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M icroscopicinvestigation isperform ed forintersitem ultipolarinteractionsin theorbitally

degenerate Anderson lattice,with CeB6 taken as an exem plary target.In addition to the

f0 interm ediate state,f2 Hund’s-rule ground statesare included asinterm ediate statesfor

theinteractions.Theconduction-band statesaretaken asplanewavesand thehybridization

as spherically sym m etric.The spatialdependences ofm ultipolar interactions are given by

therelativeweightofpartialwavecom ponentsalong thepairofsites.Itisclari�ed how the

theanisotropy arisesin theinteractionsdepending on theorbitaldegeneracy and thespatial

con�guration.The stability ofthe �5 antiferro-quadrupole order in the phase II ofCeB6

is consistent with our m odel.M oreover,the pseudo-dipole interactions follow a tendency

required by the phenom enologicalm odelforthe phaseIII.

KEYW ORDS:quadrupoleorder,orbitaldegeneracy,pseudo-dipole,octupole,Anderson lattice,

RKKY interaction

1. Introduction

Rare-earth com poundswith orbitaldegreesoffreedom havebeen attractingm uch interest.

Am ong them ,CeB6 showsantiferro-quadrupolar(AFQ )ordering below TQ = 3.2K called the

phase II,and antiferro (AF) m agnetic ordering below TN = 2.3K called the phase III.1,2)

This AFQ ordering has been identi�ed as ofquadrupoles of�5 type.
3) O n the other hand,

the phase IIIhasa com plicated m agnetic structure with double k,i.e.,k1 = (1=4;1=4;1=2)

and k1
� = (1=4;� 1=4;1=2)in unitsof2�=a with a being latticeconstant,ashasbeen probed

by neutron scattering.1) The m agnetic structure ofthe phase III is such that paralleland

anti-parallelm agnetic m om ents ofnext-nearest-neighbor pairs are equally populated.Thus

the m agnetic structure hasno gain ofenergy from the isotropic exchange interaction acting

on nearest neighbors.In order to explain the stability ofthe structure,pseudo-dipole-type

couplings have been proposed between the next-nearest-neighbors.4) However,m icroscopic

justi�cation ofthistype ofanisotropic interactionsislacking.

Therearetwo di�erentsourcesoftheintersite exchange interaction:theon-site Coulom b

exchangeinteraction m ainly between 4f and 5delectronsin rare-earth system s,and hybridiza-

tion between 4f and ligand electrons.The Coulom b exchange always favors on-site parallel

spins.Early studiesderived itsconsequencesneglecting theorbitaldegeneracy,and assum ing

�
E-m ailaddress:genya@ cm pt.phys.tohoku.ac.jp

1/30

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307526v1


J.Phys.Soc.Jpn. Full Paper

the spherically sym m etric conduction states.5) Theintersite quadrupolarinteraction wasde-

rived later forthe m odelwith the Coulom b interaction as the source.6) The m ostelaborate

contribution fortheCoulom b m odelism adeby ref.7,which includesthem ultipolesof4f elec-

tronsand the resultofband structure calculation.O n the otherhand,intersite interactions

originating from hybridization have been considered in m uch less detail.Theoreticallitera-

tureoften concernswith isotropicinteractionsonly,which resultfrom neglecting them ultiplet

splittingin thef2 con�gurations.8,9) Theintersiteinteraction from band structurecalculation

wasderived in ref.11.Recently Shiba etal.derived the e�ective interionic Ham iltonian with

the fulluse ofcubic sym m etry ofthe conduction states,butonly the f0 interm ediate state

wasincluded.10)

Ithas been shown thatthe anisotropic spin exchange arises by cooperation ofthe spin-

orbitcoupling and theCoulom b exchangeinteraction.5,12) However,theanisotropicexchange

from hybridization has hardly been studied.M otivated by this situation,we investigate in

thispaperthe m ultipolar interactions induced by hybridization m icroscopically.W e include

thespin-orbitinteraction in theinterm ediatestatesto derivepossibleanisotropy.Speci�cally

we introduce the Anderson-type lattice m odelwith orbitaldegeneracy,in which notonly f0

butalso f2 Hund’s-ruleground statesareconsidered asinterm ediate states.

In orderto clarify theorigin oftheanisotropy and thedi�erencebetween m ultipolarinter-

actionsin a sim ple m anner,we take a m odelwhich hasspherically sym m etric hybridization

around each Ce ion,and which takes the wave functions ofthe conduction band as plane

waves.Fortheground stateofeach 4f1 con�guration,wetakethe�8 crystallineelectric�eld

(CEF)state,bearing CeB6 in m ind.Then we obtain the e�ective interionic Ham iltonian by

4th orderperturbation with respectto hybridization.Thehigh sym m etry around each Ceion

allowsusto sim plify the analysissigni�cantly.

As is wellknown,the f0 interm ediate state tends to align the spins off and conduc-

tion electrons anti-parallel.O n the other hand,the Hund’s-rule correlation works in the f2

interm ediate states.The lowest interm ediate m ultiplet,referred to asf2H hereafter,tendsto

align the f1 and conduction spinsparallelbecause the totalspin S = 1 isrealized in the f2H

con�guration.Thiscom petition causesdecrease ofthe spin exchange aswillbe investigated

in detaillater.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In x2 we introduce the m odelm odifying the periodic

Anderson Ham iltonian with orbitaldegeneracy,and calculate the e�ective interionic Ham il-

tonian by the 4th order perturbation.In x3 we evaluate the m ultipolar coupling constants

num erically,and analyze them in detail.W e com m enton possible relevance ofthe resultsto

actualsystem s.The sum m ary isgiven in the �nalsection.Appendix derivesanalytically the

rangefunctionsoftheintersite interaction within ourm odel.

2/30



J.Phys.Soc.Jpn. Full Paper

2. E�ective H am iltonian for Intersite Interactions

Each Ce3+ ion hasone4f electron,and thespin-orbitcoupling leadsto thetotalangular

m om entum j1 = 5=2in theground stateoftheion.Theoperatorf
y
m �(i)createsan 4f electron

atsite R i with the z-com ponentm ofthe orbitalangularm om entum l= 3 and spin �.W e

takeconduction-band wavefunctionsasplanewaves,and introducethecreation operatorc
y

k�

with wave num berk and spin �.Then ourm odelisgiven by

H = H c+ H f + H hyb + H Coulom b; (1)

where

H c =
X

k;�

�kc
y

k�
ck�; (2)

H f =
X

i;m ;�

E ff
y
m �(i)fm �(i)+

�

2

X

i;m ;m 0;�;� 0

hi;3m jLji;3m 0i� ��;� 0f
y
m �(i)fm 0�0(i); (3)

H hyb =

r
4�

N

X

i;k;m ;�

h

VkY
�
3m (
k)e

ik� Rif
y
m �(i)ck� + H.c.

i

: (4)

Here� isthespin-orbitcoupling constant,whileL and � denotetheorbitalangularm om en-

tum operatorand Paulim atricesrespectively.The solid angle ofk isrepresented by 
k.W e

assum ethatcom bination ofE f and H Coulom b issuch thatthe 4f
1 state isstable against4f0

and 4f2 states.

Astheinterm ediatestateswith f2 con�guration,weconsideronly theHund’s-ruleground

statef2H in orderto em phasizetheorigin oftheanisotropy.In general,f2H ischaracterized by

thequantum num bersL;S;J and Jz = M .W etake L = 5;S = 1 and J = 4 according to the

Hund’s-rule.Then we replace H f + H Coulom b asfollows:

H f + H Coulom b

!
X

i

E 0ji;0ihi;0j+
X

i;m 1

E 1ji;j1m 1ihi;j1m 1j+
X

i;M

E 2ji;(LS)JM ihi;(LS)JM j; (5)

where E 1 isthe energy ofthe 4f
1 ground state,while E 0 and E 2 are the energiesoff

0 and

f2H,respectively.Experim entally,the position ofthe 4f1 levelis about3 to 4 eV below the

Ferm isurface in CeB6 as probed by photoem ission.13,14) O n the other hand,the 4f2 levels

have been probed by Brem sstrahlung,and they are also 3 to 4 eV above the Ferm ilevel.13)

Thusnaively thinking,interm ediate states4f0 and 4f2 have com parable contribution to the

e�ective exchangeinteraction.Itisnotclear,however,theweightofthe4f2H relativeto other

contributions.O urtheory with only 4f2H taken into accountm ay givetheupperbound ofthe

anisotropy in theexchange.

