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M agnetization plateau and quantum phase transitions in a spin-orbitalm odel
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A spin-orbital chain with di erent Lande g factors and one-ion anisotropy is studied in the
context of the them odynam icalB ethe ansatz. It is found that there exists a m agnetization plateau
resulting from the di erent Lande g factors. D etailed phase diagram In the presence of an extemal
m agnetic eld is presented both num erically and analytically. For som e values of the anisotropy, the
four-com ponent system undergoes ve consecutive quantum phase transitions when the m agnetic

eld varies. W e also study the m agnetization in various cases, especially itsbehaviors in the vicinity
ofthe critical points. Forthe SU (4) spin-orbitalm odel, explicit analytical expressions for the critical
elds are derived, w ith excellent accuracy com pared w ith num erics.

O rbital degeneracy in electron system s leads to rich
and novel m agnetic phenom ena In many transitional
m etal oxides i}']. Among them are the orbial ordering
and orbital density wave, which have been observed ex—
perin entally in a fm ily of m anganites @]. A tractable
m odel to describe 2-fold orbital degenerate system is the
SU (4) model B], which has attracted much attention
B{:g]_ In the one-dim ensional case the m odel is exactly
solvable by Bethe ansatz BA) EJ:]. An interesting ques—
tion is to study the critical behavior of such a system
In an extemalm agnetic eld, especially when di erent
Lande g factors for spin and orbital sectors are involved.
O nem ay expect that the di erence ofg factorsw illbring
about new physics as a result of the com petition of the
soin and orbital degrees of freedom . In Ref. Ej], the au-
thors studied them agnetic properties ofthe SU (4) m odel
via BA, wihout taking di erent g factors into account,
w hereas num erdcal calculation was perform ed in Ref. E_é]
for the m odelw ith di erent g factors for up to 200 lat-
tice sites. H owever, a full picture about the critical elds
is still lacking. A nother m otivation is to see whether or
not any m agnetization plateau M P ), an interestingm ag—
netic phenom enon, occurs in such a spin-orbitalm odel
A s iswell known, antiferrom agnetic chains w ith integer
soin are gapful [_l-(_i], w hereas for halfinteger spin there
also exists a gapful phase wih a MP in the presence
of a large planar anisotropy I_I}'] A lso fractional M P
have been observed and can be explained by Shastry—
Sutherland lattice [_1-4fi] Butan M P arising from di erent
Lande g factors has not been addressed yet.

D eviation from the SU (4) sym m etry was considered by
variation in the interaction param eters of neighbor sites
i_'/:,z_i’], while another possble deviation m ay result from
the one-ion interaction. Sincem any com pounds arem ag—
netically anisotropic in which the orbitalangularm om en—
tum (OAM )may be constrained in som e direction due to
crystalline eld, the anglk between sopin and OAM deter—
m Ines the spin-orbial coupling (SO C) energy. T hiskind

of one—ion SO C leads to m agnetic anisotropy {_l-g;] Un-
der the in uence ofm olecular eld and an extemal eld,
the spin isparallelto the OAM , then the SO C energy de-
pendson w hetherthey are in the sam e directions. In such
a case, s ? type of interaction describes well the SOC
energy. Here we Introduce such an SU (2) SU (2) SOC
Interaction into the SU (4) m odel. A detailed investiga—
tion ofthe phase diagram isundertaken both num erically
and analytically in the context of the thermm odynam ical
Bethe ansatz (TBA).W e nd that the system exhbits
an M P resulting from di erent g factors when the SOC
issu ciently strong. T he criticalbehavior ofthe m agne—
tization in the vicinities of the critical points is revealed.
For certain values ofLande g factor, them odelundergoes

ve consecutive quantum phase transitions w hen the ex—
temalm agnetic eld varies. Further, the explict analytic
expressions for the critical elds for the SU (4) m odelare
derived, w ith excellent accuracy com pared to num erical
resuls.

