobtained from the KK

Ham iltonian are only valid to leading orderin t=U. By working with the Hubbard m odel

Ham iltonian,wewillestablish these resultsto allordersin t=U fortheHam iltonian ofEq.

(5).

TheM erm in-W agnerconstruction relieson theBogoliubov inequality,23 which is

1

2
h[[C;H ]� ;C

y]� ihfA;A
y
g+ i� kTjh[C;A]�ij

2
: (14)

where hX idenotes the canonicalaverage ofthe operatorX attem perature T,[X ;Y ]� is

thecom m utatorofX and Y and fX ;Y g+ istheanticom m utatorofX and Y .Asweshall

see,itisalso crucialto notethat

CH � h[[C;H ]� ;C
y]� i> 0 ; (15)

unless[C;H ]� = 0,in which CH = 0.To verify thiswe write outthe expression forCH in
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term softhesystem ’sexactenergy eigenstates,jni:

CH =
X

n;m

pn

"

hnjCjm i(E m � En)hm jC
y
jni� hnjC

y
jm ihm jCjni(E n � Em )

#

; (16)

with pn = e��E n=Z,whereZ isthepartition function,

Z =
X

n

e
��E n ; (17)

and � = 1=(kT).In thesecond term ofEq.(16)weinterchangetherolesofn and m ,after

which weobtain

CH =
X

n;m

jhnjCjm ij
2[pn � pm ][E m � En]: (18)

W ehavethat

[pn � pm ][E m � En]= Z
�1
e
��(E n + E m )=2(2E n;m sinh[(�E n;m =2]) ; (19)

where E n;m = E n � Em .Thusthesum m and in Eq.(18)isnonnegative.In fact,forCH to

be zero,one hasto have hnjCjm i= 0 wheneverE n 6= E m . In otherwords,CH isrealand

nonnegativeand can only bezero iftheoperatorC com m uteswith theHam iltonian,a case

wewillnotencounterhere.

Forthepurposesofthisconstruction wewilladd totheHam iltonian aterm conjugateto

them agnetization atwavevectorK ofelectronsin �-orbitals,so thatwetreattheHam ilto-

nian

H = H H �
1

2
h
X

R

e
iK �R[c

y

R �"cR �" � c
y

R �#cR �#]� HH � h
X

R

e
iK �R

S
z
R �

� HH � hN S
z
K � ; (20)

where SR � isthe spin operatorforthe � orbitalofsite R ,asin Eq. (13). W e willsetthe

order-param eterwavevectorK to bezero to exclude ferrom agneticlong-rangeorderand to

be(�;�;�)=a toexcludeantiferrom agneticlong-rangeorder,wherea isthelatticeconstant.

However,ascan beseen later,wem ay chooseK arbitrarily,in which caseourconstruction

excludesthepossibility oflong-rangeorderatwhateverK ischosen.

To ruleoutlong-rangespin ordering,weapply Eq.(14)taking

Ck =
X

R

e
�ik�R

c
y

R �"cR �# ; (21)
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A k =
X

R

e
i(k+ K )�R

c
y

R �#cR �" ; (22)

where R is a lattice site. Note that the operator c
y

R �"cR �# can be identi�ed as S+

R �,the

raising operatorforSR �.Then Eq.(14)gives

X

k

hfA k;A
y

k
g+ i� 2kT

X

k

jh[Ck;A k]� ij
2

h[[Ck;H ]� ;C
y

k
]� i

: (23)

Hereand below thesum overk isovertheN wavevectorsofthe�rstBrillouin zone,where

N isthetotalnum berofsites.W ehave

X

k

hfA k;A
y

k
g+ i=

X

k

X

R

X

S

e
i(k+ K )�R

e
�i(k+ K )�S

hfc
y

R �#cR �";c
y

S�"cS�#g+ i: (24)

Thesum overk givesN �R ;S,so that

X

k

hfA k;A
y

k
g+ i= N

X

R

hfc
y

R �#cR �";c
y

R �"cR �#g+ i: (25)

Herethesum overR consistsofa sum of2N products,each ofwhich isbounded by unity.