In eq.(4),we then need to considerthe m atrix elem entsbetween f0,f2H and 4f1 states:

H hyb ! H hyb(f
0)+ H hyb(f

2); (6)
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where H hyb(f
0)isthe hybridization Ham iltonian between 4f1 state and f0,while H hyb(f

2
H )

isthatbetween 4f1 state and f2H.They are represented by

H hyb(f
0)=

r
4�

N

X

i;k

X

m 1;m ;�;� 1

h

VkY
�
3m (
k)e

ik� Ri

� hj1m 1j3m 1� �1;
1

2
�1ihm 1� �1;�1jf

y
m �j0i

� ji;j1m 1ihi;0jck� + H.c.]; (7)

H hyb(f
2
H )=

r
4�

N

X

i;k

X

M ;m 1;m ;�;� 1

h

VkY
�
3m (
k)e

ik� Ri

� h(L;S)JM jfym �jm 1� �1;�1ih3m 1� �1;
1

2
�1jj1m 1i

� ji;(L;S)JM ihi;j1m 1jck� + H.c.]: (8)

2.1 E�ective on-site exchange Ham iltonian

Usingeqs.(7)and (8),thee�ectiveon-siteexchangeHam iltonian isobtained by thesecond

orderperturbation theory as:15)

H exch = H exch(f
0)+ H exch(f

2
H );

H exch(f
0)= �

4�

N

X

i;k;k0

VkV
�
k0

E 1 � E 0 � �F
e
i(k� k0)� Ri

X

A llm 0s;�0s

Y
�
3m 4

(
k)Y3m 3
(


k
0)

� hm 1� �1;�1jf
y
m 4�4

j0ih0jfm 3�3jm 2� �2;�2i

� hj1m 1j3m 1� �1;
1

2
�1ih3m 2� �2;

1

2
�2jj1m 2i

� ji;j1m 1ihi;j1m 2jc
y

k
0�3
ck�4; (9)

H exch(f
2
H)=

4�

N

X

i;k;k0

VkV
�
k0

E 1 � E 2 + �F
e
i(k� k0)� Ri

X

A llm 0s;�0s

Y
�
3m 4

(
k)Y3m 3
(


k
0)

�
X

M

hm 1� �1;�1jfm 3�3j(LS)JM ih(LS)JM jfym 4�4
jm 2� �2;�2i

� hj1m 1j3m 1� �1;
1

2
�1ih3m 2� �2;

1

2
�2jj1m 2i

� ji;j1m 1ihi;j1m 2jc
y

k
0�3
ck�4; (10)

with �F being the Ferm ienergy. In the above,H exch(f
0) and H exch(f

2
H ) are the e�ective

exchange Ham iltonian with the virtualstatesf0 and f2H,respectively.

Letusinspectthesign ofthee�ectiveHam iltonian (9)and (10).Ifthem ultipletsplitting

is neglected in the 4f2 states,both f0 and 4f2 give the antiferro-m agnetic spin exchange

interaction,asiswellknown fortheAnderson m odel.IftheHund’s-rulesplitting isincluded,

f2H favorstheferrom agneticspin exchange.Thisisdem onstrated asfollows:from thee�ective
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Table I. Signsofexchangeinteractionsbetween conduction and 4f electronswith given interm ediate

stateswhereF and AF m ean ferro-and antiferro-couplings,respectively.Thespin tripletisin the

colum n f2(S = 1),and the singletin f2(S = 0).The m ultipletf2
H
isa specialcaseoff2(S = 1).

exchange f0 f2(S = 1) f2(S = 0)

spin AF F AF

orbit AF AF F

spin and orbit AF AF AF

Ham iltonian (10),spin exchangecorrespondstothecaseof�1= �4;�2= �3;m 1��1 = m 2��2(�

m 5)and m 3 = m 4.In thiscase,the relevantm atrix elem entsin eq.(10)com bine to give

X

M

hm 5�1jfm 3�3j(LS)JM ih(LS)JM jfym 3�1
jm 5�3i

=
1

2
[1� (� 1)3+ 3� L+

1

2
+ 1

2
� S]2(� 1)

1

2
+ 1

2
� S

�
X

M

2

4
X

M L ;M S

hJM jLM L;SM SihLM Lj3m 3;3m 5ihSM Sj
1

2
�3;

1

2
�1i

3

5

2

; (11)

wherewe have used the following property ofthe Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients:

hj2m 2;j1m 1jj3m 3i= (� 1)j1+ j2� j3hj1m 1;j2m 2jj3m 3i: (12)

It is seen that L + S m ust be even for eq.(11) to be nonzero.Since the Clebsch-G ordan

coe�cients are real,the right hand side ofeq.(11) becom es positive for S = 1,which is a

property off2H .Considering thatthe energy denom inatorin eq.(10) isnegative,we derive a

ferrom agnetic on-site exchange,which iscom m on with the doubleexchange m echanism .16)

In thecaseoftheorbitalexchange,wehavea resultsim ilarto eq.(11)exceptthatthesign

factorisreplaced by (� 1)3+ 3� L.W ith S = 1,weobtain thenegativesign factor,which brings

about an antiferro-type interaction for the orbitalexchange.The case for the sim ultaneous

exchangeofspin and orbithasthesign factor(� 1)3+ 3� L+
1

2
+ 1

2
� S which isalsonegativeforf2H.

Thusthecorrespondinginteraction isagain ofantiferro-type.The4f2 m ultipletshaveexcited

stateswith S = 0.W ith S = 0 in theinterm ediate stateswe obtain di�erentsignsdepending

on types ofthe exchange.Table Isum m arizes the signs for various interm ediate states.W e

note thattheseconsequencescom e from theantisym m etry ofthe4f2 wave function.

Toshow thesym m etry in eqs.(9)and (10)m oreclearly,weintroducethecreation operator

ofthe totalangularm om entum j as

f
y

jm
=
X

m 0;�

f
y

m 0�
h3m 0

;
1

2
�jjm i: (13)

UsingtheW igner-Eckarttheorem ,them atrixelem entoff
y

jm
isrewritten byitsreduced m atrix
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elem entas

hj1m 1jf
y

jm
j0i= (� 1)j1� m 1

 
j1 j 0

� m 1 m 0

!

hj1jjf
y

j
jj0i: (14)

Using thisrelation and introducing anotherangularm om entum P1 and the6-j sym bol,
17{19)

wewrite thepartincluding them atrix elem entsofferm ion operatorsas

hj1m 1jf
y

jtm t
j0ih0jfju m u

jj1m 2i

= � (� 1)j1� m 1+ jt� m t

X

P1;Q 1

�(f0;jt;ju;P1)[P1]

 
j1 P1 j1

� m 1 Q 1 m 2

!  
jt P1 ju

� m t Q 1 m u

!

; (15)

X

M

hj1m 1jfjum u
j(LS)JM ih(LS)JM jf

y

jtm t
jj1m 2i

= (� 1)j1� m 1+ jt� m t

X

P1;Q 1

�(f2H ;jt;ju;P1)[P1]

 
j1 P1 j1

� m 1 Q 1 m 2

!  
jt P1 ju

� m t Q 1 m u

!

