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The K ugel-K hom skii(K K ) Ham iltonian for the titanates describes spin and orbitalsuperex-

change interactionsbetween d
1
ionsin an idealperovskite structure in which the three t2g orbitals

are degenerate in energy and electron hopping is constrained by cubic site sym m etry. In this pa-

per we im plem ent a variationalapproach to m ean-� eld theory in which each site,i,has its own

n � n single-site density m atrix �(i),where n,the num berofallowed single-particle states,is 6 (3

orbitaltim es 2 spin states). The variationalfree energy from this 35 param eter density m atrix is

shown to exhibit the unusualsym m etries noted previously which lead to a wavevector-dependent

susceptibility for spins in � orbitals which is dispersionless in the q� -direction. Thus,for the cu-

bic K K m odelitself,m ean-� eld theory does not provide wavevector ‘selection’,in agreem ent with

rigorous sym m etry argum ents. W e consider the e� ect ofincluding various perturbations. W hen

spin-orbitinteractionsare introduced,the susceptibility hasdispersion in alldirectionsin q-space,

buttheresulting antiferrom agnetic m ean-� eld state isdegenerate with respectto globalrotation of

the staggered spin,im plying thatthe spin-wave spectrum isgapless. Thispossibly surprising con-

clusion isalso consistentwith rigoroussym m etry argum ents.W hen next-nearest-neighborhopping

isincluded,staggered m om entsofallorbitalsappear,butthesum ofthesem om entsiszero,yielding

an exotic state with long-range order without long-range spin order. The e� ect ofa Hund’s rule

coupling ofsu� cientstrength isto produce a state with orbitalorder.

PACS num bers:75.10.-b,71.27.+ a

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

High tem perature superconductivity1 and colossal

m agnetoresistance2 havesparked m uch recentinterestin

the m agnetic propertiesoftransition m etaloxides,par-

ticularlythosewith orbitaldegeneracy.3;4 In m anytransi-

tion m etaloxides,thed electronsarelocalized dueto the

very largeon-siteCoulom b interaction,U .In cubicoxide

perovskites,the crystal�eld ofthe surrounding oxygen

octahedra splits the d-orbitals into a two-fold degener-

ateeg and a three-fold degeneratet2g m anifold.In m ost

cases,these degeneraciesare further lifted by a cooper-

ative Jahn-Teller (JT) distortion,3 and the low energy

physics is welldescribed by an e�ective superexchange

spin-only m odel.5{7 However,som e perovskites,such as

LaTiO 3,
8;9 do notundergo a signi�cantJT distortion,in

spiteoftheorbitaldegeneracy.10 In thesesystem s,theef-

fectivesuperexchangem odelm ustdealwith notonly the

spin degrees offreedom but also the degenerate orbital

degreesoffreedom .3;4;11 The largedegeneracy ofthe re-

sultinggroundstatesm aythen yield rich phasediagram s,

with exotic types oforder,involving a strong interplay

between the spin and orbitalsectors.4;8;9

In the idealized cubic m odelfor the titanates,there

is one d electron in the t2g degenerate m anifold,which

contains the wavefunctions jX i � dyz,jY i � dxz,and

jZi� dxy. Following K ugeland K hom skii(K K ),11 one

startsfrom a Hubbard m odelwith on-site Coulom b en-

ergy U and nearest-neighbor(nn)hopping energy t.For

large U ,this m odelcan be reduced to an e�ective su-

perexchangem odel,which involvesonly nn spin and or-

bitalcoupling,with energies oforder � = t2=U . This

low energy m odel has been the basis for several the-

oreticalstudies of the titanates. In particular, it has

been suggested12 that the K K Ham iltonian gives rise

to an ordered isotropic spin phase,and that an energy

gap in the spin excitations can be caused by spin-orbit

interactions.13 However,these papers are based on as-

sum ptionsand approxim ationswhich arehard to assess.

Recently14 (this willbe referred to as I) we have pre-

sented rigoroussym m etry argum entswhich show several

unusualsym m etriesofthe cubic K K Ham iltonian. Per-

hapsthem oststriking sym m etry istherotationalinvari-

ance ofthe totalspin of� orbitals (where � = X ;Y ,

orZ)sum m ed overallsitesin a plane perpendicularto

the�-axis.Thissym m etry im pliesthatin thedisordered

phasethewavevector-dependentspin susceptibility for�

orbitals,��(q) is dispersionless in the q�-direction. In

addition,as discussed in I,this sym m etry im plies that

the system does not support long-range spin order at
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any nonzero tem perature. Thusthe idealized cubic K K