Thuswehave

2N 2
�

X

k

hfA k;A
y

k
g+ i (26)

which gives

N
2
� kT

X

k

jh[Ck;A k]� ij
2

h[[Ck;H ]� ;C
y

k
]� i

: (27)

Now weevaluate

[Ck;A k]� =
X

R ;S

e
�ik�R

e
i(k+ K )�S[c

y

R �"cR �#;c
y

S�#cS�"]�

=
X

R

e
iK �R[c

y

R �"cR �#;c
y

R �#cR �"]� : (28)

Using

[AB ;CD ]� = AfB ;Cg+ D � fA;Cg+ B D + CAfB ;D g+ � CfA;D g+ B : (29)

wethen get

[c
y

R �"cR �#;c
y

R �#cR �"]� = c
y

R �"cR �" � c
y

R �#cR �# (30)
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(which isnothing m orethan [S+

R �;S
�
R �]� = 2Sz

R �),so that

h[Ck;A k]� i = 2
X

R

e
iK �R

sz(�;R )= 2N S z
K � : (31)

ForK = 0 Sz
K � is the z-com ponent ofthe spin per site of�-avor orbitals and for K =

(�;�;�)a itisthez-com ponentofthestaggered m agnetization persiteof�-avororbitals.

(ForgeneralK itistheam plitudeoftheFouriercom ponentofthez-com ponentofspin of�-

avororbitalsatwavevectorK .) W econcentrateontheferrom agneticand antiferrom agnetic

cases.W ehavetheinequality

1� 4kTjSz
K �j

2
X

k

hX ki
�1

; (32)

whereX k ispositiverealand isgiven by

X k = [[Ck;H ]� ;C
y

k
]� : (33)

Now weneed thedoublecom m utatorofCk with H .TheHam iltonian isthesum offour

term s:T1 involving thehoppingm atrix elem entt
�
ij,T2 involving thecrystal�eld energies��,

T3 the on-site Coulom b interaction,and T4 the interaction with the staggered �eld h > 0.

SinceT2 and T3 depend only on N �(i),onecan establish that

[Ck;T2]� = [Ck;T3]� = 0 : (34)

Also

[Ck;T4]� = h
X

R

e
i(K �k)�R

c
y

R �"cR �# (35)

so that

h[[Ck;T4]� ;C
y

k
]� i = hh

X

R

e
iK �R[c

y

R �"cR �# ;c
y

R �#cR �"]� i

= h
X

R

e
iK �R

h[c
y

R �"cR �" � c
y

R �#cR �#]i

= 2N hSz
K � : (36)

Thecrucialcalculation isthecom m utatorinvolving T1:

Yk � [Ck;T1]� =
X

R

e
�ik�R [c

y

R �"cR �#;
X

S;T ;�

t�(S;T )c
y

S�� cT �� ]� ; (37)
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where R ,S,and T are lattice sitesand we dropped term sinvolving orbitalsotherthan �

sincethey obviously com m utewith Ck.Also in thissection wesett�(R ;S)= t�(R � S)to

denotethehopping m atrix elem ent(assum ed to benonnegativeforconvenience)between �

orbitalson sitesR and S and weuset�(R )= t�(� R ).

W ehave

Yk =
X

R ST �

e
�ik�R

t�(S;T )
h

c
y

R �"cR �#;c
y

S�� cT ��

i

�

=
X

R ST

e
�ik�R

t�(S;T )
h

c
y

R �"�R ;ScT �# � c
y

S�"�R ;T cR �#

i

=
X

R �

e
�ik�R

t�(�)
�

1� e
�ik��

�

c
y

R �"cR +� �#
; (38)

where� isa nearest-neighborvector.Then

X k � [[Ck;T1]� ;C
y

k
]� + 2N hSz

K � = [Yk;C
y

k
]� + 2N hSz

K �

=
X

R S�
e
ik�(S�R )

t�(�)
�

1� e
�ik��

�h

c
y

R �"cR +� �#
;c

y

S�#cS�"

i

�
+ 2N hSz

K �

=
X

R �

t�(�)
�

1� e
�ik��

��

e
ik��

c
y

R �"cR +� �"
� c

y

R �#cR +��#

�

+ 2N hSz
K �

=
X

R �
t�(�)

"�

e
ik��

� 1

�

c
y

R �"cR +� �"
+

�

e
�ik��

� 1

�

c
y

R �#cR +� �#

#

+ 2N hSz
S� : (39)

According to Eq.(15)the quantity hX kiisrealand positive (no m atterwhatthe value

ofk)and thereforewecan m aintain theinequality (32)ifwereplacethesum S,where

S �
X

k

1

hX ki
; (40)

by a quantity which islessthan S.To do thatwewrite

S �
X

k

1

2

 

1

hX ki
+

1

hX �k i

!

