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The KugelK hom skii (KK ) Ham iltonian for the titanates describes spin and orbital superex—
change interactions between d' ions in an ideal perovskite structure in which the three t,y orbitals
are degenerate In energy and electron hopping is constrained by cubic site sym m etry. In this pa-
per we in plem ent a variational approach to m ean— eld theory in which each sie, i, has is own
n n sihglesite density m atrix (i), where n, the num ber of allowed single-particle states, is 6 (3
orbial tim es 2 spin states). T he variational free energy from this 35 param eter density m atrix is
shown to exhibit the unusual sym m etries noted previcously which lead to a wavevectordependent
susceptibility for spins In = orbitals which is dispersionless in the g -direction. Thus, for the cu-
bic KK m odel itself, m ean— eld theory does not provide wavevector selection’, in agreem ent w ith
rigorous symm etry argum ents. W e consider the e ect of including various perturbations. W hen
spin-orbit interactions are introduced, the susceptibility has dispersion in all directions in g-space,
but the resulting antiferrom agnetic m ean— eld state is degenerate w ith respect to global rotation of
the staggered spin, in plying that the spin-wave spectrum is gapless. T his possbly surprising con—
clusion is also consistent w ith rigorous sym m etry argum ents. W hen next-nearest-neighbor hopping
is lncluded, staggered m om ents of allorbitals appear, but the sum ofthesem om ents is zero, yielding
an exotic state with long-range order w thout long-range spin order. The e ect of a Hund’s rule

coupling of su cient strength is to produce a state w ith orbial order.

PACS numbers: 7510, 7127 + a
I.INTRODUCTION

High temperature superconductiviy’ and colossal
m agnetoresistance? have sparked m uch recent interest in
the m agnetic properties of transition m etal oxides, par—-
ticularly thosew ith orbitaldegeneracy > Tn m any transi-
tion m etal oxides, the d electrons are localized due to the
very large on-site C oulom b Interaction, U . In cubic oxide
perovskites, the crystal eld of the surrounding oxygen
octahedra splits the d-orbials nto a two-fold degener-
ate 5 and a three-©o1d degenerate t,g m anifold. In m ost
cases, these degeneracies are further liffted by a cooper—
ative Jahn-Teller (JT) distortion,® and the low energy
physics is well descrlbbed by an e ective superexchange
spin-only m odel®{” However, som e perovskites, such as
LaT 10 3,%° do not undergo a signi cant JT distortion, in
spite ofthe orbitaldegeneracy 1 In these system s, the ef-
fective superexchangem odelm ust dealw ith not only the
soin degrees of freedom but also the degenerate orbital
degrees of freedom 34! T he large degeneracy of the re—
suling ground statesm ay then yield rich phase diagram s,
w ith exotic types of order, nvolving a strong interplay
betw een the spin and orbital sectors 287

In the idealized cubic m odel for the titanates, there
is one d electron In the tpy degenerate m anifold, which

contains the wavefunctions X i 4., ¥ i &, and
i dy. Following Kugeland K hom skil KK ),!* one
starts from a Hubbard m odelw ith on-site Coulomb en-
ergy U and nearestneighbor (nn) hopping energy t. For
large U, this m odel can be reduced to an e ective su-—
perexchange m odel, which Involves only nn spin and or-
bital coupling, w ith energies of order = £=U. This
Iow energy m odel has been the basis for several the—
oretical studies of the titanates. In particular, it has
been suggested’? that the KK Ham iltonian gives rise
to an ordered isotropic spin phase, and that an energy
gap In the soin excitations can be caused by spin-orbit
interactions!® However, these papers are based on as-
sum ptions and approxin ations which are hard to assess.
Recently*? (this will be referred to as I) we have pre-
sented rigorous sym m etry argum ents w hich show several
unusual sym m etries of the cubic KK Ham iltonian. Per—
hapsthem ost striking sym m etry is the rotational invari-
ance of the total spin of orbitals wWhere = X;Y,
or Z ) summ ed over all sites in a plane perpendicular to
the -axis. Thissymm etry in plies that in the disordered
phase the w avevectordependent spin susoeptibility for

orbitals, (@) is dispersionless in the g -direction. In
addition, as discussed in I, this symm etry in plies that
the system does not support long-range spin order at
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any nonzero tem perature. T hus the idealized cubic KK

m odel is an happropriate starting point to descrbe the
properties of existing titanate system s. T his peculiar ro—
tational invariance depends on the special sym m etry of
the hopping m atrix elem ent and it can be broken by al-
most any perturbation such as rotation of the oxygen
octahedra. Here we consider the e ect of symm etry—
breaking perturbations due to a) spin-orbit interactions,
b) nextnearest-neighbor (hnn) hopping, and c) Hund’s
rule coupling. A coording to the general sym m etry argu-—
m ent of I, although long-range order at nonzero tem pera—
ture ispossible when soin-orbi interactions are included,
the system stillpossesses enough rotation sym m etry that
the excitation spectrum should be gapless. (This con—
clusion is perhaps surprising because once soin-orbit n—
teractions are included, the system m ight be expected
to distinguish directions relative to those de ned by the
lattice.) Thisargum ent would in ply that m ean— eld the-
ory will produce a state which has a continuous degen—
eracy associated w ith global rotation of the soins. The
purpose of this paper is to In plem ent m ean— eld theory
and to interpret the results cbtained therefrom in light
of the general symm etry argum ents. W e will carry out
this analysis using the variational properties of the den—
sity m atrix. Th a separate paper'® (which we will refer
to as ITT, the present paper being paper IT) we w i1l study
the selfconsistent equations of m ean— eld theory which
contain Inform ation equivalent to what we obtain here,
but n a form which is better suied to a study of the
ordered phase. Here our analysis is carried out for the
cubic KK Ham iltonian w ith and w ithout the inclusion of
the sym m etry-breaking perturbations m entioned above.
In the presence of spin-orbit interactions we nd that
the staggered m om ents of di erent orbital states are not
collinear, so that the net soin m om ent is greatly reduced
from its soin-only value. Thee ect ofnnn hopping isalso
Interesting. W ithin m ean— eld theory, this perturbation

w as found to stabilize a state having long-range staggered
soin order for each orbital state, but the staggered spins
ofthe three orbialstatesadd to zero. W hen only Hund’s
rule coupling is inclided, m ean- eld theory predicts sta—
bilization of long—range spin and orbitalorder. H ow ever,
elsewhere!'® we show that uctuations favor spin-only or—
der. As a resul, a state wih long-range order of both
soin and orbital degrees of freedom can only occur when
the strength of the Hund’s rule coupling exceeds som e
critical value which we can not estin ate In the present
form alism .

Brie y this paper is organized as ollows. In Sec. I
we discuss the KK Ham iltonian and x the notation we
willuse. In Sec. ITI we discuss the construction of the
m ean— eld trial density m atrix as the product of sihgle—
site density m atrices, each of which acts on the space of
six one-electron states ofan ion, and whose param etriza—
tion therefore requires 35 param eters. Here we show that
the w avevectordependent spin susogptibilities which di-
verge as the tem perature is lowered through a critical
value have dispersionless directions, so that unusually

m ean— eld theory provides no Wavevector selection’ at
the mean— eld transition. In Sec. IV we discuss the
Landau expansion at quartic order. In Sec. V we treat
several low er sym m etry perturbations, nam ely spin-orbi
Interactions, nnn hopping, and Hund’s rule coupling. In
each of these cases Wavevector selection’ leads to the
usualtw o—sublattice structure, but the qualitative nature
of ordering depends on w hich perturbation is considered.
In Sec. VIwe summ arize our work and discuss its im pli-
cations.

II.THE HAM ILTON IAN

The system we treat is a sim ple cubic lattice of ions
w ith one d electron per ion in a d-band whose veorbial
states are split into an e; doublkt at high energy and a
ty trplet at Iow energy. Follow ing the sem inalwork of
K ugeland K hom skiff! KK ), we descrie this system by
a Hubbard Ham ittonian Hy ofthe form

X X X
Hy = d o + t G o
i hiji
X X X
+U d o g oo @)

where ¢ creates an electron in the orbital labeled
In spin state on site i, is the crystal eld energy of
the orbital,t (i;]) isthem atrix elem ent for hopping
between orbital ofsite iand orbital ofsite j, and hiji
Indicates that the sum is over pairs of nearest neighbor-
Ing sitesiand jon a sin ple cubic lattice. Tt is convenient
to refer to the orbital state of an electron as its " avor’.
In this tem inology ¢ creates an electron of avor
and z-com ponent of soin  on site i. Initially we consider
the case when the Coulom b interaction does not depend
on which orbials the elctrons are In. In a later sec—
tion we w ill consider the e ects of Hund’srule coupling.
In a cubic crystal eld, the crystal- eld energy splits
the ve orbiald states into a low -energy triplet, whose
states are dy, X , 4. Y, and dy Z ,and a high
energy doublet, whose presence is ignored. In thism odel
it is assum ed that hopping occurs only between nearest
neighbors and proceeds via superexchange through an in-
tervening oxygen p orbital, so that the sym m etry of the
hopping m atrix is that illustrated in Fig. 1. Thus t
is zero if 6 andt () = t, except that t (5 7)
vanishes if the bond hiji is parallel to the -axis!® The
-axis is called!’ the hactive axis for hopping betw een
orbitals. W hen t U, KK reduced the above Hubbard
Ham iltonian to an e ective H am iltonian for them anifold
of states for which each site has one electron in a tpy or—
bialstate. W e w ill call this low -energy H am ittonian the
KK Ham iltonian and it can be regarded as a m any-band
generalization of the Heisenberg H am iltonian. The KK
Ham ittonian is often written In temm s of spin variables
to m ake the analogy with the Heisenberg m odel m ore



apparent, but for our purposes it is m ore convenient to
w rite the KK ) Ham iltonian in the form

X X X
Hkxx = d o C;/ C4
hiji 6 hiji
X X
Q ;, @Q ; O @)
hiji 6 hiji

where = £=U andthenotation 6 hiji ndicatesthat
In the sum over and neither of these are allowed to
be the sam e as the coordinate direction ofthe bond hiji.