m odelisan inappropriate starting pointto describe the

propertiesofexisting titanatesystem s.Thispeculiarro-

tationalinvariance depends on the specialsym m etry of

the hopping m atrix elem entand itcan be broken by al-

m ost any perturbation such as rotation of the oxygen

octahedra. Here we consider the e�ect of sym m etry-

breaking perturbationsdueto a)spin-orbitinteractions,

b) next-nearest-neighbor(nnn) hopping,and c) Hund’s

rule coupling.According to the generalsym m etry argu-

m entofI,although long-rangeorderatnonzerotem pera-

tureispossiblewhen spin-orbitinteractionsareincluded,

thesystem stillpossessesenough rotation sym m etry that

the excitation spectrum should be gapless. (This con-

clusion isperhapssurprising because once spin-orbitin-

teractions are included,the system m ight be expected

to distinguish directionsrelative to those de�ned by the

lattice.) Thisargum entwould im ply thatm ean-�eld the-

ory willproduce a state which has a continuous degen-

eracy associated with globalrotation ofthe spins. The

purpose ofthispaperisto im plem entm ean-�eld theory

and to interpret the results obtained therefrom in light

ofthe generalsym m etry argum ents. W e willcarry out

thisanalysisusing the variationalpropertiesofthe den-

sity m atrix. In a separate paper15 (which we willrefer

to asIII,thepresentpaperbeing paperII)wewillstudy

the self-consistentequationsofm ean-�eld theory which

contain inform ation equivalent to what we obtain here,

but in a form which is better suited to a study ofthe

ordered phase. Here our analysis is carried out for the

cubicK K Ham iltonian with and withouttheinclusion of

the sym m etry-breaking perturbations m entioned above.

In the presence of spin-orbit interactions we �nd that

thestaggered m om entsofdi�erentorbitalstatesarenot

collinear,so thatthenetspin m om entisgreatly reduced

from itsspin-onlyvalue.Thee�ectofnnn hoppingisalso

interesting. W ithin m ean-�eld theory,thisperturbation

wasfound tostabilizeastatehavinglong-rangestaggered

spin orderforeach orbitalstate,butthestaggered spins

ofthethreeorbitalstatesadd tozero.W hen only Hund’s

rulecoupling isincluded,m ean-�eld theory predictssta-

bilization oflong-rangespin and orbitalorder.However,

elsewhere16 weshow thatuctuationsfavorspin-only or-

der. As a result,a state with long-range order ofboth

spin and orbitaldegreesoffreedom can only occurwhen

the strength ofthe Hund’s rule coupling exceeds som e

criticalvalue which we can not estim ate in the present

form alism .

Briey this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II

we discussthe K K Ham iltonian and �x the notation we

willuse. In Sec. IIIwe discuss the construction ofthe

m ean-�eld trialdensity m atrix asthe productofsingle-

site density m atrices,each ofwhich actson the spaceof

six one-electron statesofan ion,and whoseparam etriza-

tion thereforerequires35param eters.Hereweshow that

the wavevector-dependentspin susceptibilitieswhich 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 m ean-�eld transition. In Sec. IV we discuss the

Landau expansion atquartic order. In Sec. V we treat

severallowersym m etry perturbations,nam ely spin-orbit

interactions,nnn hopping,and Hund’srule coupling.In

each of these cases ‘wavevector selection’leads to the

usualtwo-sublatticestructure,butthequalitativenature

oforderingdependson which perturbation isconsidered.

In Sec.VIwesum m arizeourwork and discussitsim pli-

cations.

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

The system we treat is a sim ple cubic lattice ofions

with oned electron perion in a d-band whose�veorbital

statesare splitinto an eg doubletathigh energy and a

t2g tripletatlow energy. Following the sem inalwork of

K ugeland K hom skii11 (K K ),wedescribethissystem by

a Hubbard Ham iltonian H H ofthe form

H H =
X

i��

��c
y

i�� ci�� +
X

hiji

X

���

t�� (i;j)c
y

i�� cj��

+ U
X

i

X

�� �

X

�� 0

c
y

i�� ci�� c
y

i�� 0ci�� 0 ; (1)

where c
y

i�� creates an electron in the orbitallabeled �

in spin state � on site i,�� isthe crystal�eld energy of

the� orbital,t�� (i;j)isthem atrix elem entforhopping

between orbital� ofsiteiand orbital� ofsitej,and hiji

indicatesthatthe sum isoverpairsofnearestneighbor-

ingsitesiand jon asim plecubiclattice.Itisconvenient

to referto the orbitalstate ofan electron asits‘avor’.

In this term inology c
y

i�� creates an electron ofavor �

and z-com ponentofspin � on sitei.Initially weconsider

the casewhen the Coulom b interaction doesnotdepend

on which orbitals the electrons are in. In a later sec-

tion wewillconsiderthe e�ectsofHund’s-rule coupling.