�
X

k

2

hX ki+ hX �k i
: (41)

Thisfollowsfrom the factthatwhen a and b are positive,then a�1 + b�1 � 4=(a+ b).

Thus

1� 8kTjSz
K �j

2
X

k

[hX ki+ hX �k i]
�1

: (42)
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Here

[hX ki+ hX �k i]=2 =
X

R �
t�(�)

"

[cos(k � �)� 1]
�

hc
y

R �"cR +��"
i+ hc

y

R �#cR +� �#
i
�
#

+2N hSz
K � : (43)

Since the quantity on the right-hand side ofEq. (43) is positive,we m ay replace it

(without increasing S) by the sum ofthe absolute values ofbounds to its term s,so that

�nally Eq.(42)yields

4kTjSz
K �j

2
�

"

1

N

X

k

0

@
X

�
t�(�)[1� cos(k � �)]+ hjS

z
K �j

1

A

�1 #�1

= t=I ; (44)

where

I =
t

N

X

k

 
X

�
t�(�)[1� cos(k � �)]+ hjS

z
K �j

! �1

; (45)

and wehaveused thebound

jhc
y

R +��"
cR �"i+ hc

y

R +� �#
cR �#ij� 2C0 ; (46)

where C0 = 1. In Iwe gave the resultobtained in an entirely analogousfashion from the

KK Ham iltonian. That result is valid for the KK Ham iltonian,which itselfassum es the

validity ofthe expansion in powers oft=U. Thatresultcould be obtained here by noting

thatto lowestorderin perturbation theory in t=U,the left-hand side ofEq. (46)isgiven

by24 C0 � 2jtj=U. The presentresultavoids any rigorousdiscussion ofthe validity ofthe

expansion in powersoft=U,butusesthe m uch cruderbound ofEq. (46)with C0 = 1. In

any event,an entirely analogousconstruction can be carried outforthe KK Ham iltonian,

asdiscussed in I.

Theanalysiscan now belessform al.W eestim atethequantity I on theright-hand side

ofEq.(45).For� = z,forexam ple,wehave

X

�

t�(�)[1� cos(k � �]= 2t[2� cos(kxa)� cos(kya)]: (47)

Sincethesum overk isdom inated by sm alljkj,wem ay write

I = A

Z
x0

0

2k? dk?

k2? + B hjSz
K zj=t

= A ln

"

1+
tx20

B hjSz
K zj

#

; (48)
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whereA,B ,and x0 areconstantsoforderunity,whoseexactvaluesneed notconcern us.In

allweobtain thebound

jS
z
K zj� A

0
T
�1=2

jlnjhj=tj�1=2 ; (49)

whereA 0isa constant.Obviously,thisbound appliesalso to any oftheothercom ponents,

S
�

K �,ofthespin ofany avor�.Thisbound im pliesthatash ! 0,wem usthavejS
�

K �j! 0,

forallchoicesofK ,�,and �.ThusweconcludethatthisHubbard m odel(and perforcealso

theKK Ham iltonian obtained from it)can notsupportspontaneouslong-rangespin orderat

any nonzero tem perature.Ourrigorousargum entshavenothing to say aboutorbitalorder.

However,webelievethatthereisno spontaneouslong-rangeorbitalorderfortheKK m odel

with no spin-orbitinteractions.

From theform ofthebound wealso expectthatthelowercriticaldim ension fortheap-

pearanceoflong-rangespin orderisd< = 3.Aswillbediscussed elsewhere,25 thisconclusion

can also beunderstood within a renorm alization group analysis.

The above developm entallowsusto m ake som e com m entson whetherornotthere can

bespontaneousbreaking ofparity sym m etry.Notethattheaverageofthequantity on the

right-hand sideofEq.(39)m ustbepositive.However,apartfrom theterm proportionalto

h,thisquantity vanishesfork = 0 and hasa term linearin k.Theterm linearin k givesa

contribution to hX kiof

�hXki = i
X

R �
t�(�)(k � �)hcy

R �"cR +��"
� c

y

R �#cR +� �#
i: (50)

Thisquantity m ustbe real,butm ustalso go to zero ash ! 0,in orderthathX kialways

be positive. Ifparity ispreserved,then,ofcourse,hc
y

R �� cR +� ��
i= hc

y

R �� cR �� ��
iand the

term linear in k does vanish. The converse,is not quite proven,because the quantity in

Eq. (50)could vanish withoutparity being m aintained. So,thisdevelopm ent rules outa

spin-independentbreaking ofparity.In addition,werem ind thereaderthatwe can choose

K arbitrarily,afterwhich theaboveargum entrulesoutspontaneoushelicalspin order.