(b)

y

FIG.1l. A schematic view of the ¥ i = dxy orbitals and
the (indirect) hopping param eter t via intem ediate oxygen
p-orbitals. Positive (negative) regions of wavefunctions are
represented by dark (light) lobes. In (@) we show that the
hopping m atrix elem ents between orbitals ofdi erent avors
are zero. In (b) we show that there is no indirect hopping
along the z-axis for an electron in the Z-orbial, due to sym —
m etry.

P reviouslk'? we pointed out several unusual symm e—
tries of this Ham iltonian. By an -plane we mean any
plane perpendicular to the axis which is the nac-

tive axis for -hopping). In I we showed that the total
number of electrons in an -plane which are n = or-
bitals is constant. In addition, the total spin vector (@s
well as its z com ponent) summ ed over all electrons in
orbials n any given -plane was shown to be a good
quantum num ber. T he fact that one can rotate the spin
of all elkctrons (these are electrons In  orbitals) n
any -plane at no cost in energy im plies that there is
no long-range spin order at any nonzero tem perature.*
N evertheless, since experin ent® show sthat LaT © 5 does
exhibit long—range spin order, i m ust be that soin order-
Ing is caused by som e, possbly am all, sym m etry break-
Ing perturbation, which should be added to the ideal-
ized KK model. Therefore it is worthwhile investigat-
Ing what form of longrange order results when possi-
ble sym m etry-breaking perturbations are included. A -
though the mean- eld resuls we obtain below should
not be taken quantitatively, they may form a qualita—
tive guide to the type of ordering one m ight expect for
m ore realistic extensions of the above KK model. W e
also noted®? that even when spin-orbit coupling is n—
clided, the H am ittonian hassu cient sym m etry that the
soin-wave soectrum rem ainsgapless. A sa resul, the gap
cbserved® in the excitation spectrum ofLaT 1 3 can not
be explained on the basis of the KK Ham ilftonian w ith
only the spin-orbit interaction as a perturbation. Aswe
shall see, these sym m etries are realized by the m ean— eld
solutions we obtain.

ITII.LANDAU EXPANSION AT QUADRATIC
ORDER

W e w ill develop the Landau expansion of the free en—
ergy as a multivariable expansion in powers of the full
set of order param eters necessary to describe the free en—
ergy arising from the KK Ham iltonian. In this section we
construct this expansion up to quadratic order in these
order param eters and thereby analyze the instability of
the disordered phase relative to arbitrary types of long—
range order. In later sectionswe discuss how thispicture
ism odi ed by higherorder term s in the expansion, and
by the addition of various sym m etry-breaking tem s into
the H am ittonian.

A .Param etrizing the D ensity M atrix

T he version ofm ean— eld theory which we will in ple—
m ent is based on the variational principle according to
which the exact free energy is obtained by m inin izing
the free energy fiinctionalF ( ) asa function ofthe trial
density m atrix , which m ust be H em itian, have no neg—

ative eigenvalues, and be nom alized by Tr = 1. Here
the trial free energy is
h i
F()=Tr H+kTh ; 3)



where the rsttem isthe trialenergy and the second is

T tim es the tralentropy, where T is the tem perature.

M ean- eld theory is obtained by the ansatz that isthe
product of singlesite density m atrices, (i):
Y
= @ )

i

and F ( ) isthen m inim ized w ith respect to the variables
used to param etrize the density m atrix, ({1). Sihce @)
acts in the space of tp4 statesofoneelectron, itisa 6 6
dim ensional H em itian m atrix w ith unit trace.

T he m ost general trial density m atrix (for site i) can
be w ritten in the fom

1
@ = EI + X (d); ®)
w here
X X
X (@)= cd Y Do ®6)
w ith
Y i) = A (1) + B 1) ~ : (7)

Here ~ is the Paulim atrix vector, and A (1), B* @@,
BY (1),andB? (i)are3 3Hem ianm atrices, ofwhich
the rst istraceless. The diagonalterm s ofthem atrix A
are param etrized for later convenience as

A= 32,39 4 6-39 30,
6 2 6 2
A, D= Agx @) Ayy ()5 @®)
such that
AZ,W+AZ W+AZ, D=ald+ald;

2

AZ, @ Al @+2aZ, @=ald

£@: O
For any operator O (i) associated w ith site iwe de ne

o @i Trp @ 17 10)

w here Tr denotes a trace over the six states j ; 1 ofthe
atom at site 1 with a single tpy electron. Then the di-
agonalm atrix elem ents of A (i) give the occupations of
orbital states,

11)

which m ay be related to the m atrix elem ents of the an—
gularm om entum , L,

LZ@ 1, . -,
h#l: H\Tx (l)l: 2a2 (l);

+

Al o™ o™

—=ai 1) +

L2 1, o
fl= Wy @i=

LZ@ 1, o
hf1= W, Hi=

a; () 2a, ();

ajg (l) : (12)

Wik Wik Wik

The o diagonalm atrix elem ents of A (i) are

X X
i e o i

hL ({Hi

X

= 21 A @ ; 13)

w here is the fully antisym m etric tensor. Sim ilarly,
L L O+ L OL @Di= 3X hzz G+ cZ g 1

= 6Rh @O+ar @ 14
Sin ilarly, the diagonalm atrix elem entsofB (i), B 1),

give the them al expectation value of the
ofthe spin of - avor electrons:

com ponent

S @Di= h! g 1=2B @@: (15)

The o diagonalm atrix elem ents of B (1) are related to
the orderparam eters associated w ith correlated ordering
of spins and orbits.

In general, the density m atrix Eq. (5) yields the aver—
age

1

 , @®i K g i=—

% 6
+ I’CZ Ci CXO(Aoo(l) + B oo@) ~ )g o i
= =6+ A (@) +B @ ~ 16)

B .Construction of the TrialFree Energy

U sing the result Eq. (16), we get the trdalenergy, U,
as

X X X
U = o, @i, 1
hiji 6 hiji
X X
=2 R @A GH+B @O B @@L an
hiji 6 hiji
w here we have used the identity
X
CB 1 2 1 2)B 2 3 ~ 2 3)
=B ,, B + i~ B B, .,: @18)

Here and below we drop term s independent of the trial
orderparam eters.

Using Eg. () we w rite the trial entropy as



X

TS=kT TrBXx?@® 6x°@+ 18Xx*@W+ ::9; (19)

i

where we noted that T¥X (i) = 0. T he second-order con—
trioution is found from

X X
Tri % (@)1= Trlg Y @o
0 0 X X
(ﬁggY 00 0o0(d)c oo]= Y @Y )
X
= AR @A @H+B @O B @I (0)

At quadratic order the trial freeenergy, F = F,, is
thus

1X X N
F, = > HHRr  @HA Q)
i3
+B @O B @) (21)
w here the inverse susogptibility is given by
Y9 = 12kT 5+ 2 50 1)@ gy ) (22)

Here j; is unity if sites i and j are nearest neighbors
and is zero otherw ise, and ij; is unity if the bond hiji
isalong the -direction and is zero otherw ise.