; (16)

where[j]� 2j+ 1 and

�(f0;jt;ju;P1)= � hj1jjf
y

jt
jj0ihj1jjf

y

ju
jj0i�(� 1)j1+ 0+ ju� P1

(
j1 j1 P1

jt ju 0

)

; (17)

�(f2H ;jt;ju;P1)= h(LS)Jjjf
y

ju
jjj1i

�h(LS)Jjjf
y

jt
jjj1i(� 1)

j1+ jt+ J2+ 2P1

(
j1 j1 P1

jt ju J

)

: (18)

Thecurly bracketsin eqs.(17)and (18)arethe6-jsym bols.W enotethat�(�;j;j0;P )includes

inform ation ofwave functionsofthe ground state and the excited state speci�ed by �.The

transform ation described above isbesthandled by a diagram m atic technique foraddition of

angularm om enta.18,19) Usingthetheory ofangularm om entum and theantisym m etry ofwave

functions,19) we �nd that

hj0jjf
y

j
jj0i= � �j0;j[j

0]1=2; (19)

h(LS)Jjjf
y

j
jjj0i= (� 1)j� j

0+ J
p
2[L;S;j;j0;J]1=2

8
>><

>>:

3 3 L

1=2 1=2 S

j j0 J

9
>>=

>>;

; (20)

where the curly bracket in eq.(20) is the 9-j sym bol,17{19) and the shorthand notation

[j1;� � � ;jn]= (2j1 + 1)� � � (2jn + 1)isused.In thisway weobtain the following form :

H exch =
4�

N
jVkF j

2
X

i;k;k0

5=2;7=2X

jt;ju

2j1X

P1= 0

f0;f2
HX

�i

[P1]
�(�i;jt;ju;P1)

E exc(�i)

�
X

�;� 0

X

m t;m u

Y
�
3m t� �

(
k)Y3m u � �0(
k
0)ei(k� k

0)� Ri

� (� 1)j1� m 1+ jt� m thjtm tj3m t� �;
1

2
�ih3m u � �

0
;
1

2
�
0jjum ui

6/30



J.Phys.Soc.Jpn. Full Paper

�
X

m 1;m 2

P1X

Q 1= � P1

 
j1 P1 j1

� m 1 Q 1 m 2

!  
jt P1 ju

� m t Q 1 m u

!

� ji;j1m 1ihi;j1m 2jc
y

k
0�0
ck�; (21)

where �i is the index ofinterm ediate states at R i,which is either f0 or f2H .The excitation

energy E exc isde�ned asfollows:

E exc(f
0)= E 1 � E 0 � �F ; (22)

E exc(f
2
H )= E 1 � E 2 + �F : (23)

In placeofthesetof(2j1+ 1)2 operatorsjj1m 1ihj1m 2jwith m 1;m 2 = � j1;:::;j1,wecan

use m ore conveniently the setofirreducible tensoroperatorsTP
Q
,with Q = � P;:::;P ,and

P = 0;:::;2j1.
6,20) Theirreducibletensoroperatorisrelated to ji;j1m 1ihi;j1m 2jby,

6)

ji;j1m 1ihi;j1m 2j= (� 1)j1� m 1

2j1X

P = 0

PX

Q = � P

[P ]

hj1jjT
P jjj1i

 
j1 P j1

� m 1 Q m 2

!

T
P
Q (i); (24)

wherehj1jjT
P jjj1i(P = 1;:::;2j1)isa reduced m atrix elem ent.

By inserting eq.(24) into eq.(21),we obtain another expression for the on-site exchange

Ham iltonian

H exch =
4�

N
jVkF j

2
X

i;k;k0

5=2;7=2X

jt;ju

2j1X

P1= 0

f0;f2
HX

�i

[P1]
�(�i;jt;ju;P1)

E exc(�i)hj1jjT
P1jjj1i

�
X

�;� 0

X

m t;m u

Y
�
3m t� �

(
k)Y3m u � �0(
k
0)ei(k� k

0)� Ri

� hjtm tj3m t� �;
1

2
�ih3m u � �

0
;
1

2
�
0jjum ui

�

P1X

Q 1= � P1

(� 1)jt� m t

 
jt P1 ju

� m t Q 1 m u

!

T
P1
Q 1
(i)c

y

k
0�0
ck�; (25)

wherethe orthogonality relation of3-j sym bolsisused.19)

2.2 E�ective intersite interaction

In orderto derivetheintersiteinteraction wework with thewaver-num berrepresentation

ofthe on-site interaction:

H exch =
X

i;�i;Pi;Q i

X

k;k0;�;� 0

W
PiQ i

k
0�0k�

(�i)e
i(k� k0)� RiT

Pi
Q i
(i)c

y

k
0�0
ck�; (26)

where the m atrix elem ent W
PiQ i

k
0�0k�

(�i) is determ ined by com parison with eq.(25).Then the

e�ective intersite interaction between two Ce ions,which are located atR1 and R 2,isgiven

7/30
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by thesecond-orderperturbation theory with respectto H exch as

H 12 =
1

2

X

k;k0;�;� 0

f(�k)� f(�k0)

�k � �0
k

e
i(k� k0)� (R1� R 2)

X

P1;P2;Q 1;Q 2

T
P1
Q 1
(1)
 T

P2
Q 2
(2)

�
X

�1;�2

W
P1Q 1

k
0�0k�

(�1)W
P2Q 2

k�k 0�0
(�2): (27)

W e replace the sum overk by integrals,

X

k

! N

�
a

2�

�3
Z 1

0

k
2
dk

Z

d
k: (28)

Theangularintegralisoftheform
Z

d
kY
�
3m f

(
k)Y3m i
(
k)exp(� ik � R ); (29)

forwhich we usethepartial-wave expansion ofa plane wave:

exp(� ik � r)= 4�
X

l

(� i)ljl(kr)
X

m

Y
�
lm (
k)Ylm (̂r); (30)

where r̂ � r=r denotesthe unitvectorin the direction ofr.Furtherm ore the decom position

ofthe productofsphericalharm onicswith the sam eargum ent:19)

Yl1m 1
(
)Yl2m 2

(
)=
1

p
4�

1X

L= 0

(� 1)L[L;l1;l2]
1

2

 
L l1 l2

0 0 0

!

�

LX

M = � L

(� 1)L� M

 
L l1 l2

� M m 1 m 2

!

YLM (
): (31)

Then we obtain
Z

d
kY
�
3m f

(
k)Y3m i
(
k)exp(� ik � R )

= (� 1)m i

p
4�[3]

1X

l= 0

(� i)ljl(kR)[l]
1

2

 
3 l 3

0 0 0

!
lX

m = � l

 
3 l 3

m f m � m i

!

Ylm (R̂): (32)

In eq.(32)the�rst3-j sym bolvanishesforodd l,19) hencewe have to considereven lonly.

In the next stage we take sum m ation over interm ediate angular m om enta,and sim plify

the resultsby using sym m etry properties.For exam ple,the sum m ation over �;�0 in eq.(25)

givesrise to a 6-j sym bol:18,19)

X

�;� 0

hjtm tj3m t� �;
1

2
�ih3m s � �;

1

2
�jjsm si(� 1)

3+ (m s� �)

 
3 l1 3

m t� � m � (m s� �)

!

= (� 1)� js+ 3+
1

2[js;jt]
1=2

(
3 3 l1

jt js
1
2

)

(� 1)js� m s

 
jt l1 js

m t m � m s

!

; (33)
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and the sum m ation overinternalazim uthalquantum num bersyieldsthe9-j sym bol:18,19)

X

m s;m t;m u;m v;m ;m 0

(� 1)(jt� m t)+ (js� m s)+ (ju� m u)+ (jv� m v)+ (L� M )

 
jt P1 ju

� m t Q 1 m u

!

�

 
jt l1 js

m t m � m s

!  
jv l2 ju

m v m 0 � m u

!  
jv P2 js

� m v Q 2 m s

!  
L l1 l2

� M m m 0

!

= (� 1)P2+ L+ l2+ jt� jv

8
>><

>>:

P1 ju jt

P2 jv js

L l2 l1

9
>>=

>>;

 
P1 P2 L

Q 1 Q 2 M

!

: (34)

W e then take the integraloverradialm om enta k;k0.Thisisgiven by

Q l1l2(kF R)= (kF R)
� 4

Z
kF R

0

x
2
dx

Z 1

0

x0
2
dx0

x2 � x0
2

�
jl1(x)jl2(x

0)+ jl1(x
0)jl2(x)

	
; (35)

where jl(x)isthe sphericalBesselfunction oforderland the energy dispersion forthe free

electron �k = ~
2k2=2m isinserted.Note thatQ l1l2(kF R)isinvariantunderinterchange ofl1

and l2 by its de�nition.Appendix gives the analytic results for Ql1l2(kF R) for allrelevant

valuesofl1l2.Putting alltogetherwe �nally obtain the following form :

H 12 =
jVkF j

4

4�
7

2E a

X

�1;�2

1X

l1;l2;L= 0

2j1X

P1;P2= 0

5

2
;
7

2X

js;jt;ju;jv

�
�(�1;jt;ju;P1)�(�2;jv;js;P2)

E exc(�1)E exc(�2)
(kF a)

4
Q l1l2(kF R 12)

� (� 1)(l1+ l2)=2� js+ jt� ju� jv� P1+ 1[3]2[l1;l2;P1;P2][js;jt;ju;jv;L]
1

2

�

 
3 l1 3

0 0 0

!  
3 l2 3

0 0 0

!  
L l1 l2

0 0 0

! (
3 3 l1

jt js
1
2

) (
3 3 l2

jv ju
1
2

)
8
>><

>>:

P1 ju jt

P2 jv js

L l2 l1

9
>>=

>>;

�
fT P1(1)T P2(2)Y L(R̂ 12)g

0
0

hj1jjT
P1jjj1ihj1jjT

P2jjj1i
; (36)

where R 12 = R 1 � R 2.In eq.(36) we have used the factthatL;l1;l2 are even integers,and

introduced E a = ~
2=2m a2.In eq.(36),f� � � g0

0 denotesa tensorcom ponentofrank zero,i.e.,a

scalar,6,19) Itcan also bewritten as

fT P1(1)T P2(2)Y L(R̂ 12)g
0
0

= (� 1)P1+ P2+ L
X

Q 1;Q 2;M

 
P1 P2 L

Q 1 Q 2 M

!