V . EX A C T D IA G O N A LIZAT IO N

In this section we show that the hidden sym m etries discussed above are very useful

in sim plifying the exact num ericalstudies ofsm allclusters. Such cluster studies are very

14



im portant,becausetheyprovideawayofcheckinganalyticalresultsandalsogiveinsightinto

thenatureoftheground statewhen thereisnolongrangeorder.Them ain problem in such

studiesof�nite clustersisusually the large m atrix sizesthathave to be diagonalized. For

exam ple,to treattheKK Ham iltonian fora cubeofeightsitesrequiresthediagonalization

ofa m atrix ofdim ensionality 68 � 1:7 m illion. Since the KK Ham iltonian is rotationally

invariant,onecan obtain thefullspectrum by working within thesubspace of
P

8

i= 1S
z
i = 0,

wherethesizeoftheHam iltonian m atrix isnow reduced to 70� 38 � 1=2 m illion.Thespin

degeneracy ofeach individualstatein thism anifold is2S + 1,whereS(S + 1)isthesquare

ofthetotalspin ofthewavefunction.

Initially we obtained the low-energy spectrum ofeigenstatesfora cube ofeightTiions

by diagonalizing the 1/2 m illion dim ensionalm atrix described above. Since the Ham ilto-

nian m atrix is very sparse,it is possible to obtain the eigenvalues and the corresponding

eigenvectors in a sm allintervalofthe spectrum starting from the lowesteigenvalue,using

a standard sparse m atrix diagonalization routine. The ground state isfound to be three-

fold degenerate,with energy � 6:2716�. By analyzing the wavefunctionswe found thatthe

ground state had a totalspin S = 0 and eitherN x = 4;N y = 4;N z = 0,orthe two cyclic

perm utationsofthesequantum num bers,whereN � isthetotalnum berof�-avorelectrons.

The sam e energy spectrum and the corresponding wavefunctions can also be found by

diagonalizingm uch sm allerm atricesifoneworkswithin am anifold de�ned by theconserved

num bersapplied to each faceofthecube(seeFig.3).W eactually haveeighteen conserved

quantum num bersand thereisan astonishing num ericalsim pli�cation when m axim aluseis

m adeofthesesym m etries.Forexam ple,theground statefound by dealing with them atrix

ofdim ensionality 1/2 m illion could alternatively befound by diagonalizing theHam iltonian

m atrixwithinam anifoldofjust16states!GiventhefactthatthegroundstatehasS = 0and

N x = N y = 4,onecan easily concludethatthiscorrespondstohavingN x;1 = 2electronsin x

orbitalsinthe�rstx-planeandN x;2 = 2electronsinx orbitalsinthesecond x-plane.Forany

asym m etricchoice,such asN x;1 = 1and N x;2 = 3,forinstance,onewould havean additional

degeneracy associated with interchangingN x;1 and N x;2.Thusweweresurethatthesestates

found num erically had to have the quantum num bers N x;1 = N x;2 = N y;1 = N y;2 = 2. In

addition,thetotalspin ofthetwo x electronsin each x-planehad to bezero in orderto be

consistentwith thelack ofspin degeneracy.Thusitwasclearthattheground statehad to

15



consistofa sum ofterm s,each term being a productoffourspin singlets.W ede�ne

j(ij)xi� 2�1=2 [c
y

ix"c
y

jx# � c
y

ix#c
y

jx"]jvaci= j(ji)xi; (51)

with a sim ilarde�nition of(ij)y,where jvaciisthe vacuum state. Then the ground state

consistsofa linearcom bination ofterm s,each term being a productoffourdim ersinglets

which wewriteas

j(ij)x(kl)x(m n)y(op)yi; (52)

wherethesitesiand jarein the�rstx-plane,k and larein thesecond x-plane,m and n are

in the�rsty-plane,and o and p arein thesecond y-plane.Thedom inantcon�gurationsin

theground statearethedim erstateswith thelowestexpectation valueoftheHam iltonian,