C . Stability A nalysis - W avevector Selection

W e now carry out a stability analysis of the disordered
phase. At quadratic order in the Landau expansion, pos—
sble phase transitions from the disordered phase to a
phase with long-range order are signalled by the diver—
gence of a susceptibility. D epending on the higherthan—
quadratic order temm s In the Landau expansion, such a
transition m ay (orm ay not) be preem pted by a rst-order
(discontinuous) phase transition. So m ean— eld theory is
a sin plk and usually e ective way to predict the nature
of the ordered phase In system s where i may not be
easy to guess it. To In plem ent the stability analysiswe
diagonalize the inverse susceptibility m atrix by going to
Fourder transform ed variables, whose generic de nition is

1 X .
F@=p= F@me™F*
N .
1 X .
F ;) = p— F @)e? %; 23)
N

a

where N is the total number of ]attjog
free energy at quadratic order isF, =

sites. Then the
a F, (@), where

F,= —
272
q

+B @ B (9 @4)

w ith
1 -
) = 12kT
X
+2 e FL g )@ L a)i @5)
Ronn

where R ,, is a vector to a nearest-neighbor site, and *
is the unit vector in the -direction. W e hence see that
we have only two kinds of inverse susceptibilities, the one
for the diagonalelem ents, nam ely

X .
T@)= 12kT + 2 e ™ B g0
Rann
X
= 12kT + 2 2 e +c); (26)

and the second for the o -diagonal m atrix elem ents,
nam ely

X

1(C1)= 12kT + 2 e R (l Rnnia” Rnn'aA
Rnn
X
= 12kT + 4 o @7
where ¢ cos(@a).

At high tem perature all the eigenvalues of the suscep—
tbility m atrix are nite and positive. As the tem per-
ature is reduced, one or m ore eigenvalues m ay becom e
zero, corresoonding to an in nite susoceptibility. U sually
this instability will occur at som e value of wavevector
(or m ore precisely at the star of som e wavevector), and
this set of wavevectors describes the periodicity of the
ordered phase near the ordering transition. This phe-
nom enon is referred to as Wavevector selection’. In ad—
dition, and we w ill later see several exam ples of this, the
elgenvector associated w ith the divergent susceptibility
contains Inform ation on the qualitative nature of the or—
dering. H ere, a centralquestion w hich the eigenvectorad—
dresses, is w hether the ordering is in the spin sector, the
orbitalsector, orboth sectors. Ifthe unstable eigenvector
is degenerate, one can usually determ ine the sym m etries
which give rise to G oldstone (gapless) excitations. W e
w illm eet this situation in connection w ith our treatm ent
of spin-orbi Interactions.) In the present case, we see
from Egs. 26) and (27) that the instabilities W here an
nverse susogptibility vanishes) rst appearatkT = 2 =3
for the diagonal susceptibilities. Consider rst the sus—
ceptibilities for unequal occupations of the three orbial
states. M aking use ofEgs. (8) and (26), we w rite

= a@ a2 @) (@8)

with the 2 2 susceptibility m atrix | given by



2
np1 @) = 12kT + 5 5%t 5S¢t 2

np2 @ =12kT + 2 o+ g+ 20 ;

1 1 2
2 @ = 1@ = 19_5 & & @9)

The instability occurs for both eigenvalues of the in-
verse suscgptbility m atrix n;l‘m (@), but only when the
wavevector g assum es is antiferrom agnetic valie Q =
( ; ; )=awhich leadsto a two sub-lattice structure (see
Fig. 2) called the \G" state. The two—fold degeneracy
is the sym m etry associated w ith rotations in occupation
num ber space IN i, N i, and IN ;1 w ith the constraint
that the sum of these occupation numbers is uniy. At
quadratic orderw e do not yet feel the discrete cubic sym —
metry of the orbital states.) In contrast, the inverse
spin susceptibility ! of Eg. (26) has a at branch
so that it vanishes for kT = 2 =3 for any value of q,
when the two other com ponents of g assum e the anti-
ferrom agnetic value =a. This wavevector dependence
Indicates that correlations in the spin susceptibility be-
com e long ranged in an -plane, but di erent -planes
are com pletely uncorrelated. N ote that beyond the fact
that there is no wavevector selection In the spin suscepti-
bility, one has com plete rotational invariance in B @)
for the com ponents labeled by  independently for each
orbital albeled . This result re ects the exact symm etry
of the H am ittonian w ith respect to rotation of the total
soin in the orbialsumm ed over all soins in any sihgle

“planel® If we restrict attention to the G wavevector
g = Q, we have com plkte rotational degeneracy in the
11 dim ensional space consisting ofthenineB Q) spin
orderparam etersand the two a, Q ) occupationalorder-
param eters. T hus at this level of approxim ation, we have
O (11) symm etry! M ost of this symm etry only holds at
quadratic order in m ean— eld theory. A susual, we expect
that fourth (and higher) order temm s In the Landau ex—
pansion w ill generate anisotropies in this 11-dim ensional
space to Iower the symm etry to the actual cubic sym —
metry of the system . As we will see, the anisotropy
which inhbits the m ixing of spin and orbit degrees of
freedom is not generated by the quartic term s in the free
energy. Perhaps unexpectedly, as we show elsew here,'®
this anisotropy is only generated by uctuations not ac—
cessble to m ean— eld theory.

A B

FIG .2. Thetwo sublattice \G " state which consists oftwo
interpenetrating sim ple cubic lattices on each site of which
the ions are In a given state, eitther A orB.

D ispersionless branches of orderparam eter suscepti-
bilities which lead to an in nite degeneracy of m ean—
el states, have been fund i a variety ofm odels, 8 {21
of which perhaps the most cekbrated is that in the
kagom €?? and pyrochlore?® system s. Tn aln ost all cases,
the dispersionless susogptibility is an artifact of m ean—
eld theory and does not represent a true symm etry of
the full H am iltonian. In such a case, the continuous de—
generacy is liffed by uctuations, which can either be
therm al uctuations®® or quantum uctuations.?® Here
we have a rather unusual case in that the spin susoepti-
bility has a dispersionless direction (parallelto the inac—
tive axis) which is the result of an exact true symm etry
of the quantum H am iltonian which persists even in the
presence of them aland quantum uctuations.

IV.LANDAU EXPANSION AT QUARTIC ORDER

T o discuss the nature ofthe ordered state onem ay con—
sider the self-consistent equations for the nonzero order—
param eters which appear below the ordering tem pera-—
ture at kT, = 2 =3 and this is done in III. H owever, the
types of possible ordering should also be apparent from
the form of the anisotropy of the free energy in order-
param eter space which rst occurs In tem s In the free
energy which are quartic In the orderparam eters. In
principle, Jong-range order is only possible when we add
to the Ham iltonian tem s which destroy the symm etry
whereby one can rotate arbirarily planes of spins as—
sociated w ith a given orbial avor. In the next section
w e study severalperturbationsw hich stabilize long-range
order. A lthough the nature of the ordering depends on
the perturbation, generically the resulting dispersion due
to this sym m etry-breaking perturbation stabilizes the G
structure, so that the instabilities are con ned to the
wavevector g = Q . In this section we in plicitly assum e
this scenario.



A cocordingly, we now evaluate alltem s In the free en—
ergy which involve four powers of the critical variables
B Q) and A Q) at the wavevector associated w ith
the assum ed two sub-lattice, or G, structure. These
termm sarise from twom echanian s. The st contridbution,
which we denote F4(4) , arises from \bare" quartic tem s
In Eq. (19). The second type of contrbution arises in—
directly through X @ I Eg. (19). There we have con—
tributions to the free energy which nvolve two critical
variables and one noncritical variable (evaliated at zero
wavevector). W hen the free energy is m Inin ized w ith
regpect to this noncritical variable, we obtain contribu—
tions to the free energy which are quartic n the critical

order-param eters and which we denote F4(3) .

A .Bare Quartic Tem s, F4(4)

T he bare quartic tem s are obtained from Eq. @4),
by taking into account only diagonalm atrix elem ents of
the matrices A and B . Since the fourth-order tem of
the entropy is multiplied by 18kT, [see Eq. (19)], and
we can safely put here 18kT=12 ,we nd that the bare
quartic tem s are given by

X X h i
rY = 24 A @+ e’ @O+ st ; B0)

w here we have denoted

SiH=6% @+ 6Y @)+ 6% @)’ @)
Introducing Fourder transform ed variables via Eg. (23)
we thereby obtain term s quartic in the critical order pa—
ram eters as

h i
24 X
FY = = At +ea? £+ ; (32)

where now all order param eters are to be evaluated at
wavevector Q . Using for the m atrix elem ents of A the
param etrization Eq. 8), we nd

n 2 2,2 P 2
o 126+ al)’+ 48 dman (s $)

+48@f+ a3) (L + S+ L)+ 2408 + s)+ s))

@)
24 &)L+ sl 28) 33)

B . Induced Quartic Tem s, F4(3)

To obtain the tem s of this type, we rst take from
Eg. A 2) allthe tem s having diagonalm atrix elem ents.

Multiplyingthem by 6kT = 4 [seeEqg. (19)],wehave
X h i
Vs= 8 2% ®+32 @B @ B @ : (34)

Next we insert here the Fourier transform s. The criti-
calvariableswe treat here are the Fourder com ponents at
w avevector Q (; ; )=a.W hen the wavevectorisQ,
it willbe left In plicit. W e indicate explicitly only those
variables taken at zero wavevector. T hen V3 is given by

24 X B

V= p— A O@? + &)
N

i

+28 (0 B A (335)

where we have used Eq. (31).