T
P1
Q 1
(1)T

P2
Q 2
(2)YLM (R̂ 12): (37)

Am ong various com ponents ofthe Ham iltonian,those term s with L = 0 represents the

isotropic interactions.O therterm swith L 6= 0 representsanisotropic interactions which de-

pend on the relative angular position ofthe two ions.For exam ple,the pseudo-dipole in-
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teraction corresponds to the case P1 = P2 = 1 and L = 2.5) Let us choose R 12 along the

quantization axisz.Then we have R̂ 12 = ẑ,and YLM (R̂ 12)vanishesexceptforM = 0.Then

thedipoleinteraction hasthefollowing form

K (R 12)[3jz(1)jz(2)� j(1)� j(2)]: (38)

W ith K (R 12) < 0,this interaction favors parallelm om ents along the z axis.For m om ents

directed perpendicularto the z axis,the �rstterm ofeq.(38) vanishes and the second term

favorsantiparallelm om ents.Thispreferenceisjustasin thecaseofrealdipoles.O n theother

hand,with K (R 12)> 0,m om entsalong ẑ tendsto be antiparallel,and those perpendicular

to ẑ tendsto beparallel.W ereferto thecaseofK (R 12)> 0 asthe\anti-dipole" interaction.

2.3 Projection to crystal-�eld ground states

So far we have not included any elem ent of the crystalstructure.In CeB6,the cubic

sym m etryaround each trivalentCeion splitsthesixfold degenerateground statewith j1 = 5=2

into a quartetcalled �8,and a doubletcalled �7.Thecrystallineelectric�eld (CEF)splitting

between �8 and �7 isabout540 K .
21) Hence attem peratures(< 10K )ofourinterestwe can

safely neglectthepopulation in the�7 excited states.In considering theintersiteinteractions,

we therefore pick outsuch com ponentof4f wave functionsthatbelong to the �8 states.In

otherwordsweperform projection ofjj1m ito �8 wavefunctionsj��i(� = + ;� and � = ";#)

by

jj1m i!
X

�;�

j��ih��jm i: (39)

where � speci�es the orbitalindex and � the K ram ers index,i.e.,one ofthe tim e-reversal

partners.W ehaveom itted writingj1 = 5=2 in theketsjj1m ioftheright-hand side.Explicitly

the�8 quartethasthefollowing wave functions:

j+ "i=

r
5

6

�
�
�
�+

5

2

�

+

r
1

6

�
�
�
��

3

2

�

; (40)

j+ #i=

r
5

6

�
�
�
��

5

2

�

+

r
1

6

�
�
�
�+

3

2

�

; (41)

j� "i=

�
�
�
�+

1

2

�

; (42)

j� #i=

�
�
�
��

1

2

�

; (43)

whereeach coe�cientin frontofjm icorrespondsto hm j��i(= h��jm i).

The transitions within the �8 have 15(= 4� 4� 1) com ponents,and the operators de-

scribing these transitionscorrespond to 15 m ultipole operators.Following the literature,9,22)
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Table II. The listofm ultipole operatorsin the �8 subspace.

� sym m etry X 

2u
p
15xyz �y

3g (3z2 � r2)=2 �z

p
3(x2 � y2)=2 �x

4u1 x �x

y �y

z �z

4u2 x(5x2 � 3r2)=2 �x

y(5y2 � 3r2)=2 �y

z(5z2 � 3r2)=2 �z

5u
p
15x(y2 � z2)=2 �x

p
15y(z2 � x2)=2 �y

p
15z(x2 � y2)=2 �z

5g
p
3yz �x

p
3zx �y

p
3xy �z

weintroduce two pseudo-spins� and � in term softhevector� �;�0 ofthePaulim atrices:

� =
X

�;�;�0

j��i��;�0h�
0
�j; (44)

� =
X

�;� 0;�

j��i��;� 0h��
0j; (45)

Using thesepseudo-spins,wecan expressa physicaloperatorX  adapted to thepointgroup

sym m etry,4,23) Here speci�esa com ponentin theirreduciblerepresentation � with possible

m ultiplicity.For com pleteness the m ultipole operators are sum m arized in Table II,where

�;�;� are de�ned by

� = (� x
;�

y
;�

z)= (�y�x;�y�y;�y�z); (46)

� = (�x;�y;�z)=
1

2
(� �z�x+

p
3�x�x;� �z�y�

p
3�x�y;2�z�z); (47)

� = (�x;�y;�z)=
1

2
(�
p
3�z�x� �x�x;

p
3�z�y� �x�y;2�x�z): (48)

The subscript u represents the odd property under the tim e reversal,and g the even one.

The operators belonging to �3g and �5g are classi�ed into quadrupole operators.Underthe

cubicsym m etry thedipoleoperatorJ arem ixed with octupoleoperators.Hence� and � have

both dipoleand octupolecharacters.Therem ainingrepresentations�2u and �5u describepure
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Table III. Projection from T P
Q
into X .

P Q TP
Q
=hj1jjT

P jjj1i

1 � 1 1

6
p
105

[4(� �x � i�y)+ 7(� �x � i�y)]

1 0 1
6

q
2
105

(4�z + 7�z)

2 � 2 1

2
p
210

(� i�z + 4�x)

2 � 1 1

2
p
210

(� i�x � �y)

2 0 2p
105

�z

3 � 3 1

36
p
7

�
3
p
3(� �x + i�y)+ 7(� �x + i�y)+ (� �x + i�y)

�

3 � 2 1

6
p
14
(2�z � 3i�y)

3 � 1 1

36
p
35

�
15(� �x � i�y)+ 7

p
3(� �x + i�y)+

p
3(� �x + i�y)

�

3 0 1

9
p
35
(7�z + �z)

4 � 4 1
36

q
5
2
(1+ �z)

4 � 3 1
12

q
5
3
(� i�x � �y)

4 � 2 1
6

q
5
42
(� 2i�z + �x)

4 � 1 1
12

q
5
21
(i�x � �y)

4 0 1

36
p
7
(7� 5�z)

5 � 5 5

48
p
11

�p
3(� �x � i�y)+ (� �x + i�y)+ 2(� �x � i�y)

�

5 � 4 1
12

q
5
22
(�z + �z)

5 � 3 1
144

q
5
11

�
3
p
3(� �x + i�y)+ 13(� �x + i�y)+ 2(� �x � i�y)

�

5 � 2 1
6

q
5
22
�z

5 � 1 1
72

q
5
154

�
21(� �x + i�y)+

p
3(� �x + i�y)+ 14

p
3(� �x � i�y)

�

5 0 5

36
p
77
(� 5�z + 7�z)

octupole operators.In Table III,the relations between irreducible tensor operators TP
Q
and

physicaloperatorsX  aresum m arized.24)Asseen in thelastsection,thee�ectiveHam iltonian

(36)involvestheproductofoperatorswith di�erentranksforeach site.Henceafterprojection

oftheHam iltonian into the�8 states,thereshould becouplingsbetween di�erentirreducible

representations.Sym m etry analysis ofsuch couplings has been perform ed recently by Sakai

etal.in analogy to the Slater-K osterschem e forthe energy band theory.25) In ourcase,the

generaldiscussion involves very m any term s and is not illum inating.Therefore we focus in

thispaperonly on thecouplingswithin each irreduciblerepresentation �.