nam ely thestatesin panels(b)and (c)ofFig.3.From oneofthese,say,theoneshown in

panel(c),onecan generatethem anifold ofstateswhich can beobtained by hopping along

one orm ore ofthe z-directed bonds,labeled a,b,c,and d in the �gure. The Ham iltonian

m atrix within thism anifold of16 states,isgiven explicitly in Table I.26 To constructthis

m atrix weused thefactthat

h(ij)�jH K K j(ij)�i (53)

is� � ifsitesiand j are nn’salong an axiswhich isnotinactive for� orbitals. Otherwise

thism atrix elem entiszero.(Forinstance,diagonaldim ersliketheX and Y dim ersinvolved

in thehopping shown in panel(d)ofFig.3 m akezero contribution to thediagonalm atrix

elem ent.So con�guration (d)hasa diagonalm atrix elem entof� 2� dueto thenn X and Y

dim ers.) Also them atrix elem ent

h(ij)x(m n)yjH j(m j)x(in)yi (54)

hasthe value � � ifthe sitesiand m which are involved in the hopping are nn’salong the

active (z)direction,and iszero otherwise. Itisam azing to usthatthe originalHam ilto-

nian,which wasobtained from a m atrix ofdim ensionality approxim ately 1/2 m illion,could

be reduced by sym m etry considerations to an eigenvalue problem ofdim ension 16. The

existence ofthese sym m etries was num erically con�rm ed when we found the sam e value

forthe ground state energy from the 16 dim ensionalm atrix asfrom the fullm atrix. The

ground-statewavefunction,in term softhestatesin theorderused forthem atrix,is

(�;�;�;�;�;;;�;�;;;�;�;�;�;�); (55)
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where� = 0:40915,� = 0:23235, = 0:21758,and � = 0:14819.

V I. SY M M ET RY , SP IN -O R B IT IN T ER A C T IO N , A N D T H E EX C ITAT IO N

SP EC T R U M

Hereweconsidertheaddition ofaperturbation which breaksthesym m etry whereby each

orbitalavorofspin can independently berotated atzero costin energy.Forconcreteness

weconsiderthespin-orbitinteraction.Possibly one’s�rstintuition aboutthee�ectofspin-

orbitinteraction would bethatitwould causethesystem toexhibitlong-rangeorder(thisis

correct)and thattheelem entary excitation spectrum would havea gap,becausetheorbits

would de�ne a set offavored directions. In a study ofa sim ilar Hubbard m odelfor the

cuprates this second conclusion was shown to be false.8 In fact,there it was shown that

addition ofspin-orbitinteractionsto an isotropic Hubbard m odeldid notlead to a gap in

thespin-wavespectrum ,butthata gap doesresultwith theaddition ofboth spin-orbitand

Coulom b exchangeinteractions(thesearesom etim escalled Hund’srulecoupling).Herewe

willestablish the�rstpartofthisscenario,nam ely thatadding only spin-orbitinteractions

to the KK Ham iltonian orto the Hubbard m odelofEq. (1)doesnotlead to a gap in the

excitation spectrum .

Following Ref.8 wenow introducea transform ation to pseudo-spin which yieldsa rota-

tionally invariantHam iltonian.W ewrite27

ci�� =
X

�

[� �]��di�� ; (56)

whered
y

i�� createsan electron in orbital� ofsiteiwith pseudospin �.Sincepseudospin isnot

them ostintuitiveconcept,wewillheregiveadiscussion thatavoidsuseofthisquantity.In

term sof\real"spin wewillshow thattheHam iltonian isinvariantunderthetransform ation

ci�� =
X

�

V
(�)
�� ~ci�� ; (57)

where

V
(�) = ��U �� ; (58)

with an arbitrary unitary m atrix,U .
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W e now consider the e�ect ofthis transform ation on the Hubbard m odelofEq. (1).