W e now elin lnate the noncritical variables at zero
wavevector by m Inim izing the free energy w ith respect
to them . W e note that all the noncritical zero wavevec—
tor variables have the sam e susceptibility

©)= 2kT +8 )= @6 )1 (36)
and therefore the fiinction to m Inin ize is
X h i
Vy= Vs + 8 A2 O+B OB © : @7

B he m inin ization procedure, allow ing for the constraint
A 0) = 0, yields

3
B O)==B A ;
N

1

A0 = —p— 202 + 25 AZ g A, $;
2 N
1

Ayy(0)=—p—2N_2A§y+2s§ A2, § AZ §;

Az, (0)= Axx(0) Ay 0): (38)

Inserting these values into Eq.
tion F4(3) to the free energy

(37) yields the contribbu-

hy
12 2 2,\2
— + s7)
N @

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Bex T su) AL, + s)) (Ayy+i S;) AL, + sy)

@i+ )@l + ) ; 39)

which, upon Inserting the param etrization (8) becom es
3+ a3)?

p_
36 3aax (s, §) 24+ aj) (s + sL+sh)
o

)+ s2 28) (40)



C .TotalFourth-O rder A nisotropy

A dding F4(3) and F4(4),we nd F, as

n X 2 X
Fo= — 12 s* 12 s+ 9@%+ al)?
N <
X j
+24@2+ ad) s* + 12 3a1a, K §1]
@)
6@ &)+ s 28] ; (a1)

where all variables are evaluated at wavevector Q . As
m entioned above, the anisotropy of this form detem ines
the nature ofthem ean— el statesofthe idealK K Ham ik
tonian. W ew illgive a com plete analysis ofthe sym m etry
and consequences ofthis fourth order anisotropy in paper
ITT. Here we w ill use this form to detemm ine the nature
of possble ordered states In the presence of sym m etry—
breaking perturbations such asthe spin-orbit interaction.

V.SYMMETRY BREAKING PERTURBATIONS

As we have just seen, the idealized KK m odel con—
sidered above has su cient symm etry that there is no
wavevector selection?® w ithin m ean— eld theory and the
exact symm etry of this m odel does not support long—
range order at nonzero tem perature. In this section we
consider the e ects of various additional perturbations
which are nevitably present, even when there is no dis-
tortion from perfect cubic symm etry. W e consider n tum
the e ects of a) spin-orbi coupling, b) further neighbor
hopping, and c) Hund’s rule or Coulomb exchange cou—
pling. Here we do not assum e that the long-range order
only involves the wavevector Q of the G structure. In
other words our st ob fctive is to see how these vari-
ous perturbations lead to (if they do) wavevector selec—
tion and what types of ordering resul.

A . Spin-O rbit Interactions

W e rst consider the e ect of including spin-orbit in—
teractions, since these interactions destroy the peculiar
nvariance w ith respect to rotating planes of spins of dif-
ferent orbial avors independently. Below we see that
the addition of spin-orbit coupling leads to a wavevector
selection from the susceptibility, which previously had a
digpersionless axis in the absence of such a perturbation.
Indeed, a plausble guess is that the system will select
the wavevector Q to allow sin ultaneous condensation of
soins of the all three orbials.

W e w rite the spin-orbit interaction, Vso , as

X X X

Vso = hit3id o [ 1 ; 42)

w here
hiL ji= i ; 43)

and  is the soinh-orbi coupling constant. W e now in—
corporate this perturbation into the mean- eld treat-
ment. The expression for the entropy does not need to
be changed. The trial energy involves Tr[ ({)Vso ] and
generates a perturbative contribution to the free energy
which is

X X

F=2 B (Mh § i 44)

In tem s of Fourier transform ed variables this is

X
F=2N B (@=0h{ ji: (45)

Thus the spin-orbi interaction appears as a eld act-
Ing on the noncritical orderparam eterB (= 0), wih

6 .

W e now calculate the perturbative e ect of the spin—
orbit interaction. Because the perturbation Vso is the
only term in the Ham iltonian that causes a transition
from one orbialto another, the kading perturbation to
the free energy w illbe oforder 2. W e develop an expan-—
sion at tem peratures In nitesin ally below T, = 2 =(3k)
In powers of and f g, where £ g denotes the set of
variableswhich, in the absence of soin-orb it coupling, are
critical at the highest tem perature, nam ely, kT = 2 =3.
This set Includes B (@) forg on is \soft Iine", which is
q arbitrary and the other com ponents equalto =a. In
addition, this set also includes A Q), namely, a; Q)
and a; @ ). Thedom inant perturbation to the free energy
willbe oforder 2 jrwhere ; isone ofthe criticalor-
der param eters. Tem s of order 2 ; are not allowed, as
they would cause ordering at all tem peratures above T,
and contributions Independent of ; are ofno Interest to
us. So our goalis to calculate all term s of order 5.
By m odifying the tem s quadratic in the critical order
param eters we w ill obtain a free energy w ithout a dis-
persionlessbranch ofthe susoeptibility, and therefore the
spin-orbit perturbation w ill lead to wavevector selection.

Tem s of order ? ; j in the free energy arise from
either bare fourth-order tem s or indirectly from cubic
term swhich involve one noncritical variable and tw o crit—
icalvariables. H ere we describe these contributions qual-
itatively. The explicit calculations are given in A ppen-—
dices B and C. W e rst consider contributions arising
from the third-order temm s. N ote that the spin-orbit per—
turbation Vgo actslikea \ eld" in that it couples linearly
to the order param eter B (= 0), asone can see from
Eqg. (45). M inin ization w ith respect to this order pa—
ram eter yields

—N'?h L §i iN'"Pg ; @6)

= Q)=
@ ) G



where gp = =(6 ) and we noted that the non-diagonal
nverse susceptbility ' (0) is12 atkT = 2 =3 [seeEq.
(27)]. In other words, we have the spatially uniform dis—
plcem ent, B @) = igoy ,which is linearin . Now
consider third-order term s In the free energy which are
schem atically of the form
F=aB (@@= 0) ixj; @)
where a is a constant, and x5 is a noncritical variable, so
that its susceptibility  is nite at T.. A flerm inin izing
w ith respect to x4, we cbtain a contribution to the free
energy oforder (1=2) ;a°® (@= 0))* ?,which isa
tem oforder ? ; j (@beit wih i= j). This pertur-
bative contribution to the free energy quadratic in the
critical variables w ill be denoted F2(3) . Note that these
cubic term s [see Eq. (47)] are denti ed as being linear
n @B ,In ©)a critical orderparam eter ;, such as

B ) bythiswemean B evaluated for a wavevec—
tor on its soft line), or A ©Q), and in (c) som e non—
critical orderparam eter. Tem s of order 2 i1 j can also
com e from bare fourth order tem s which are products
of two powers of B (= 0) wih two critical variables

and these contributions are denoted F2(4) .Allthesetem s
w ill then lead to m odi cations of the termm s In the fiee
energy which are quadratic in the critical variables and
w hich therefore m ay lead to wavevector selection w ithin
the previously dispersionless critical sector.

W e now identify cubic tetm s in Eq. (19) which are
of the form writen In Eq. (47). There are no nonzero
cubic term s which are linear in both and eithera; Q )
oray Q). The allowed cubic tem s are analyzed in Ap-
pendix B and the result for their perturbative contribu-
tion F2(3) to the free energy from m inin izing these cubic
tem s is

(3) X 2 nx
F,” = GCo 2s @s ( Q)
q
+s @s ( q)
(@]
+ s Q)s Q) 2s QR)s Q) 48)

where Co = 14497 = 4 %=
de nition

, and we have introduced the

s @=B @: (49)
P

In Eg. (48), q m eans that the wavevector is sum m ed
over the soft line so that g = =a or € and g
ranges from =a to =a. Ih particular the sum overqg
also ncluidesg = Q . In Appendix C weevaliate thebare
quartic tem s in the free energy which also give a result
oforder ? ; j,and nd

nygx X

3 s @)s

F, =Cp (+dQ)+aQ)

a

1X
+ = 2 2s
3

0)

W e now discuss the m eaning of these resuls. O ne ef-
fect of the spin-orbit contributions is to couple critical
soin variables of di erent orbitals. But this type of cou—
pling only takes place at the wavevectorQ at which spin
variables forboth orbitals are sin ultaneously critical. So
we write the sum of all the quadratic perturbations in
tem s of spin vardiables s  listed above as

1X X hx O
Fz=5 Mgl s @s ( Q)
K i
+M’1 s Q)s Q) (1)

where M é) is a diagonal m atrix and M é) isan o —
diagonalm atrix. T hese m atrices are