Them odeland TBA .Consideran L-site chain w ith the

Ham iltonian
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where 8 and ~ are spin-1/2 operators for spin and
orbital sectors, and gs and g denote, respectively,
the Lande g factors. We assume gs > g through-
out the paper. H, is the SU (4) model with P4 =
@2s; s+ 1=2) @~y 5+ 1=2) exchanging the four site
states 7 7i: 1= J#i, .= #"i; 3= J"i, 4= FHi.
The symm etry is broken into SU ) SU (2) by H, and
further into four U (1)’s by the extemal m agnetic eld
H . The model can be solved exactly via BA approach.
TheBA equationsare the sam easthe SU (4) m odel fﬁ]:,:_l-ﬁl]
under the periodic boundary conditions, w ith the energy
eigenvalues given by
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E= 2 ap( 1)+ EyNy; 2)
i=1 k=1
where a, () = 1=@ ) n=(? + n?=4), and E; =
,=4 g H=2; E, = =4+ g H=2,E;3 = ,=4
g H=2; E,4 = =4+ g H=2,withg =gs G.Nx is
the total site number in state , and M @ (@GE= 1;2;3)

is the rapidity num ber. For a certain choice of the basis
order, which depends on whether or not the com ponent

is energetically favorable, the energy can be rew ritten

(1)
asE = L, g ()+ g®M @+ gPM @, with the

coe cientsg @ depending on the basis order. In the ther—
m odynam ical lin it, the sum m ation over the rapidity be-
com es integral. Follow ing Refs. i_l-g] and {_l-g'], one m ay
obtain the ground state (G S) equations for the dressed
energies ¥ (1= 1;2;3),

+ a3

where @ = ® = 0 and the symbol  denotes the
convolution. The dressed energies describe elem entary
excitations over the Femn i seas, ie. the GS wih all
states w ith negative dressed energies lled. A cocording
to an energetics argum ent, we may divide the exter-
nal eld H into three regions: (I) 0 H < Hgi,
(I Hr; < H < Hgy, (@ Hre, < H < 1 wih
J 27 @gs); J z7@g). For , > 0;
the corresponding basis order are: (I. ) ( 1, 27 3; 4)%,
L) 1y 37 25 &), @D (3,15 27 o) ;Pr , < 0:
T) (35 45 1,20 @) (37 1,47 2)°, (@) the
sameas , > 0. These ve basis orders provide a full
description of the phase diagram of the system .

P lateau. T he com petition between the anisotropy pa—
rameter , and themagnetic eld H results in a novel
quantum phase diagram . In the absence of the m agnetic

eld, i iseasy to nd that the states 3 and 4 are gap—
fulfor , > = 4Ih2. W heras or , < >, the
com ponents 1 and , are gapful. Therefore, the GS is
In an su (2) spn-orbial liquid state in strong anisotropy
regin e In the absence ofthe eld. However, the presence
of the m agnetic eld com pletely solits all our com po—
nents energetically. Them agnetization M * = ggzs®+ g
Increases from zero. For large positive ,,the eld bring
the com ponent 3 closerto the G S, whilk the com ponent

2 gradually gets out of the GS. Certainly, if the eld
reaches the rst critical eld where the com ponent 3
has not yet involved in the G S, a quantum phase tran—
sition from the spin-orbital liquid phase to a ferrom ag—
netic phase occurs. T hus a m agnetization plateau opens
w ith a constant m agnetization M * = g =2. Neverthe-
kess, this plateau w ill disappear when the eld is strong
enough H > H 52. In such a case, the component 3
becom es involved in the GS. The critical eld H 5, indi-
cates a quantum phase transition from the ferrom agnetic
G S Into a spin-orbial liquid phase. Ifthe eld continues

Hr1 = Hro =

to Increase, the spin and orbital sectors becom e fully—

polarized at the third criticalpoint H Y, . From the TBA

equations (9’) , We get the exact expressions for the critical
elds

4 =2 4 =2+ 4
P _ . P _ z . P _ z .
Hcl_ ’ Hc2_ ! Hc3_ .

S S
N otice that theplateau opensonly if , > £ = 8gs=g
and 0 < g < gs. If the g factors are the sam e, the
plateau disappears because the com ponents 1 and
rem ain degenerate In the eld. The critical behavior of
the m agnetization in the vicinities of the critical points
m ay be summ arized as ollow s

WM Zi= WM i+ ky HE; 5)

wheretM *i = g =2 are, respectively, plateau and satu—
ration m agnetizations. H is the sm all deviation from
the critical points and = 1 depending on M ? is
ncreasing or decreasing. ky = g =
ky =g, °= nearHE, andHE,. The coe cientsg  and
g: In @) and zfi) can be easily understood, since only 1
and , exist in the GS befre HE,| is reached, the dif-
ferences of their eld energy and m agnetization areg H
and g respectively. W hile orHY, < H < HE, onky

1 and 3 compete In the GS, shce , already gets out
before 3 enterstheGS. ; and 3 dierin eld energy
by g:H and In m agnetization by g.. In Fjg:}:A we plot
the m agnetization curves for di erent values of the pa—
ram eter ,, ncliding a plateau case.