In analogy to the dipole interaction given by eq.(38),we referto the interactions ofthe

form :

H pseudo = K (R 12)f3[v(R 1)�R̂ 12][v(R 2)�R̂ 12]� v(R 1)� v(R2)g; (49)
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as the pseudo-dipole interaction in the �8 subspace.Here v is either of�;�;� in Table II.

Thecase K (R 12)> 0 iscalled the\anti-pseudo-dipole" interaction.

3. Explicit R esults for M ultipolar Interactions

In thissection we derive strength and spatialdependence ofm ultipolarinteraction fora

pairofCe ionsseparated by R .W e assum e thatthe Ferm isurface consistsofa sphere with

radiuskF .Assum ingthesam enum berofelectronsasthatofthelatticesiteswith thespacing

a,we obtain kF a = (3�2)1=3 � 3:09.Let R nn represent the distance between the nearest-

neighborpair,and R nnn between thenext-nearest-neighborpair.Then wehavekF R nn � 3:09

and kF R nnn � 4:37 for the sim ple cubic lattice. W e note that a = 4:14�A in CeB6.For

evaluation ofquadrupolarcouplings,we take R along the (001) direction because couplings

between nearestneighbors are im portantfor AFQ ordering in CeB6.W hen R is parallelto

the z-axis,YLM (R̂) vanishes unless M = 0 in eq.(37).This gives a high sym m etry am ong

com ponents ofm ultipole interactions.O n the other hand,YLM (R̂) with M 6= 0 does not

vanish for the directions ofnext-nearest neighbors.Thisgives a chance oflarger anisotropy

to the next-nearest-neighbor interaction.For the rest ofthis section,we de�ne three cases

depending on interm ediate stateson two sites:(a)4f0 interm ediate stateson both sites;(b)

4f2H interm ediate stateson one site and 4f0 on the othersite;(c)4f2H interm ediate stateson

both sites.

W e com m ent on the relationship between the present m odeland the actualelectronic

structureofCeB6.TherealFerm isurfaceofCeB6 consistsofthreeequivalentsheets,which are

nearly spherical.Ithasbeen shown thatnotonly thepolarization within each pocketcentered

atX pointsin theBrillouin zone,butalsotheinterpocketpolarization playsan im portantrole

in determ ining the Ruderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yosida (RK K Y) interaction.26) Thus,taking a

singleFerm isurfaceourm odelincorporatesboth intra-and inter-pocketpolarizationsin avery

rough m anner.Thusin asenseam odelwith thesingleFerm isurfaceisbetterthan considering

onlytheintrapocketpolarization ofthreeFerm isurfaces.In relation tothem agneticstructures

observed in phasesIIand III,weareparticularlyinterested in thecouplingconstantfornearest

and next-nearestneighbors.

3.1 Quadrupole-quadrupole interaction

W e begin with the quadrupolar interactions,paying attention to the strength and sign

atthe distance between the nearest-neighborpair.Nam ely,we are interested in whetherthe

sim ple hybridization m odelcan explain the antiferro-quadrupole order ofthe �5 type.W e

de�nethe quadrupole-quadrupoleinteraction Ham iltonian asfollows:

H Q =
jVkF j

4

E a

X

�1;�2

1

E exc(�1)E exc(�2)
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� [

z;xX

�;�

D
��

3g (�1;�2;R )�
�(1)��(2)+

x;y;zX

�;�

D
��

5g (�1;�2;R )�
�(1)��(2)]; (50)

where �� and �� have been de�ned in Table II,and �1 and �2 specify either 4f0 or 4f2H as

interm ediate states atR 1 and R 2,respectively.The dim ensionlessquantities D
��

�
(�1;�2;R )

with � being 3g or5g are determ ined by eq.(36)togetherwith the projection to �8.W e use

the m atrix notation D � to representthe setofcom ponents.The form ofthe intersite inter-

action depends on the excitation energies E exc(�),since the R -dependence ofD �(�1;�2;R )

variesdepending on �1 and �2.Nam ely,ifthe Ce ion tendsto becom e tetravalent,we obtain

jE exc(f
0)j< jE exc(f

2)jand the f0 interm ediate state dom inates.O n the other hand,in the

caseofcom parableE exc(f
0)and E exc(f

2),allD �(�1;�2;R )also havecom parablem ultiplying

factor.Thesituation in CeB6 seem sto correspond to the latter.

Fig.1 shows the spatialdependence ofthe quadrupole couplings D 3g and D 5g for R k

(001).W ith theinterm ediate state f0,thereareonly two independentcoupling constantsfor

anydistancealong(001).Thefour-fold sym m etryaround thepairishigh enough tolead tothis

property in consistency with theargum entofref.10.In thecase off2H asinterm ediate states,

therearefourdi�erentcoupling constants.Theanisotropy am ong them reectsthedi�erence

between the z com ponent,which is parallelto R ,and x or y com ponent perpendicular to

R .For the nearest neighbors we obtain D ��
5g (�1;�2;̂zR nn) > 0 for all� = x;y;z and all

com binationsof�1 and �2.Thispositive sign favorsthe sim ple AFQ ordering asobserved in

CeB6,and isalso consistentwith the tem peraturedependenceoftheelastic constants.
27{29)

O n theotherhand,thespatialdependenceofD 3g doesnotdepend m uch on theinterm edi-

atestatef0 orf2H .Atthenearest-neighbordistancekF R nn � 3:09,weobtain theanisotropic

behavior:D zz
3g < 0 and D xx

3g > 0.This result is interpreted by the property ofthe transfer

integral;ifthe 4f wave functionsatthe site R i and R j are stretched toward each other,the

transfer integralfrom R i to R j becom es large and the energy is lowered.In other words,

we should have a ferro-quadrupolecoupling between O 0
2(i)and O 0

2(j)atshortdistance.The

relation D zz
3g < D xx

3g willbe discussed from a m ore m athem aticalpointofview in x3.4.Since

the absolute m agnitude ofD 3g is sim ilar to that ofD 5g,it is not possible to explain the

stability ofthephaseIIin CeB6 with theD 5g orderonly from theaboveresult.However,the

observed antiferro-type orderisconsistentwith oursim pletheory fortheD 5g interaction.

3.2 Dipole-dipole interaction

Forconvenience,weregard thevectorrepresentations� = 4u1;4u2asrepresentingdipoles,

although they actually m ix with octupolesunderthecubicsym m etry.Thepureoctupolescor-

respondsto � = 2u;5u and arestudied later.Theintersiteinteraction between two \dipoles"
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separated by R isthen given by

H D =
jVkF j

4

E a

X

�1;�2

1

E exc(�1)E exc(�2)

�

x;y;zX

�;�

[D
��

4u1(�1;�2;R )�
�(1)��(2)+ D

��

4u2(�1;�2;R )�
�(1)��(2)]; (51)

In addition to the nearest-neighbor interaction,we are m uch interested in the next-nearest-

neighborinteraction in thiscase.Especially,weshallexam inewhetherthesign ofthepseudo-

dipolarinteraction isconsistentwith theone required by the phenom enologicalm odel.4)

Fig.2 showsthe spatialdependencesofD 4u1.The direction ofR in the region kF R < 4

isparallelto (001),and the position ofa nearest-neighboratkF R nn � 3:09 isincluded.For

kF R > 4 we take R parallelto (101),which includes a next-nearest-neighbor position with

kF R nnn � 4:37.In Fig.2(a) we obtain isotropic D 4u1(f
0;f0;̂zR),which is consistent with

the theory ofShiba etal.who started from a di�erentm odel.W e note that the isotropy in

our case is generated only after the projection to the �8 CEF states.Before projection,a

�nite com ponent with L = 2 in eq.(37) gives anisotropic dipole interaction.O n the other

hand,the next-nearest-neighbor interaction D 4u1(f
0;f0;R nnn) becom es anisotropic,but is

stillisotropicin thexz-plane.W eshalldiscusstheorigin oftheanisotropy in detaillater,and

only rem ark here that the f0 interm ediate state leads to ferrom agnetic interaction at both

R nn and R nnn.

W ith f2H included asinterm ediatestates,the�4u1 interaction becom esanisotropiceven for

R along(001)asseen in (b)and (c).In contrastwith thecaseof�3g wherethez-com ponentfa-

vorstheferro-quadrupolecon�guration,thez-com ponentDzz4u1 tendsto beantiferro-m agnetic

with f2H asseen in (b)and (c).