2 3
100
MmO - Xoggqgs,
: 3 o001
2 3
01 1
4c
MO =241 0 15; (52)
3 1 10

where the rst row and column refers to s and the
othertworefertos ,with % . The contrbbutionsto

the free energy from M é ' are Independent of wavevec—
tor and thus do not In uence wavevector selection. T he
term n M , selectsQ (because them Ininum eigenvalie
ofthematrix M &' is  4C,=3, which is negative). T
addition, them nim um eigenvector detem ines the linear
com bination of order param eters that is critical. If this

eigenvector has com ponents (¢ ;% ;), then, or = x,
we have
Sxx Q)= xCL 7 Syx Q)= x2 7 Szx Q)= x27 (53)

where , is the nom alm ode am plitude and we adopt
the nom alization ¢ + 2c = 1. Thus, out of the nie
soin com ponentss  (Q ) which were sin ultaneously crit—
ical In the absence of soin-orbit coupling, we have the
soin uctuation corresponding to the three nom akm ode
am plitudes 4, y,and . iIn tem sofwhich we w rite the

staggered soin vector ororbital ,s @), as

sx Q) (3x © );sxy Q)iskzQ))= (xc1s v&i 2X2)i
sy Q)= (x@i yai :x);

Sy Q)= (XCZ; v ch): (54)

The totalspin at site i is the sum of the spins associated
w ith each orbial avorand isgiven by the staggered spin
vector

SQ)= (xiyizat2x); (55)



so that the ’sareproportionalto the com ponents ofthe
totalgoin. Now we evaluate the fourth-order free energy
term s relevant to the soin orderparam eters [seeEq. (41)]
In tem s of these critical order param eters ;:

F=C [Z+ 2+ 2FKE+ 36+ 26
Gi+ 1i+ N6 EF

where C; isa constant. In general, a form lke thiswould
have \cubic" anisotropy in that the vector  (the total
soin vector) would preferentially lie along a (1;1;1) di-
rection I order to m axin ize the negative tetmn in 2 2.
H owever, for the present case, the m inin um eigenvector
ofM ¢ s (@jmie) / @; 1; 1).Thus brthe present
case & = &, and the quartic term is isotropicin  space.
W hat thism eans is that although the spin-orbi interac—
tion selects the directions for the soin vectors s of or-
bital avor relative to one another, there is rotational
Invariance when all the s s are rotated together. This
Indicates that relative to the m ean- eld state there are
zero frequency excitations which correspond to rotations
ofthe staggered spin. Herewe nd thisresult atorder 2.
M ore generally, one can establish this rotational nvari-
ance to allordersin  and w ithout assum ing the validiy
ofm ean- eld theory.}4/®

N ote that the soin state induced by soin-orbit coupling
wih ¢ = @) does not have the spins of the individ-
ualorbitals, s , parallelto one another and thus the net
spin, S, isgreatly reduced by thise ect. Explicitly, when

(56)

Q= @, we have
s?=(i+ I+ Dd
=sQ)=5Q)=sLQ)= (Z+ 2+ 2)=3: 7

Thism eans that the total spin squared is 1/3 ofwhat it
would be ifthe s were parallel to one another.

Tt rem ains to check that the variables ay Q ) are less
criticalthan s (@ ). The results given in Eq. (C2) of
Appendix C show a positive shift in the free energy as-
sociated w ith the variablesay Q ), w hereas the soin vari-
ableshave a negative shift in free energy due to spin-orbit
Interactions. W e therefore conclide that in the presence
of spin-orbit interactions, m ean— eld theory does give
w avevector selection and one hasthe usualtw o-sublattice
antiferrom agnet, but w ith a greatly reduced soin m agni-
tude. Tt is interesting to note that® LaT 1 ; has a zero
point mom ent which is about 45% of the value of the
sodn were fully aligned. T his zero-point spin reduction is
much larger than would be expected for a conventional
son 1/2 Heisenberg system in three spatial din ensions.
Tt is possble that spin-orbit interactionsm ight partially
explain this anom alous spin reduction.

B . Further N eighbor H opping

W e now consider the e ect of adding nnn hopping to
the Hubbard model of Eq. (1). For a perfectly cu—

bic system , this hopping process com es from the next-
to-shortest exchange path between m agnetic ions, as is
shown In Fig. 3. W e write the perturbation V to the
Hubbard H am iltonian due to these processes as

X

(i 3)Vis5 (58)

where t¥ is the e ective hopping m atrix elem ent connect—
Ing next-nearest neighbors, issumm ed over coordinate
directions x, y, and z, (1;j) isuniy ifstesiand jare
next-nearest neighbors in the same -plane and is zero
otherw ise, and

(59)

Here isin the direction nom alto the plane containing
spinsiand j,and 2 restrictsthe sum over and to
the two ways of assigning indices so that , ,and are
alldi erent. N ote that thepaths from i to j and from
i toj usealtemate paths ofthe square plaquette con—
necting i and j. Notice that the processes which couple
nearest neighbors cancel by symm etry (see Fig. 4), so
that the e ect ofhopping betw een m agnetic ionsvia two
Intervening oxygen ions nvolres only nnn hopping. This
generates a perturbation to the KK Ham iltonian W hich
describes the low -energy m anifold) of the form

X X

Vkk = 0 (6]

ij

X 5 X
a o

P a i (60

where %= (t9?=U and U is the on-site C oulom b energy.
Thism ay be w ritten as

X X

0

Vkk = IV (@53); (61)

ij

where, apart from a term which is a constant in the low -
energy m anifold, we have for = x

X
Vi@ = oo, o v oy, oo
Gy &, oy ;i (62)

and sin ilarly fory and z.



FIG .3. Hopping between di erent orbitals on next nearest
neighboring (nn) T iionswhen hopping between neighboring
oxygen p orbitals is allowed. T he hopping m atrix elem ent is
the product of m atrix elem ents to hop from a Tiion in a dy.
state to an O ion in a py state, then to an adacent O ion also
in apy state, and nally toannn Tiion in a d, state.

FIG. 4. Hoppihg between di erent orbitals on near—
est-neighboring T i ions when hopping between neighboring
oxygen p orbials is allowed. The m atrix elem ents for the
two channels to hop from dy, to dxy have opposite signs, so
that the totalm atrix elem ent (sum m ed over the tw o channels)
is zero, as one would deduce from symm etry considerations.
Thus the only processes involving two nearest neighboring
oxygen lons are processes like those shown in Fig. 3 between
nnn T iions.

T he details of the m ean— eld treatm ent of this pertur-
bation is given In Appendix D . Here we sum m arize the
m a pranalytic results obtained there for the w avevector—
dependent soin susceptibility at the critical w avevector,
Q, ; o) = Q) ; o, where and are or-
bital indicesand and °are spin indices. The resul of
Appendix D isthat
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12kT 8 80 g0
) 1t=14 80 12kT 8 8% 5: 63)
g0 80 12kT 8
Them ininum eigenvalie is
= 12kT 8 8: (64)
T his gives
kT.= 2( + 9=3: (65)

By considering the eigenvectors and the e ect of the
fourth order tem s, the analysis of Appendix D shows
that nnn hopping does stabilize a Q antiferrom agnetic
structure, but the resulting 120° state has zero net stag—
gered spin. In addition, as before, there is a degeneracy
between the spin-only states we have jist described, and
a state involring orbital order. As shown In ITI, uctu—
ations rem ove this degeneracy, so that we m ay consider
only them ean- eld solutions for spin-only states. Such a
m agnetic structure forwhich the localm om ent (summ ed
overall avors) vanishes, w illbe ratherdi cul to detect
experin entally.

It is Instructive to argue for the above results w ith—
out actually perform ing the detailed calculations of Ap-
pendix D . W e expect the e ect of ndirect exchange be—
tween nnn’s to induce an antiferrom agnetic interaction
between the soins of di erent orbial avors of nnn’s.
N ote that the wavevector Q describes a two sub-lattice
structure In which nnn’s are on the sam e sub-lattice. A
cordingly, as far as m ean— eld theory is concemed, an
nnn interaction between di erent avors is equivalent to
an antiferrom agnetic Interaction between soins ofdi er-
ent avors on the sam e site. So the spins of the three
orbial avors form the sam e structure as a triangular
lattice antiferrom agnet,?’ nam ely the spins of the three
di erent orbital avorsare equalin m agnitude and all lie
in a single plane w ith ordentations 120° apart. T his state
still has global rotational invariance, but also, as does
the triangular lattice antiferrom agnet, it has degeneracy
w ith respect to rotation ofthe spinsoftwo avorsabout
the axis of the spin of the third avor.