The phase diagram : num erical and analytical. Here
we present a detailed analysis of the G S phase diagram
both num erically and analytically. In Figd, we plot the
phase diagram w ith respect to the parameters , and
H for xed valuesofgs and g @s = 20 and gr = 10).
For convenience, we refer to the GS w ith i com ponents
as i-state G S. Then for the phase transition between 3-
state and 2-state G S, ‘Ehe critical elds ollow from the
W ienerH opfm ethod [17], which is valid for large Fem i
boundaries. E xplicitly, we have

near HY, and

H§C+ =(z z)ngl 1g2g+3( z (2:)2;
2 2
HQP _ §+ 2 1g2( z IZ<) ;
° 29s Gt @gs )
gorF 2 s e § @t g) T
c 29s + Gt @gs + av)? !
HEC = %9.g2l 1 149 % ( .+ 9 1k 6

K

where ;1 = 1=(2 “)and £ = 2gH* = g=g ¢ which
corresponds to in nite Ferm i boundaries. Point Q is
detem ined by ¢ = 2gH?,with H? = 2h2=g, +
4 2m®2g%=g>.NearP orF the above analytic results
deviate due to sn allFem iboundaries. But in this case,

an analysism ay be carried out in termm s of expansion of

an allFem iboundaries. This kadsusto HZ ¥ ;H Per _

2)



> @ =2)%=( gs%)( e Z)%.Sinﬂarly,nearF,we
haveHEC,HEC = 2= @=2i=(g)(, I)E.
For j ,j< 5, the GS involves all the four com -
ponents, the m agnetic eld rst brings about a phase
transition from a 4-com ponent liquid to a 3-com ponent
licuid at the phase boundary C;.QC Here one of
the four com ponents, which is energetically unfavorable,
com pltely gets out of the G S, then the corresponding
Fem i sea disappears. So the critical eld only involves
two Fem ipoints B; and B,. At point C; , the com po—
nent , is degenerate with the com ponent ; which is
the m ost energetically favorable, the Fem ipoint B, lies
at n nity. Increashg H along C,MNQ drives , away
from 1, s0 2 becomes less energetically favorable In
the G S.T herefore the st Ferm isea shrinks, ie., B 1 de—
creases from in nity. Beyond M point, both the ncrease
of H and the decrease of , make 3 sink below the
which is rising, the energy di erence between 3 and ;
begins to dom inate over B;. As 3 is drawing near 1,
the rstFemm isea becom esbroadened again w ith an in—
crease of B;. A fter point N, 3 sinks beyond ; to be
the lowest state, 1 becomes less favorable in the GS.
The st Fem isea shrinks again, B 1 begins to decrease
alongNQ from the n niy atN .A sin ilar analysis isap—
plicable to B,, which ism ainly n uenced by the energy
di erence between the second and third com ponents in
energy levels. B, rises from zero at C; to In nity at M
and decreasesalongM NQ to zero at Q . In the respective
sections 0of C; M NQ the critical elds take the form

: CiMN CiMN
HC+MNQ + ° 4wyt Q

a;179+ + H}32 B
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G a;3)=9;
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NO . 2_23
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where a;m=a0 mTZ,a():% %]1’13, 2:16%’
and w = 2=3. In each case, the st term com es from
In nite B; and B,, the second tem is correction from
nie but large B ,, and the third term is the leading cor-
rection from the larger B;. For C; M N near point M
the B, and B; tem s need to be exchanged since B, be—
comes larger. Along NQ B is always larger than B,.
The location ofB; = B, In C; M N may be estin ated
byHg, = Hp,,which gives ., = 2a5(2gs a)=0Cgs) or
CyM and , = %ao forM N . T his coincideswellw ith nu—
merics, eg., OrM C; and gs =2.0; g = 1.0, the analytic
result is , = 1.073 whereas the num erical one is 1.042.

Sin flarly, for C VQ, the temm resulting from the In-
nite Fem i boundaries is H ; a; 1=9 , the cor-

. vcC 2 vcC
rection termm s are H}32 = 2 a; 379 o« HBl
Vo _ _ 3 vQ _
Hy = 2Brac+ G o 3F=g°,andHy° = slgag+

gs a; 3FP=9°, respectively. These expressions are not
valid orgs g¢ due to an allFermm iboundaries.