W e have checked that D 4u1(f
2
H ;f

0;̂zR) tends to cancel D 4u1(f
0;f0;̂zR) and

D 4u1(f
2
H ;f

2
H ;̂zR)atshortdistance(notshown in Figure).Thisisbecausethef

0 interm ediate

statetendsto align thespinsoff and conduction electronsantiparallel,whilef2H interm ediate

statestend to align them parallel.Atshortdistance the propagation ofconduction electrons

justconnectsthistendency on two sites.

Fig.3 showsthespatialdependenceofD 4u2 forR along(001)and (101).Thereappearo�-

diagonalelem entsD xz
4u2 = D zx

4u2 forR along (101)direction.By sym m etry we obtain D xx
4u2 =

D zz
4u2 and D xz

4u2 = D zx
4u2.Then itisconvenientto take the principalaxesas êk = (̂x + ẑ)=

p
2,

ê? = (̂x� ẑ)=
p
2 and ŷ.Along thepairaxisêk therelevanteigenvalueisgiven by D

xx
4u2+ D

xz
4u2,

and along ê? by D xx
4u2 � D xz

4u2.The interaction is anisotropic even along (001).Thiscan be

understood ifone recallsthat�4u2 involvesthe orbitalip,in contrastwith �4u1.Hence the

anisotropy occursm orelikely than in �4u1 along (001).Atthenearest-neighbordistance,the

anisotropy isoppositeto thatof�4u1.W eexpectthatthesum reducestheanisotropy ofeach

contribution atR nn.Forthenext-nearest-neighborinteraction,theanisotropy in Fig.3(a)with
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f0 interm ediate state isoppositefrom thatin (b)and (c).In (b)and (c),D xx
4u2 � D xz

4u2 shows

antiferro-m agnetic coupling and islargerthan the othercom ponentsin absolute value.This

situation correspondsto K (R 12)< 0 in eq.(49)and isconsistentwith the phenom enological

theory forthephaseIIIofCeB6.
4) However,theresultin (a)cannotbeinterpreted in term sof

eq.(49),sincethey di�ersigni�cantly in allthreeprincipalaxes.Asforthebehaviouratshort

range,which isnotseen in Fig.3,theinterm ediatestatesf0 and f2H giveadditivecontribution

to D 4u2.Thisisbecausetheon-site orbitalexchange and thesim ultaneousexchange oforbit

and spin,which arepartly represented by D 4u2,havethesam esign forf
0 and f2H interm ediate

states.

3.3 Octupole-octupole interaction

W e now turn to the octupolar interaction.This interaction plays an im portant role in

understanding the NM R and neutron scattering resultsin CeB6 consistently,
3) and also the

phasediagram in m agnetic �elds.9,23) Theinteraction isgiven by

H O =
jVkF j

4

E a

X

�1;�2

1

E exc(�1)E exc(�2)

� [D 2u(�1;�2;R )�
y(1)�y(2)+

x;y;zX

��

D
��

5u (�1;�2;R )�
�(1)��(2)]: (52)

Fig.4 shows the spatial dependences of the octupole-octupole interactions D 2u and D 5u

for R along (001) and (101). At the nearest-neighbor distance, we obtain D 2u > 0 irre-

spective ofthe interm ediate states,which m eans the anti-ferro octupole coupling.O n the

otherhand,D 5u(f
0;f0;R )hasa di�erentspatialdependencefrom thatofD 5u(f

2
H;f

0;R )or

D 5u(f
2
H ;f

2
H ;R ).At the next-nearest-neighbor distance,D

xx
5u � D

xz
5u is negative and is larger

than the othercom ponentsin absolute value forcases(a),(b)and (c).Thism eansthat�5u

m om entson next-nearest-neighborpairtend tobeparalleltoeach otherand along ê? ,nam ely

perpendicularto R .This feature of"anti-pseudo-dipole" interaction is also consistent with

thephenom enologicaltheory forthe transition from IIIto III’underm agnetic �eld.4)

The above results for various kinds of m ultipolar interactions show that the dipolar,

quadrupolar and octupolar interactions have the sam e order ofm agnitude.Especially the

octupolarinteraction between �2u type m om entsisasstrong asthe quadrupolarinteraction

between �5g typem om ents.Ifweconsideronly f
0,theresultsareconsistentwith theprevious

sym m etry analysis.10) In addition,the�5u-typeoctupolarinteractionsshow therangedepen-

dencesim ilarto thatofthe�5g-type quadrupolarinteractionsfora given setofinterm ediate

states.
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3.4 Relation to the bond density

In order to understand better the nature ofthe intersite interaction,we apply the the

idea of\bond density" ofShiba et al.to the present m odel.10) W e can trace di�erence of

spatialdependences,and identify theindependentcom ponentsdescribing theinteraction.For

sim plicity we consideronly the4f0 interm ediate state.Thebond density isde�ned by

b(M ;M
0
;k;R )

=
X

�

hj1M j3M � �;
1

2
�ih3M 0� �;

1

2
�jj1M

0i

Z

d
kY
�
3M � �(
k)Y3M 0� �(
k)e

ik� R

�

1X

l= 0

bl(M ;M
0
;R̂)jl(kR): (53)

Intheabovewehaveused eq.(32)todecom posethebonddensityintopartial-wavecom ponents

bl.Each com ponentblisprojected to the �8 subspaceas

B l(��;�
0
�
0
;R̂)=

X

M ;M 0

h��jM ibl(M ;M
0
;R̂)hM 0j�0�0i: (54)

For deriving the spatialdependence and the strength of each com ponent,we take as

beforethequantization axisz along thepairofCeions,and taketheunitvector ẑ.W eobtain

bl(M ;M 0;̂z)/ �M M 0,since eq.(32)requiresM 0� M = m and Ylm (̂z)vanishesunlessm = 0.

Thisin turn givesthediagonalproperty:B l(��;�
0�0;̂z)/ ���0��� 0.Theprojected interaction

between a pairalong thez axisisthen given by

D
(�;�0)(�;�0;̂zR)=

(kF a)
4

8�4

X

l;l0

B l(��;��;ẑ)Bl0(�
0
�
0
;�

0
�
0
;̂z)Q ll0(kF R): (55)

Forthenearest-neighborinteraction in thecubiclattice,theabovechoice ofthequantization

axisisconsistentwith theCEF states.O n theotherhand,thenext-nearest-neighborinterac-

tion in the�8 subspacerequiresthechange ofthequantization axissince theorbitalindex �

isgiven forthe cubicaxis.10)

As was shown in ref,10) the high-sym m etry around the z axis m akes D (�;�0)(�;�0;̂zR)

independent of �,i.e.,D (�;�0)(�;�0;̂zR) = D (�;�0)(̂zR) .For any representation �,we can

represent the relevant interaction m atrix D �(f
0;f0;̂zR) in term s of D (�;�0).For exam ple,

com ponentsthe ofquadrupole-quadrupoleinteraction D 3g isgiven by

D
zz
3g(f

0
;f

0;̂zR)=[D (+ ;+ )(̂zR)+ D
(� ;� )(̂zR)]=8; (56)

D
xx
3g(f

0
;f

0;̂zR)=[D (+ ;� )(̂zR)+ D
(� ;+ )(̂zR)]=8: (57)

Com ponentsD ��
5g (f

0;f0;̂zR)with � = x;y;z turnsoutto bethe sam e asD xx
3g(f

0;f0;̂zR)in

consistency with theresultsin Fig.1.

The sign ofthe anisotropy isclearly seen by retaining l;l0 up to two in the partialwave

decom position. This approxim ation is reasonable because the anisotropic range functions
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Table IV. The expansion coe�cientsofinteractionsD �(f
0;f0;̂zR)by D (�;�

0
)(̂zR).

� com ponent D (+ ;+ )+ D (� ;� ) D (+ ;� )+ D (� ;+ )

4u1 ? ;k 1/8 0

4u2 ? 1/32 3/32

k 1/8 0

3g ? 0 1/8

k 1/8 0

5g ? ;k 0 1/8

2u 0 1/8

5u ? 3/32 1/32

k 0 1/8

jQ ll0(x)jwith l;l0 6= 0 are sm aller than jQ 00(x)jat sm alljxj.W e then obtain the com po-

nentsofthe �3 quadrupole-quadrupoleinteraction asfollows:

D
zz
3g(f

0
;f

0;̂zR)’
(kF a)

4

32�4

"

Q 00(kF R)+

�
8

7

� 2

Q 22(kF R)

#

; (58)

D
xx
3g(f

0
;f

0;̂zR)’
(kF a)

4

32�4

"

Q 00(kF R)�

�
8

7

� 2

Q 22(kF R)

#

: (59)

In generalthe hybridization ofconduction electron causes ferro-type coupling between ions

atshortdistance,and we have indeed Q 22(x)< 0 at x around 3.Then forthe quadrupole-

quadrupoleinteractionswehavea relation D zz
3g < D xx

3g atthenearest-neighbordistance.This

isindeed satis�ed by theresultsshown in Fig.1.