C .Hund’s Rule C oupling

W e now consider the e ect of Hund’s rule coupling.
Our ain is to see how this perturbation selects an or-
dered phase from am ong those phases which would rst
becom e critical in the absence ofthis perturbation as the
tem perature is reduced. To lading order in & =U,
where Jy is the Hund’s rule ocoupling constant (which
is positive in real system s), as discussed In Appendix E,
this perturbation reads*®

X X X

Hx x = CzCngonO

hiji 6hiji ©
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where €=U, as before?? To see the e ect of this
perturbation within m ean— eld theory, we calculate its
average (see Appendix E for details). Con ning to aver—

ageswhich are criticalwhen = 0, (ie. A and B ),
the result of Appendix E is
X X
h Hxg i= 10A  {HA )
hiji 6 hiji
106 @HA @)+ 2B @ B )
B @O B O (67)
Usinhg Egs. (8) and (49) to write the order param eters

In tem softhe a'’sand the s s, this contrbutes a per-
turbation to the free energy given by

1X )
F=E n @ ac@a( q)
k;1
1X )
* s s @ s @s ( Q; (68)
where
[, @] "
1 1
T Qo+ 2 ) B ( )
T R A R A1)
=G §) e
and
2 3
0 ¢ g
[Jl@l= 4 4¢c 0 cb: (70)
g & O

Ifthe m nimum eigenvalie of 1 at wavevector Q is

negative, then the instabiliy tem perature for the as—
sociated order param eter is raised by the perturbation
and vice versa. Note that at wavevectorQ , ¢, = ¢

c, = ltheeigenvalnesof _'(@) are8 , 4 ,and
4 . On the other hand, the elgenvaluesof 1 @)
are both 20 From this result we conclude that

Hund’s rule coupling favors antiferrom agnetic orbital or-
dering, as described by the order param eters a; Q ) and
a; Q). Since the mean- eld tem perature for soin and
orbial ordering were degenerate for = 0, we conclude
that w thin m ean— eld theory the addition ofan in nites-
In alHund’s rule coupling gives rise to an ordering tran—
sition in which the ordered state show s long-range anti-
ferrom agnetic orbital order, characterized by the order-
param eters a; Q ) and a; Q ). However, sihce we have
shown elsswhere'® that r the bare KK model, uctu-
ations stabilize the spin-only states relative to orbial
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states, we conclude that when uctuations are taken into
acocount, it will take a nite am ount of Hund’s rule cou—
pling to bring about orbital ordering. For spin ordering
them ean— eld state isdegenerate w ith respect to an arbi-
trary rotation. T his is re ected by the fact that the tem
which is fourth order in the spin com ponents is isotropic.
W e now discuss the anisotropy in the m ean— eld solui—
tion fororbialorder. W ewant to detem ine the form the
free energy assum es in tem s of the Fouriertransform ed
variablesa; Q ) and a, Q ). W avevector conservation dic—
tates that we can have only products nvolving an even
num ber of these variables. Ifwewrite a; Q ) = acos g
and a, Q) = ash g, then we show In Appendix F
that the contrbution to the free energy of order a* is
independent of , , but the term of order a° is of the
om F Lo+ Cscos6 g + ). This orm indi
cates an anisotropy, so that the m ean— eld solution is
not sub ect to a rotational degeneracy In a;-a, space.
If C¢ is positive and 0, these m inIn a com e from
the six angles that are equivalent to g =2+ n =3.
For ¢ =2, a1 = 0 and we have ordering Invoking
onk a;, o that N ,i= 1=3, W ,i= 1=3+ 2a, (i) and
mWyi= 1=3 Eaz (1). The sixm inin a ofcos(6 o ) corre—
spond to the six permm utations of coordinate labels which
give equivalent ordering under cubic symm etry. Som e—
w hat di erent states occur for C ¢ negative, but di erent
solutions reproduce the cubic sym m etry operations.

D .Spin-O rbit Interactions and H und’s Rule
C oupling

Here we brie y consider the case when we include the
e ects of both spin-orbi and Hund’s rule coupling. W e
consider the instabilities at wavevector Q . In this case
we construct the spin susoeptbility _ ' Q) He ned asin

S

Eqg. (68)]. For the present case wem ay use our previous
calculations in Egs. (52) and (68) to w rite
2 3
ot X y Yy
(=4 y otx oz 9 (71)
Y VA 0+ X
wherethe rst row and column refertos and the other
two rowsand colimnsrefertos wih 6 and
4C Co+ 4 4C + 4 (72)
x= =Cgq; = — ; z= —
3 07 Y 3 0 3 0

Sin ilarly the orbialsusoeptibility (also at wavevectorQ )
is given by

0
ot w

ot w

0 ; a3)

Q)'=

w here

w=2Cy 20 (74)



In the above Cy = 4 %= must be positive, ¢ = 12kT +

8 ,and @ =U isnom ally positive, athough wem ay

draw a phase diagram nhocorporating the possbility that
is negative.

A swe have seen, w ith only soin-orbit interactions we
get a spin state which has a rotational degeneracy, and
wih only Hund’s rule interactions, the ordered phase
has orbital rather than spin ordering. W hen both in—
teractions are present, there is a com petition between
these two types of ordering. To study this com petition
we need to com pare the m Inimum eigenvalue of the two
susceptibility m atrices given above. For the nverse spin
susceptibility m atrix y z, In which case the m Inin um
eigenvalie is

= o+ x+ (z=2) P (z=2)2 + 2y? : (75)
On din ensional grounds, we expect that for Cy <
w here
nate and w ill lead to orbital ordering. Indeed affer som e
algebra we nd this condition with 23

writtenas > 0Oand < °% 7 ,where =" " =2

ORBIT

FIG.5. Themean—- eld phase diagram as a function of the
soin-orbit coupling constant and the Hund’s rule coupling
constant Jy =U Which is nom ally positive). In the
\spin-onlky" phase or 6 0, the staggered m om ent orients
along a (1;1;1) direction, but the staggered spin m om ents of
di erent orbital states are not collinear, thus reducing the net
staggered spin. For
degeneracy, so no easy direction of staggered m agnetization
is selected and the excitation spectrum is gapless. In the or—
bitalphase one has the six-fold anisotropy associated w ith the
equivalent choices for di erently populating orbital levels in
cubic sym m etry, as is discussed in the text.

which gives rise to the phase diagram shown in Fig. 5.
T his phase diagram is not quite the sam e as that found
In Ref. 28 for zero tem perature. W hen we have spin or-
dering, wem ay analyze the fourth-ordertem s, as isdone
In Egq. (56). That analysis show s that unless the m in—
Imnum eigenvector has com ponents of equal m agniude,
the anisotropy favors spin ordering alonga (1;1;1) direc—
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is a constant, Hund’s rule coupling w ill dom i-

pT hism ay be
082

= 0, them ean— eld state has rotational
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tion. The condition that the eigenvectorbe ( 1;1;1) is
thaty+ z= 0. Thiscan only happen when = 0. Then
w e have isotropy and the m ean- eld state exhbis rota-
tional degeneracy. O therw ise, when 6 0, the fourth-
order temm s give rise to an anisotropy that ordents the
staggered spin along a (1;1;1) direction. W e should also
rem Ind the reader that uctuations favor the spin-only
state, so that the phaseboundary shown in Fig. 5w illbe
shifted by uctuationsto largerpositive . In the regine
of orbital ordering, we indicate in Appendix F the exis-
tence of a six-fold anisotropy in the variablesa; Q ) and
az @ ), such that the six equivalent m inim a correspond
to the six possible states which are obtained by choosing
N 1=3 for one coordinate , and then occupying the
tw o other orbitals w ith probability 1=3

VI.DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

The cubic KK m odelhas som e very unusualand inter—
esting sym m etries w hich cause m ean— eld theory to have
som e unusualfeatures. In particular, forthe sin plest KK
Ham iltonian, we found that m ean- eld theory leads to
criticality for the wavevectordependent spin susoeptibil-
ity associated w ith orbital which isdispersionlessalong
the g direction of wavevector. This result is consistent
w ith the previous cbservation’? that the Ham iltonian is
Invariant against an arbitrary rotation of the total soin
In theorbital summed overallspins in any single plane
perpendicular to the axis. This soft m ode’ behavior
prevents the developm ent of long-range soin order at any
nonzero tem perature,t* even though the system is a three
dim ensionalone.

Any perturbation which destroys this peculiar sym —
m etry w ill enable the system to develop long-range spin
order. In particular, we investigate the role of a) soin—
orbi interactions, b) second-neighbor hopping, and c)
Hund’s rule coupling in stabilizing long-range spin order.
In the presence of spin-orbit interaction we nd wavevec—
tor selection (because now the spin of di erent orbitals
can not be freely rotated relative to one another) into
a two-sublattice antiferrom agnetic state with a greatly
reduced soIn m agniude. Since experim ent show s such
a reduction? thism echanisn m ay be operative to som e
extent. However, as noted previously,'? the excitation
spectrum does not have a gap until further perturbations
are also Included. The m ean— eld solution is consistent
w ith this conclusion, because the m ean— eld state which
m inin izes the trial free energy is degenerate w ith respect
to a global rotation of the staggered spin.

T he ordered state which resultts when nnn hopping is
added to the bare KK Ham iltonian is quite unusual. In
this state, each orbital avor has a staggered soin m o—
m ent, but these three staggered soin m om ents form a
120° degree state such that the total staggered spin m o—
ment (summ ed over the three orbial states) is zero! It
is not Inm ediately obvious how such long-range order



would be observed. F nally, we show that when the bare
KK Ham iltonian is perturbed by the addition of only
Hund’s rule coupling, the resulting ordered state m ay
exhibit long-range antiferrom agnetic orbital order.