W hen the system is fully-polarized, only 3 exists in
the G S, whilk the other com ponents are all gapful, w ith
agap = mihfE; 4 E; ji= 1;2;4g. Thisgap is
closed ifH < H ¢, wih the fully-polarized critical point

He=max ( ,=2+ 4)g. '; 4g, " : )
This expression is exact and valid for all ,. W hen

2 ¥ =  8gs=g: , the strong negative anisotropy
makes 1 and , too faraway from 4. Befre the eld
brings them close enough to get involved in the G S, the
com ponent 4 hasbeen allpum ped out by the eld from
the GS at criticalpoint H¢ = 4=g;, . Forall , e,
the m agnetization is the sam e as shown by curve a in
Figda .

T he analytic results are com pared w ith the num erics
n Fjg.'_z, w ith very satisfactory accuracy.

F ive consecutive H . phase transitions. The com peti-
tion of anisotropy , and the extermal eld H also leads
to an unusualm agnetic phenom enon. For som e xed val-
ues of ,, gs and g, the system undergoes wve consecu—
tive quantum phase transitionswhen H varies, although
the 4-com ponentm odelusually hasatm ost three consec—
utive phase transitions. A strong negative anisotropy
makes 4 energetically quite favorable. The eld H ex—
pels ; st from the 4-com ponent G S. H ow ever, before
H overwhelm sthe in uenceof , on 4, further increase
of H willmake , closer to 4 and draw i back into
the GS. This process brings about the st two phase
transitions. Then H plays a dom inant role, i begins
to bring out 4, 2 and ; from the GS one by one.
T his results in other three consecutive phase transitions.
T he variation ofthe state com ponent num bers in the G S
is: 4! 3! 4! 3! 2! 1. This ve H .’s case exists or all
0 < gt < gs and becom esm ore visble when g is larger.
One case ism arked by black dots in FigidB frg, = 20
and g = 1:8. Another possble case for ve H . transi-
tions to occur is the GS composed of 3 and 4. The

eld brings ;1 into the GS 1rst. As the di erence of
g: and gg is getting sm aller, , has closer energy to ;.
Further increase of H brings . into the GS before 4
com pletely gets out. T he com ponent num ber changes In
such a way: 2! 3! 4! 3! 2! 1. This case occurs when
the point Q isbelow C_ in Fjg:_j, approxin ately requir-
ngl> g=gs > 1 2h2g’=(?gl). Four consecutive
H . transitions take place or , = ;.InFjg;;.lB and
C, we plt the m agnetization curves which display ve
consecutive H . phase transitions.

The SU (4) model. Ifwe set the anisotropy param eter

, to be zero, the m odel reduces to the SU (4) m odel
w ith di erent Lande g factors in the soin and orbital sec—
tors. In this special case, the above resuls for the critical

elds give rise to

SU (4)

Ho aog, ' + 2a5 29 G)’a. +w 2359, 4

v i@ 9o g i ®)

5S04 ea @



SU (4) _

Hc3 4gtl'

W e com pare the above analytic results wih TBA nu-
m erical ones In the Fig. :jA, which shows an excellent
accuracy form ost values ofg: . N otice that the deviations
occuronly for lessphysicalvaliesofg. dueto sm allFermm i
points. Forgs = 20 and g = 1:0, the discrepancies of
HEY® andu &) (CBA num erics: 03695, 0.9415; ana-
Iytic: 03697, 0.9386 (200 sites results k_;] for com parison:
031, 0.93)) are, respectively, 0.05% and 03% . H 5 @ is
exact. The m agnetization of the SU (4) m odel is shown
n Fjg:;I:A , which also coincides w ith the num erical result
for 200 sites fal.

W e thank Huan-Q iang Zhou, YouQuan Liand M T.
Batchelor for discussions and comm ents. ZJY thanks
FAPERGS and FAPERJ for partial support. AF thanks
FAPERGS and CNPg. XW G thanks the Australian Re—
search C ouncil for support. BC thanksN SF (N aturalSci-
ence Foundation) ofZhejiang, China RC 02068) and N SF
ofChina (10274070). IR thanksPRONEX ansCNPq.