Table IV shows interactions between operators within � by the coe�cients of D (�;�0)

listed in the top colum n.Com ponentsD ��
� (f0;f0;̂zR)with � = x;y are shown with ? ,and

D zz
� (f

0;f0;̂zR)with k.From TableIV,itturnsoutthatD
k

4u2 < D ?
4u2,and D

?
5u < D

k

5u.These

two relationsareconsistentwith the resultsin Figs3 and 4.

3.5 Anisotropy ofthe �-� Interaction

Ithasbeen found thattheexchangeinteraction between a pairofpseudo-spins� becom es

isotropicin thecasewheretheinterm ediatestatesofhybridization iseither4f0 or4f14.10,33)

The isotropy follows independently ofthe localsym m etry around the pair.As described in

them ain text,however,thenext-nearest-neighborexchange interaction in the�8 subspaceis

anisotropic.Hereweclarify thecondition underwhich thee�ectiveexchangebecom esisotropic

oranisotropic.
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3.5.1 No orbitaldegeneracy

Let the CEF ground state be � which has the K ram ersdegeneracy,butno orbitalone.

W ithin thisCEF level,theon-siteexchangeinteraction ata 4f1 siteR ican bewritten in the

form

H exch(i)= J�

X

�� 0

X
�
�� 0(i)c

y

�� 0(i)c�� (i); (60)

where X �
�� 0(i)denoteseitherthe transition from �0to � within the K ram ersdoublet,orthe

projection to � in thecaseof� = �0.Theconduction statesaregiven in term softheW annier

states.W enotethatthisform oftheexchangeresultsonly iftheinterm ediatestateisisotropic.

Theintersite interaction between R i and R j isdeterm ined by theaverage:

hc
y

��
(i)c�� 0(j)i; (61)

and itsHerm itian conjugate.W ith thetim ereversalsym m etry preserved in theparam agnetic

state the average isnonzero only if� = �0.Then the intersite interaction isproportionalto

theperm utation operator

Pij =
X

�� 0

X
�
�� 0(i)X

�
�0�(j): (62)

Asin them ain textweintroducethepseudo-spin operator�x(i)= X �
"#(i)+ X �

#"(i)and other

com ponents �y(i) and �z(i) in an analogous way.Here the �rstcom ponent ofthe K ram ers

pairisindicated by " and thesecond oneby #.Because ofthe identity

Pij =
1

2
[�(i)� �(j)+ 1]; (63)

the e�ective exchange isfound to be isotropic.W e em phasize thatthe isotropic exchange is

independentofthe spatialsym m etry around the pair,since itisthe tim e-reversalsym m etry

thatprotectstheisotropy.

3.5.2 Orbitaldegeneracy

Now we turn to the case oforbitaldegeneracy such as�8.Theexchange interaction now

hasorbitalcom ponentsspeci�ed by a;b.Provided the interm ediate state ofhybridization is

isotropic,only the perm utation of�8 com ponents happens between the conduction states.

Nam ely we obtain

H exch(i)= J�

X

�� 0ab

X
�
a� b� 0(i)c

y

�b� 0(i)c�a� (i); (64)

in theW annierrepresentation forconduction states.W e now exam ine the possibility

hc
y

�a"
(i)c�b#(j)i6= 0; (65)

with a 6= b.In the case of the nearest-neighbor pair,the four-fold sym m etry around the

pairexcludesthepossibility,asdiscussed in x3.4.Then the�4u1 intersiteinteraction becom es
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isotropic in the spin space.Thissituation wasalready noticed in ref.10.

However,ifthe second site m easured from the �rst has the direction R̂ other than the

four-fold axis,wem ay have

Ylm (R̂)6= 0

with m = � 1 and � 3 forjm j� l� 6 in eq.(32).30) Thisisindeed the case ofa next-nearest-

neighborpairwherethe�rstsiteisattheorigin and thesecond oneisat(a;0;a).From eqs.(32)

and (33),itisseen thata conduction electron including the com ponentjz = � 1=2 from the

�rstsite can propagate to anotherstate with jz = 5=2 in the second site with m = � 3,and

to jz = � 3=2 with m = 1.This situation realizes the possibility eq.(65).Note that eq.(65)

doesnotnecessarily m ean the breakdown ofthe tim e reversal.The operators�y�x and �y�y,

which areeven undertim ereversal,describethesim ultaneousipsoftwo kindsofquasispins;

orbitaland K ram erspairs.

Let us analyze a part ofthe exchange interaction which involves only the pseudo-spin

com ponent�,butnottheothercom ponent�.In thecubicsym m etry thiscorrespondsto the

representation �4u1.The absence ofthe � com ponentm eansthaton-site processisdiagonal

with respect to the orbitalindex.However the K ram ers index m ay have such com bination

with �a 6= a as

X

a

X
�
a"a#(i)X

�
�a"�a#(j)=

X

�

1

16
[�x(i)+ i�

y(i)][1� �
z(i)][�x(j)+ i�

y(j)][1� �
z(j)]; (66)

and itsHerm itian conjugate.Expansion ofthe above form givesriseto an anisotropic term :

�
x(i)� �

x(j)� �
y(i)� �

y(j); (67)

in thepseudo-spin space�.W eunderstand in thisway theresultsin Fig.2 which indeed show

anisotropy in thepseudo-spin �.

W e now discuss why there is no o�-diagonalcom ponent in Fig.2(a).It is convenient to

usethebond-density de�ned by eqs.(53)and (54)with the properties

bl(M ;M
0
;R̂)/ (� 1)j1� M

0
X

m

 
j1 l j1

M m � M 0

!

Ylm (R̂); (68)

bl(� M
0
;� M ;R̂)= b

�
l(M ;M

0
;R̂ ); (69)

B l(���;�
0��0;R̂)= B

�
l(�

0
�
0
;��;R̂); (70)

with �� = � �.Then Dzx4u1(f
0;f0;R )isproportionalto

X

l;l0

Q ll0(kF R)
X

�;�0

X

���

(�z)�� (�
x)�B l(��;�

0
�;R̂ )B l0(�

0
;��;̂R ): (71)

Since R̂ isin thexz-plane,Ylm (R̂)isrealwith theazim uthalangle� = 0.Then using eq.(70)

we see thatB l isalso real,and hence eq.(71)iszero with Q ll0(kF R)= Q l0l(kF R).Therefore

20/30



J.Phys.Soc.Jpn. Full Paper

D zx
4u1(f

0;f0;R )vanisheswhen R̂ isin the xz-plane.

4. Sum m ary

W ehavederived them ultipolarinteraction between Ceionsfrom theAnderson-typem odel

with orbitaldegeneracy usingthefree-electron m odelfortheconduction electrons,with atten-

tion to the electronic structuresofthe phasesIIand IIIin CeB6.Asforinterm ediate states,

wehaveconsidered notonly 4f0 but4f2 Hund’s-ruleground states,and haveshown thatthe

anisotropicexchangeswhich areexpressiblein term sofpseudo-spin operatorsarise.From the

e�ective Ham iltonian,we have calculated coupling strengths for dipole-dipole,quadrupole-

quadrupole,and octupole-octupole interactions.In this paper we have assum ed the single

sphericalFerm isurface,which isevidently oversim pli�ed ifwe com pare with the experim en-

talsituation in CeB6.M oreover there should be the Coulom bic exchange in addition to the

hybridization asanothersource oftheintersite interaction.In spite ofoursim pli�cation,the

derived coupling constants give fairly consistent account ofthe AFQ order of�5g type in

the phase II.The pseudo-dipole coupling constant of�4u2 type and the anti-pseudo-dipole

coupling constant of�5u type are both in consistency with the phenom enologicalm odel,4)

provided 4f2H interm ediate statesare taken into account.