O ne caveat conceming our result should bem entioned.
A1l our results are based on a stability analysis of the
disordered phase. If the ordering transition is a discon—
tinuous one, our results m ight not reveal such a transi-
tion. In ITI we w ill present results for the tem perature—
dependence of the various m ean- eld solutions. Further
analysis of the ordered phase is needed to obtain a phase
diagram at T = 0, as isdone in Ref. 28.

Tt should be em phasized again that all the results in
this paper are based on the assum ption that nearest—
neighbor bonds along an axis are ’'lnactive’, nam ely
that there is no direct hopping between orbitals along
such bonds. Even w ithin cubic sym m etry, such hopping
could still exist, alas with a very sm all hopping energy
2, However, as soon as we add such tem s, the ver—
ticalbond in Fig. 1b becom es active, and Egs. (26) and
(27) have the additionalcontrbutions =2 %% and

1= 2®¢ 4+ ¢ ), with ©= t®=y . This introduces
digpersion In all directions, and select order at g = Q.
D istortions away from the cubic structure can enhace t%,
and stabilize such order even fiirther.

O ne general conclusion from our work is that it isnot
safe to associate properties of real experin ental system s
w ith properties ofa m odelH am iltonian unless one is ab—
solutely sure that the realsystem isa realization (at least
In all in portant aspects) ofthem odelH am ittonian. Here
the idealcubic KK Ham iltonian haspropertieswhich are
quite di erent from those cbserved for system s it suppos—
edly describes. W hat this m eans is that i will be nec—
essary to take into acoount e ects that one m ight have
been tem pted to ignore in orderto identify am odelthat is
truly appropriate for experim entally realizable system s.
A Tematively, perhaps our work w ill inspire experin en—
taliststo nd system sthat are asclose aspossible to that
of the ideal cubic KK Ham iltonian treated here. Such
system s would have quite striking and anom alous prop—
erties.
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APPENDIX A:HIGHER-ORDER TERM S IN THE FREE-ENERGY

Hereweemply Egs. (5), (6),and (7) in conjinction w ith Eq. (19), to derive general expressions for the cubic and

quartic tem s of the free energy.

The bare’ cubic temm s I the free-energy arise from TrX 3].We nd

X X h i
Trp{ 3 (l)]= Tr C:Z 1 lY 11 11 (l)cl 1 ldjf 2 2Y 2 2 2 2 (l)cl 2 ZC:\:E 3 3Y 3 3 3 3 (l)cl 3 3
X h e ih ih i
= A 1 2 (i) 1 2 + B 1 2 (i) ~ 1 2 A 2 3 (i) 2 3 + B 2 3 (i) ~ 2 3 A 3 1 (i) 31 + B 3 1 (i) ~ 31 : (Al)
M aking use of the identity Eq. (18), thisbecom es
X n
TrX 3 Hl= 2 A, ,@DA , @A ,DHD+3A |, ,®B ,.d B ., D
: o
+i@ , ,® B , ,@) B , ., @ ®a2)

The bare’ quartic tem s in the free-energy arise from TrX *].We nd

, X X h
TrD( (l)]= Trc\ill lY 11 1 1(i)ci1 10\12 2Y 2 2 2 z(i)ciz 12

i i i1 l
C}]3 3Y3 3 za(i)ci3 30\14 4Y4 4 4 4(i)ci4 4

X X h ih i

= A 1 2 (l) 1 2 + B 1 2 (l) ~ 1 2 A 2 3 (i) 2 3 + B 2 3 (l) ~ 2 3

h ° ih i

A 3 4 (l) 3 4 + B 3 4 (l) ~ A 24 1 (i) 4 1 + B 4 1 (i) ~ 4 1 : (A3)



A gain using the identity Eq. (18), thisbecom es

X n
TrX ‘@)= 2 A, ,bA, ,d+B ,,H B ,.,@® A,, A, ®+B ,,d B, D
+ A, ,®OB ,,®+B ,,HA , , D+B ,,H B ,,d
o
A, , OB, , OH+B , HA , OD+B ,, D B ,,D : @A4)

APPENDIX B:CUBIC FREE-ENERGY TERM S

Referring to Eq. A 2), the relevant tem s for our purpose com e from the second and the third term sthere. W orking
In Fourier space we hence have

g X X h
F= p= 3A12(q1)323(q2)331(q qZ)

N
9192 1 2 3 .
1

+1B |, ,@m) B ,,@) B ,.(a @): B1)

W hen one of the quantities B here acts as the spatially uniform eld [see Eqg. (46)], this expression becom es

g X x h
F= p= 3A12(q)323331(q)+3A12(q)Bza( q)B31
N q 12 3
+ 1B, B ,.@ B, . ( q)i+312(q) B ,. B ,.(q
+B,,@ B ,,(aB,,; ®2)

where B which does not depend on g is the uniform eld.
W e rst consider the tem s nvolving the A ’s. T he relevant contrbutionscome from 3= ; fthe rsttem In Eq.
B2))]Jand 3= 5 fthe second term there]. Hence we nd

24 X X o0
Ba= P A @B B (@)+B ( a); ®3)

q

P
where 0 denotesthat € .W henwemihimizeF, + Fy wih respectto A @), and use Eqgs. 27) and (46),

we get the contribution
X X
Fa = 72¢ Bk @+s @Il ( @)+s ( @lk+ cos@@a)] B4)

w here we have de ned

s @ B @: B5)

A Iso, sihce we are interested In the free energy to quadratic order in the order param eters, we have set kT = 2 =3.

In this result we want to keep only contributionswhich involve the criticalvariables. Fors (g) thism eansthatwe
sum overqg’ssuch thatg = =a,for % .ThusPreachs the wavevectog sum isa sum over the com ponent q ,
w ith the other com ponents of g equalto =a.W e denote this type of sum by q - Furthem ore fora term nvolving
componentss and s wih di erent orbitals and , this sum reduces to the single wavevectorQ = ( ; ; )=a.
So

X nx
B 2 s @s ( q) .
Fp = 144g 2t s a) +s ©Q)s Q) : B6)

Herewewillset R+ cos(g a)l= lbecausefors wWith 6 )wemusthaveqg = =a.Thistemm favorsordering at
wavevectorQ wih s Q) collinearwih s Q ),wheres Q) isa vectorwih components sy Q) ;sy Q) ;s Q)1
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N ext we consider the contribution com ing from the temm s wih three B 's n Eq. (B2). Here we put one of the
g-dependent B ’s to be diagonalin the orbital indices, to obtain

36kT X X oX
Fpg = rPN: .. B @® "( g B'( q)B ': B7)
q 11

E lin nating the noncritical B (@) vardables by m Inin izing F, + Fz wih respect to them , we get

X X
Fy = 1296 (kT ) @k @ s @l (@ s ( Dk B8)
q

where isgiven in Eq. (27), and we have used the de niion B5). Asbefore we set kKT = 2 =3 and separate the
sum s to be only over critical wavevectors for each orbital spin vector, in which case we have
X nx ]
F = 1444 2 B @s ( @+s @s ( a)] 2s Q)s @) : ®9)
q

Here we noted that @) = Q)= 1=@4 ) because this com ponent of dependson g which isalways =a in
the sum m ation over w avevector.
In summ ary the total contribution to the quadratic free energy at order 2 is

X n
= B+ B= G 2 s Q)s Q) 25 Q)s Q)

+ s @s ( g9)+s @s ( a)+s @s ( 9l ; B10)
a

wherewe set kT = 2 =3 and Cp = 144g% .

APPENDIX C:QUARTIC TERM S IN THE FREE ENERGY

Now we look at fourth order term s. T hese involve two critical order param eters and two powers of . T herefore,
we pick from Eq. A 4) alltem s involving at least two powers ofB . Since two of the factors B in each tem have to

be B = B ,wih € ,[seeEq. (46)], we see that the tem s nvolving a single power ofA vanish. Thuswe
have to consider the expression
X X
36kT 4A12A23B34BAI+2A12A3ABZ3BAI
i 12
3 4
+BIZBZ3)CB3ABAI) BIZ B’23) B(34 BAI); (Cl)

where A and B are functions of the site index i. The rsttwomembersofEqg. (C1l) are calculated for the case in

w hich the A 's are critical, and the B ’s are given by Eq. (46). D enoting their contribution to the selfenergy by F2(1) ,

we nd
X X
36kT A% @H+22 @HA @B B
lX X
36kT g7 2 (4A? @®+2A DA (@) =216kTg @ @+ a2 @d); €2)

1

@
FZ

where In the last step we have used Eq. (8).