The Coulom b interaction and single-site crystal-�eld energy are both clearly invariantun-

derthistransform ation,becausethey only depend on thetotalnum berofelectronsin each

orbital,
P

� c
y

i�� ci�� ,and thisquantity isnotchanged by thistransform ation.Sincehopping

isdiagonalin theorbitalindices,thehopping term isalso invariantunderthistransform a-

tion.Finally,we study how theadditionalspin-orbitinteraction transform s.W ewrite this

interaction as

VS�O = �
X

i

X

��

X

��

h�jL j�i[� ]��c
y

i�� ci�� ; (59)

whereh�jL j�iistheorbitalangularm om entum m atrix elem ent,and isnonzero only when

�,� and  arealldi�erent:

h�jL �ji= � i��� : (60)

Thus

VS�O = �
X

i

X

��

X

��

X

��

h�jL j�i[�]�;�

h

V
(�)
��

i�
~c
y

i��V
(�)
�� ~ci��

� �
X

i

X

��

X

��

h�jL j�iM ��~c
y

i��~ci�� ; (61)

where

M �� =
X

��

[� ]�;�

h

V
(�)

i�

��
V

(�)
��

=

 

[V (�)]
y
[� ][V

(�)]

!

��

=
h

� �U
y� �� � �U � �

i

��
: (62)

Theorbitalm atrix elem enth�jL j�iguaranteesthatallthreeoftheseindicesaredi�erent.

In thatcaseweset

� �� � � = i��� I ; (63)

whereI istheunitm atrix and ��� istheantisym m etric tensor.Thus

M �� = i���

h

� �U
y
U � �

i

��
= i��� [� �� �]��

= �
2

�� [� ]�� : (64)
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Since thism atrix hasthe sam e form asbeforethe transform ation,we have shown thatthe

Hubbard Ham iltonian with spin-orbitinteractionsisinvariantagainstthetransform ation by

theunitary m atrix ofEq.(58),whereU isan arbitrary unitary m atrix.Thustheinvariance

with respectto arbitrary rotation ofpseudospin givesriseto an arbitrary transform ation of

realspin. This indicates that there is a continuously degenerate m anifold forthe ground

state,and thereforewedo notexpecta gap in theexcitation spectrum .A rigorousanalysis

ofthestructureoftheGoldstonem odesism orecom plicated28 and m ay requirea statem ent

ofwhetherornotthereislong-rangeorderin theorbitalsector,in ordertosay whetherthese

m odesarepropagatingordi�usive.Intuitively itseem slikely thatifthereislong-rangespin

order,thereshould bepropagating spin-wavem odes,atleastoneofwhich by ourargum ent

willnothavean energy gap atzero wavevector.

One �nalpoint isworth noting. W e have discussed thatwe expect long-range antifer-

rom agnetic spin ordering in the presence ofspin-orbit coupling. Once we have antiferro-

m agnetic spin order,the spin-orbit perturbation acts like a staggered �eld on the orbital

variable,thusinducing long-rangeantiferrom agneticorderin theorbitalvariablehLi.This

type oforbitalordering isnotthe sam e asthatin which the therm alexpectation value of

theorbitaloccupation num bers,hN �i,becom eunequalto oneanother.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveanalyzed severalunusualsym m etriesofthethree-band t2g Hubbard

m odeland the associated low-energy KK Ham iltonian forthree-fold degenerate orbitalsin

theidealABO 3 cubicstructure.Aspointed outpreviously
19,itisevidentthatthetotalnum -

berofelectronsin any ofthethreeorbitalstatesisa good quantum num ber.In addition,16

thenum berofelectronsin anyarbitrarilychosen planeperpendiculartothe�-axiswhich are

in � orbitalsisalso a good quantum num ber.W eshowed thattheHam iltonian isinvariant

with respect to independently rotating the spins ofany single orbitalstate � forallspins

in an arbitrarily chosen plane perpendicular to the �-axis (which is the inactive axis for

such orbitalspins).Thesesym m etrieslead to a dram aticsim pli�cation in num ericaldiago-

nalizations,aswe illustrated by discussing exactdiagonalizationsfora cube ofeightsites.

Furtherm ore,using these sym m etries we develop a rigorousM erm in-W agnerconstruction,

which showsthatthe Hubbard m odel(and perforce the KK Ham iltonian derived from it)
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does not support spontaneous long-range spin order at any nonzero tem perature. These

unusualsym m etriesare destroyed by alm ostany realistic perturbation. In the presence of

spin-orbitcoupling,forinstance,weshow thata specialinvariancewith respectto rotation

ofpseudo-spin rem ainsunbroken and duetothiscontinuoussym m etry weexpecttheexcita-

tion spectrum tohaveatleastonegaplessGoldstonem ode.In analogy with thesituation in

thecuprates8,17,thegap onem ighthaveexpected in thepresence ofspin-orbitinteractions

willonly develop in thepresence ofboth spin-orbitand Coulom b exchangeinteractions.29