In relation to the previouswork,10) we calculated the explicitspatialdependenceofm ul-

tipolarcouplingswithin free-electron approxim ation.Theallcoupling constantsofm ultipolar

interaction in thissystem havethesam eorderofm agnitudewithin thissim pli�ed m odel.Es-

pecially in considering only 4f0 interm ediatestate,ourcalculation isconsistentwith thepre-

vioussym m etry analysison the couplingsbetween nearestneighbors.The octupole-octupole

interaction between �2u type m om ents is as strong as the quadrupole-quadrupole interac-

tion between �5g type m om ents.For next-nearest-neighbors,m ultipolar couplings becom e

anisotropic even ifonly 4f0 interm ediate state isconsidered.

Asforthe4f2 interm ediatestates,wehaveconsidered only theHund’s-ruleground states.

Inclusion ofotherstatesin the 4f2 m ultipletsshould have a tendency to enhance the sim ul-

taneous exchange ofspin and orbit.This can be seen from the results in Table I.Nam ely,

sim ultaneous spin and orbitalexchange has additive contribution from both interm ediate

states with S = 0 and S = 1.After projection to the �8 states,the orbitalexchange is de-

scribed by thepseudo-spin �,and thespin exchangeby �.Although thespin-orbitinteraction

m ixestheoriginalorbitaland spin quantum num bersconsiderably,thesign oftheon-siteex-

change is m ainly determ ined by the antisym m etry of4f2 states,and is robustagainst such

m ixing.After projection to the �8 states,the sim ultaneous spin-orbitalexchange takes the

form of�5g,�4u2 and �5u on-site interactions.It is suggestive that these interactions seem

relevantto realizing the phasediagram ofactualCeB6.
4)
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A ppendix: Integrals involving sphericalB esselfunctions

In thisappendix wederiveanalyticexpression oftherangefunctions.W eneed tocalculate

integralssuch as

q(l1;l2;z)�

Z z

0

x
2
dxfjl1(x)�l2(x)+ jl2(x)�l1(x)g; (A� 1)

wherel1 and l2 are even integers,and �l(x)isde�ned by

�l(x)�

Z 1

0

x0
2

x2 � x0
2
jl(x

0)dx0: (A� 2)

Thefunction Q l1l2(kF R)used in the m ain textisrelated to q(l1;l2;kF R)by

Q l1l2(kF R)= (kF R)
� 4
q(l1;l2;kF R): (A� 3)

Larsen hasalready calculated Q l1l2(x)in thecaseofl1 = l2,
31) butweneed Q l1l2(x)also with

l1 6= l2.

Using theresultin ref.31,�l(x)isgiven by

�l(x)=
�

2

2

4xnl(x)+

m = lX

m = 2;4;:::

(l+ m � 1)!!

(l� m )!!

1

xm

3

5 ; (A� 4)

wherenl(x)isthesphericalNeum ann function oforderl.SphericalBesselfunction oforderl

can bewritten by using trigonom etric functions:

jl(x)= Cl(x)cosx + Sl(x)sinx; (A� 5)

whereCl(x)and Sl(x)arethepolynom ialexpressionsofx
� 1,whilesphericalNeum ann func-

tion ofthesam e orderisgiven by

nl(x)= Cl(x)sinx � Sl(x)cosx: (A� 6)

W e obtain the analytic expression forq(l1;l2;z)by using eqs.(A� 4),(A� 5) and (A� 6) and by

perform ing thefollowing partialintegralssuccessively:
Z

dx
sinx

xp
= �

sinx

(p� 1)xp� 1
+

1

p� 1

Z

dx
cosx

xp� 1
; (A� 7)

Z

dx
cosx

xp
= �

cosx

(p� 1)xp� 1
�

1

p� 1

Z

dx
sinx

xp� 1
: (A� 8)

The �nalresults are tabulated in Table A� 1.The functionsin Table A� 1 are given in term s

ofthe coe�cientsofthe trigonom etric functionsand theirrelated functionslisted in the top

row.

Am ong thevariousrangefunctions,Q 00(kF R)givesthe classicalRK K Y interaction,32)

Q 00(kF R)= 2�F (2kF R); (A� 9)
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where

F (x)= (xcosx � sinx)=x4: (A� 10)

From Table A� 1,theasym ptotic form ofQl1l2(kF R)forkF R ! 1 isobtained as:8)

Q l1l2(kF R)’ (� 1)(l1+ l2)=2Q 00(kF R): (A� 11)
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Table A� 1. Dim ensionlessrangefunctions2q(l1;l2;x)=�.Thefunctionsaregiven in term softrigono-

m etricfunctions,Si(x),and Si(2x)
�
Si(x)�

Rx
0
dtsint=t

�
.

Table A� 1.a Thecoe�cientofx� n cosx.
l1 l2 x�9 cos(x) x�7 cos(x) x�5 cos(x) x�3 cos(x) x�1 cos(x)

0 0

0 2

0 4 -105/2

0 6 -3465/4 1575/8

2 2 9

2 4 315/2 45/2

2 6 10395 2205/8 -1071/8

4 4 3675 175 -5

4 6 1091475/4 -23625/8 -11025/8 315/8

6 6 21611205 -4584195/4 -255339/4 -7119/2 189/4

Table A� 1.b Thecoe�cientofx� n sinx,Si(x)and Si(2x).

l1 l2 x�10 sin(x) x�8 sin(x) x�6 sin(x) x�4 sin(x) x�2 sin(x) Si(x) Si(2x)

0 0

0 2 3 -3

0 4 -105/2 -45 45

0 6 -10395/4 1575/8 210 -210

2 2 -9 3 -3

2 4 -315/2 30 18 -18

2 6 -10395 25515/8 -945/4 -150 150

4 4 -3675 1050 145 10 -10

4 6 -1091475/4 751275/8 12915/2 105/8 45 -45

6 6 -21611205 33399135/4 324135/2 5103/2 -504 21 -21

Table A� 1.c The coe�cientofx� n cos(2x).

l1 l2 x�9 cos(2x) x�7 cos(2x) x�5 cos(2x) x�3 cos(2x) x�1 cos(2x) x cos(2x)

0 0 1/2

0 2 -1/2

0 4 1/2

0 6 -3465/2 -1/2

2 2 -9 1/2

2 4 -315/2 30 -1/2

2 6 -10395 7245/2 -63 1/2

4 4 -3675 3325/2 -100 1/2

4 6 -1091475/4 278775/2 -24885/2 210 -1/2

6 6 -21611205 47806605/4 -2819313/2 95571/2 -441 1/2

Table A� 1.d The coe�cientofx� n sin(2x).

l1 l2 x�10 sin(2x) x�8 sin(2x) x�6 sin(2x) x�4 sin(2x) x�2 sin(2x) sin(2x)

0 0 -1/4

0 2 7/4

0 4 105/2 -21/4

0 6 10395/4 -630 43/4

2 2 9/2 -13/4

2 4 315/4 -120 27/4

2 6 10395/2 -34965/4 945 -49/4

4 4 3675/2 -13125/4 505 -41/4

4 6 1091475/8 -1006425/4 202545/4 -2100 63/4

6 6 21611205/2 -163066365/8 19322415/4 -1210167/4 10899/2 -85/4
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Fig.1. Spatialdependencesofquadrupole-quadrupoleinteractionsD 3g and D 5g with R = (0;0;R).

Resultswith di�erentinterm ediatestatesareshown asfollows:(a)f0 interm ediatestateson both

sites;(b)f2
H
interm ediate stateson one site and f0 on the othersite;(c)f2

H
interm ediate states

on both sites.Arrowsshow kF R nn.
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Fig.2. Thespatialdependenceofdipole-dipoleinteraction D 4u1.Thepartwith kF R < 4 showsthe

case ofR = (0;0;R),and the other part with kF R > 4 gives the result for R = (R;0;R)=
p
2.

Arrowsshow kF R nn and kF R nnn.
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Fig.3. Thespatialdependenceofdipole-dipoleinteraction D 4u2.Thecases(a),(b),(c)arethesam e

asin Fig.1.And the de�ntion ofR arethe sam easin Fig.2.Arrowsshow kF R nn and kF R nnn.
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Fig.4. The spatialdependence ofoctupole-octupole interactionsD 2u and D 5u.The cases(a),(b),

(c)arethesam easin Fig.1.And thede�nition ofR arethesam easin Fig.2.Arrowsshow kF R nn
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