[L1Y .Tokuro and N .N agaosa, Science 288, 462 (2000) .
R]1 E . Saioh et al, Nature (London) 410, 180 (2001).
Bl1Y Q .Lietal, Phys.Rev.Lett.81,3527 (1998).
A]1Y Q .Lietal,Phys.Rev.B 60, 12781 (1999).
B]1Y .Yam ashita et al,, Phys.Rev.B 61, 4012 (2000).
b] SJ.Guand Y Q Li, Phys.Rev.B 66, 092404 (2002).
[71F .M ila et al,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 82, 3697 (1999).
B] P.A zaria et al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 83, 624 (1999).
P] B .Frischm uth et al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 82, 835 (1999).
O] F D M .Haldane, Phys.Lett.A 93, 464 (1983).
111 M O shikam a et al,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 78, 1984 (1997).
[12] K K odam a et al., Science 298, 395 (2002); K O nizuka et
al, J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. 69, 1016 (2000); G . M isguich et
al,Phys.Rev.Lett.87, 097203 (2001); B S.Shastry and
B . Sutherland, Physica B 108, 1069 (1981).
[13]1 JC . Slnczew ski, Phys.Rev.110, 1341 (1958).
[14] B . Sutherland, Phys.Rev.B 12, 3795 (1975).
[15] M . Takahashi, Prog. Theor.Phys. 46, 401 (1971).
[l6] C N .YangandC P.Yang,J.M ath.Phys.10,1115(1969).
I7]1M G.Krein Usp.M at.Nauk 13, 3 (1958).



2 H— 12 A ‘
H
® A o .
5 Ho ] r Hy
. AT s ! 7
. Ho/l I [ i i
1+ wef | - 02,
= ‘} } 31 }3 A 31
H, A 08 L — a4z 312 ! J
05 F p } }3‘2} } J 13124 !
|84 | s14 |
0 B L 1og R -
0 0.5 1.5 0.65 0.7 0.75
15| (A) a(<A)  b(-85) c(-A%) d(-16) e(0.0 f(1.0) g(A%)
-
c
2 1r
©
Iy
°
f=
g
Sost
0 ; . . . .
0 1 2 3 4 5

Magnetic field H

FIG.1l. @A) Typicalm agnetization behaviors for xed valies of Lande g factors gs = 20 and g = 1:0. The numbers in
brackets indicates values of the anisotropy param eter .. The dotted line e denotes the m agnetization for the SU (4) m odel.
Curve jexhbitsam agnitization plateau. B) M agnetization corresponding to ve consecutive veH . quantum phase transitions
forgs = 20,g.= 19,and .= 3:0. Here the variation of the state com ponent numbers is2! 3 ! 4! 3! 2! 1. The number
i labels the state i, eg., the state com ponents in the phase 123 are ; > 3 In which ; is the m ost energetically favorable
whereas 3 is the least energetically favorable. T he phase variations between H ., and H c3 are 3412! 3142! 3124. T he dotted
line for com parison is an extension ofthe phase 34 by assum ing the com ponents unchanged. (C) M agnetization for consecuitive
ve H . phase transitions orgs = 2:0 and g = 10, with , = 14. Hep =0531 (transition 3142! 214) and Hes = 3:33

(31! 3) are relatively far away. T he variation of the com ponent num bers in the phase transitions is 4! 3! 4! 3! 2! 1.
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FIG .2. Phase diagram for xed valuesoflLandeqg factorsgs = 20 and gc = 10. InsideC4+ QC , the 4-state phases are 1234
(T ), 1324 (1T, ), 3124 (I1I1), 3142 (IT ), and 3412 (I ). The discrepancy of the analytic curves from the num erical ones is not
visble form ost regions of C, PQ and C; MNQ (with typicaldi erences within 1.0% , and 0.1% , respectively). There is less
accuracy In regions I and II for the analytic results due to Jarger driving tem s and an aller Femm iboundaries. M agnetization
plateaux and fully-polarized cases are exact.

Orbital g factor g,

05

- -~ analytic 5
—— TBA numeric|
i
.
@ ® | T 5
. . . ho N .
0 1 2 3 40 1 2 3 4
Magpnetic field H Magnetic field H

FIG.3. (&) Com parison ofthe analytic and the num erical resuls for the three critical elds ofthe SU (4) m odelw ith respect
to the orbital g factor g for a xed value of the spin g factor gs = 2:0. The num bers label the state com ponents as in FJg.Z,