T he contribution of the ram aining two m enbers ofEq. (C1) is denoted FZ(Z) . Here we have to take two ofthe B ’s
as critical, while the other two are given by Eq. (46). To shorten notations, we denote here the critical B asB (i),
w hile the non—critical one is sin ply w ritten asB . W e have
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o X X h
F,” = 72kT B @B @® B )+B @W@B )8 & B )

i

+6 @®B )B @®B ) B @& B ) Bl @ B ()+E @& B ) B @& B ): (€3

M aking again use ofEq. (46), this expression becom es

o X X h x X i
F,” = 72kTq; 2 B @B @ B @B @O+28B @HB @ : c4)

1

Transform ing to Fourier space, noting that only the rst termm here contains g while in the other two we must
necessarily have g = Q , (pecause they involve sin ultaneous criticality oftwo avors), we obtain

@) hx x X X i
F,2) = 72kT o 2 s @s (@+ * 25 Q)s Q) s Q)s Q) ; C€5)

q

w here we have used the de niion Eqg. B5). The total contrbution to the free energy from quartic tem s is then

F, "= F, + F, ce)
APPENDIX D:MEAN-FIELD THEORY FOR NNN HOPPING
Starting from Eqg. (60), wem ay w rite the perturbation due to next-nearest-neighbors in the form
X X X h i
Vk g = 3 g ad g +q a d g O1)

ij

W ithin our m ean- eld theory, the averages are taken separately on the operators belonging to the site i, and those
belonging to site j. The required averages are then given In Eq. (16). T he follow Ing contribution to the trial energy
U isthen
X X h i
Wxx i= 2° GH? A DA H+B @O B H+Aa DA H+B D B ) : D2)
i3
T ransform ing to Fourier space, noting that each site has four next-nearest neighbors In each -plane, we obtain
X X h i
Wik i=8"° cchA @ (@B @B ( @+A @A ( Q+B @ B ( @; 03
q

where ¢ = cos( g). The result Eq. (D 3) isnow added to Eq. (24), n order to obtain the m odi cations In the

susceptibility tensor. Specifying to the diagonal orderparam eters A and B, the susoeptbility tensor becom es
[see Eqg. (26)]

2 3
12kT + 4 G+ ) 8 % 8 ‘e
@ '=4 8 %oy 12kT + 4 @+ c) 8 %oc, 5 0 4)
8 %o, 8 %g,c, 12kT + 4 @@+ g)
Now we look at the m ost critical wavevector, which here isQ . T here we have
12kT 8 80 80
) *=4 8% 12T 8 g 5. @ 5)
80 80 12kT 8

W e begin with the analysis of the susceptibility tensor of the soin order param eters, which are given by the elem ents
ofB . Then we can use thematrix 0 5). Them Ininum eigenvalue is

= 12kT 8 8; D 6)
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w hich gives
kT.= 2 =3+ 2%=3: o7
C orrespondingly, there are tw o degenerate eigenvectors:
) p_ ) p—
ji= ©;1; 1= 2; pi= ; 1; 1)=6: O 8)

To avoid confusion between orbital and soin labels, we w ill here denote the orbital states x, y, and z by a, b, and c.
Then In tem s of nom alm ode vector and we have the orbital spin vectors as

2 1 1 1 1
Sa= P= i H=P= +tP= ; &= P= P= 09
6 6 2 6 2
w ith
2 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
ss= = °; == "+ - "+ p= its = T+ = = 10
a 3 S, 2 6 p_3 c 2 6 p_3 (D )
Evaluating the fourth-order free energy [see Eq. (41)] relevant to the spin-order param eters, we nd
X 2 X 3 1
s g = Z(2+ 2)2 3 3: ©11)

W hat we see is that the fourth-order term does not select a particular direction for order. W e have three angleswhich
describe the degenerate m anifold. For a given value of %+ 2, we optin ize the tem  ( by taking j j= j jand
makihg perpendicularto . So, it takes two angles to specify (given that its length is xed) and then we have
one angle to specify , given that j j= J jand i is perpendicular to . W e now discuss what this choice of order

param etersm eans for the spin vectors. F irst note that
€ =g=g=2?=3: D 12)
A 1so we see that the three orbital soin vectors obey

Sa B S & S & =3 0 13)

T he three vectors each m ake a 120° angl w ith each other and m ust therefore lie in a single plane. W e can X, say,
s . This accounts for two angles. T hen the other two spin vectors require another angle to tell which plane they lie
In. Note that there is zero net staggered m om ent. T here is long-range soin order, but not of any sin ple type.
N ext we analyze the susocgptibility tensor of the occupation order param eters, which are given by the elem ents of
A .Sihcethematrix A is traceless, we use the param etrization Eq. (8) to obtain from Eg. O 5) the2 2m atrix
ALl #
. 12KT+ 2 6o+ 5q+ 20)+ &G, 26e 266)  #=( @)t ks @)

@ - = 0 ©14)
=@ a+ticl @) 12kT+ 2 G+ o+ 2c)  8%g
This gives a m Inin um eigenvalue identical to that of Eq. O 6), which yields the sam e Instability tem perature as
for the spin-only states. However, in the absence of second-neighbor coupling, the spin-only states are favored by
uctuations,'® so that choice should be m aintained for in nitesin al next-nearest neighbor hopping. (T he situation
could change when the next-nearest neighbor hopping exceed som e threshold value.)

APPENDIX E:DERIVATION OF THE HUND'SRULE HAM ILTONIAN

The Coulomb exchange temm s for the ty,-states can be w ritten in the fom 28

5, X X X
Hoow = — d & e +d & e ooa 28 & o ooa ®1)
i 0
6

where Jy isthe Hund’s rule coupling. Adding H oy to the Ham itonian Eq. (1), the perturbation expansion in power
of the transfer ntegrals t now contains a tem of the order 2 Jy =U ?, which reads
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d o ¢ oo oo § ea & g ootd a G oG o

hiji 6hiji = °
éocicgcj02<§ciczocjo+2czoclc§cjo: E2)

Taking the themm alaveragesusing Eq. (16) we nd

. By X X , . , . . .
h Hgx i= o2 2 DA @G)y+8Aa DHA (G 1A @A Q)
hiji 6 hiji
B OB (+48 OB G B @O B O : E3)

w here term s Independent of the orderparam eters were om itted.

APPENDIX F:SIXTH-ORDER ANISOTROPY IN THE ORBITAL SECTOR

At Purth-order, the tem s in a; (i) and a, (i) are proportionalto B? @)+ a3 ) ¥ eeEqg. (41)], and there is com plete
isotropy In a1 @ space. However, this isotropy m ust be broken in view of the special role played by the directions
along the cubic crystal axes. This symm etry is found in the sixth-order tem s, as we now show . T here are several
contrbutions to the free energy at sixth order In a; (i) and a, (i), som e of which Involve coupling to non-critical
variables. To illustrate the symm etry of these term s we explicitly consider only the \direct" tem s arising from Eg.
(19), from which we have

X
F=a TX®W®; E1)

i

where a is a num erical coe cient tin es kT . Thuswe w rite

nw #
X X ° X
F= Tr d A @, =a tA°d; €2)

i i

;

where here the trace operation, indicated by \tr," refers to a diagonal sum over the indices of the matrix A, as
contrasted to the trace used elsew here in this paper over the 6 ty—states. Using Eg. (8), this yields

x . Pz le Pt iy O
F-a a1(1)+€3a2(1) N a; @) gBaZ(l) + a%(l) . F3)

i

P—
Now, sihce we are only Interested in how this term a ects the critical variables, wem ay replace N ay () by a, Q ),

which we denote a, . Then wem ay w rite
" #

108+ a5P + a  154a; + 15a%a, & F4)

F =
36N 2

To clarify the anisotropy ofthis form we seta; = rcos ¢ and a; = rsin o , n which case

6

F=—""_ [0+ cos(6 )] ©5)
= cos :

36N 2 ©
This free energy hasm inina attheangles o = =2+ n =3,forn= 0;1:::5. Thesecorrespondto gy = rsin@nh =3)
and a; = roos(n =3).Forn = 0,only a, isnonzero. From Egs. (12) one sees that this correspondsto N , (1)i= 1=3,

and having N, (1) N, (i) oscillate at wavevector Q with an am plitude proportional to r. By sin ilarly analyzing

the other m inIn a, one concludes that these six m Inim a correspond to the six ways one can chose indices so that

N @Hi= 1=83andN @) N @@)ioscillate at wavevectorQ . (There are three waysto choose and twowaysto x

the phase of the orbialdensity wave.) However, additional contributions to the free energy m ight m ake the coe cient

of the cosine term In Eg. 5) negative, n which case the m inima occur or ¢ = =3. Now forn = 0 only &
1

is nonzero, and, from Egs. (12), this correspondsto N, (i) = Ny (i) = % + (@), and N, (@) = 3 2 (1), where (@)

oscillates at wavevector Q . The otherm inim a corresoond to cyclic permm utations of coordinate axes consistent w ith
cubic sym m etry.
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