Ofcourse, in realsystem s, such as LaTiO 3, long-range spin order and a gap in the

elem entary excitation spectrum areobserved.11 However,any credibleexpression forTc,for

instance,m ustinvolveaperturbation beyond theisotropic\bare"KK m odel,because,aswe

haveshown,thism odeldoesnotsupportlong-rangespin order.Elsewhere29 wediscussthe

typeoflong-rangeorderwhich m ean-�eld theorypredictswhen variousperturbationssuch as

a)spin-orbitinteractions,b)nnn hopping,and c)Hund’srulecoupling areadded totheKK

Ham iltonian.In addition,an im portantfactorto consideristhedistortion and/orrotation

ofthe oxygen octahedra surrounding each Tiion. Sim ilarly,to be credible any theoretical

expression forthe gap in the excitation spectrum m ustinvolve perturbationsbeyond spin-

orbitinteractions,becausewehaveshown thatwith onlyspin-orbitinteractionsadded tothe

\bare" KK Ham iltonian,theexcitation spectrum isgapless.Finally,wenotethatitwould

be very interesting to study an experim entalsystem with as sm allas possible deviations

from the \bare" KK m odel. Such a system would show quite exotic properties (such as

peculiartwo-dim ensionalcorrelationsofspinsassociated with di�erentorbitalavors).
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TABLE I:Ham iltonian m atrix forthe ground m anifold in unitsof�. The statesare speci�ed by

hopsrelative to thestate j0ishown in Fig.3c.(So a indicateshopping along the z-directed bond

labeled a,and sim ilarly forb,c,and d.) W e introduce thenotation �� abcd�.

0 a b c d ab bc bd ac ad cd d c b a 0

0 � 4 � 1 � 1 � 1 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

a � 1 � 2 0 0 0 � 1 0 0 � 1 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

b � 1 0 � 2 0 0 � 1 � 1 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

c � 1 0 0 � 2 0 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 0 0 0 0

d � 1 0 0 0 � 2 0 0 � 1 0 � 1 � 1 0 0 0 0 0

ab 0 � 1 � 1 0 0 � 2 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 � 1 0 0 0

bc 0 0 � 1 � 1 0 0 � 2 0 0 0 0 � 1 0 0 � 1 0

bd 0 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 0 � 1 0

ac 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 0

ad 0 � 1 0 0 � 1 0 0 0 0 � 2 0 0 � 1 � 1 0 0

cd 0 0 0 � 1 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 � 2 0 0 � 1 � 1 0

d 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 � 1 0 � 1 0 0 � 2 0 0 0 � 1

c 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 0 � 2 0 0 � 1

b 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 � 1 � 1 0 0 � 2 0 � 1

a 0 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 � 1 0 0 � 1 0 0 0 � 2 � 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � 1 � 1 � 1 � 1 � 4
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FIG .1: A schem atic view ofthe splitting ofthe �ve-fold orbitals undercubic crystal�eld. The

transition m etalislocated atthecenterofthe oxygen octahedron.
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FIG .2:Sym m etry ofthehoppingm atrix elem entforcubicsitesym m etry.(a)Thehoppingm atrix

between di�erentavorsiszero.(b)Thez-axisisinactive forz orbitals.
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FIG .3: Spin and orbitalcon�gurationsfora cube ofeightsites. The thick linesindicate singlet

spin states (dim ers) and X and Y indicate the orbitalstates of the electrons. (a) Schem atic

illustration ofthequantum num bersassociated with occupation of�orbitalsin an �-plane.(Sim ilar

spin quantum num bersare notshown.) (b)and (c)Dom inantcon�gurationsin the ground state

wavefunction.Hopping between x and y orbitalstatesisonly allowed along z-direction bondsand

these bondsare labeled in panel(c). (d)A subdom inantcon�guration in the ground state which

isobtained from (c)by allowing theinterchangeoftwo (X and Y )electronsalong thez-axisbond

labeled \d" while each electron retains its m em bership in its originalspin singlets (even though

the position ofthe electron haschanged). Ifj0idenotescon�guration (c),then con�guration (b)

isj0i� abcdj0iand (d)isdj0iin thenotation ofTableI.W e also show (e)and (f)stateswith the

sam equantum num bersbutwhich arenotcoupled to them anifold of16 statesweanalyze.These

two statesare actually eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian with energy � 4�.
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