In a cubic crystal�eld,the crystal-�eld energy �� splits

the �ve orbitald statesinto a low-energy triplet,whose

statesare dyz � X ,dxz � Y ,and dxy � Z,and a high

energy doublet,whosepresenceisignored.In thism odel

itisassum ed thathopping occursonly between nearest

neighborsand proceedsviasuperexchangethrough an in-

tervening oxygen p orbital,so thatthe sym m etry ofthe

hopping m atrix is that illustrated in Fig. 1. Thus t��
is zero if� 6= � and t�� (i;j) = t,except that t�� (i;j)

vanishesifthe bond hijiisparallelto the �-axis.11 The

�-axisiscalled17 theinactiveaxisforhopping between �

orbitals. W hen t� U ,K K reduced the above Hubbard

Ham iltonian toan e�ectiveHam iltonian forthem anifold

ofstatesforwhich each site hasoneelectron in a t2g or-

bitalstate.W ewillcallthislow-energy Ham iltonian the

K K Ham iltonian and itcan beregarded asa m any-band

generalization ofthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian. The K K

Ham iltonian is often written in term s ofspin variables

to m ake the analogy with the Heisenberg m odelm ore

2



apparent,but forourpurposesit is m ore convenientto

writethe (K K )Ham iltonian in the form

H K K = �
X

hiji

X

�6= hiji

X

��

c
y

i��
ci�c

y

j�
cj��

� �
X

hiji

X

�6= hiji

X

��

Q ��;� (i)Q �;�� (j); (2)

where� = t2=U and thenotation � 6= hijiindicatesthat

in the sum over� and  neitherofthese are allowed to

bethesam easthecoordinatedirection ofthebond hiji.

x

y

z

t

t=0

t=0

t= 0

(a)

x

y

z

t

t=0

t≠ 0

t≠ 0

(b)

FIG .1. A schem atic view ofthe jZi = dxy orbitals and

the (indirect) hopping param eter t via interm ediate oxygen

p-orbitals. Positive (negative) regions ofwavefunctions are

represented by dark (light) lobes. In (a) we show that the

hopping m atrix elem entsbetween orbitalsofdi� erent avors

are zero. In (b) we show that there is no indirect hopping

along the z-axisforan electron in the Z-orbital,due to sym -

m etry.

Previously14 we pointed out severalunusualsym m e-

tries ofthis Ham iltonian. By an �-plane we m ean any

plane perpendicular to the � axis (which is the inac-

tive axis for�-hopping). In Iwe showed that the total

num ber of electrons in an �-plane which are in � or-

bitalsisconstant. In addition,the totalspin vector(as

wellasitsz com ponent)sum m ed overallelectronsin �

orbitals in any given �-plane was shown to be a good

quantum num ber.The factthatonecan rotatethe spin

ofall� electrons (these are electrons in � orbitals) in

any �-plane at no cost in energy im plies that there is

no long-range spin orderatany nonzero tem perature.14

Nevertheless,sinceexperim ent8 showsthatLaTiO 3 does

exhibitlong-rangespin order,itm ustbethatspin order-

ing iscaused by som e,possibly sm all,sym m etry break-

ing perturbation, which should be added to the ideal-

ized K K m odel. Therefore it is worthwhile investigat-

ing what form oflong-range order results when possi-

ble sym m etry-breaking perturbations are included. Al-

though the m ean-�eld results we obtain below should

not be taken quantitatively, they m ay form a qualita-

tive guide to the type ofordering one m ightexpect for

m ore realistic extensions ofthe above K K m odel. W e

also noted6;14 that even when spin-orbitcoupling is in-

cluded,theHam iltonian hassu�cientsym m etrythatthe

spin-wavespectrum rem ainsgapless.Asaresult,thegap

observed8 in the excitation spectrum ofLaTiO 3 can not

be explained on the basis ofthe K K Ham iltonian with

only the spin-orbitinteraction asa perturbation.Aswe

shallsee,thesesym m etriesarerealized by them ean-�eld

solutionsweobtain.

III.LA N D A U EX PA N SIO N A T Q U A D R A T IC

O R D ER

W e willdevelop the Landau expansion ofthe free en-

ergy as a m ultivariable expansion in powers ofthe full

setoforderparam etersnecessary to describethefreeen-

ergyarisingfrom theK K Ham iltonian.In thissection we

constructthis expansion up to quadratic orderin these

orderparam etersand thereby analyze the instability of

the disordered phase relative to arbitrary typesoflong-

rangeorder.In latersectionswediscusshow thispicture

ism odi�ed by higher-orderterm sin the expansion,and

by theaddition ofvarioussym m etry-breakingterm sinto

the Ham iltonian.

A .Param etrizing the D ensity M atrix

The version ofm ean-�eld theory which we willim ple-

m ent is based on the variationalprinciple according to

which the exact free energy is obtained by m inim izing

thefreeenergy functionalF (�)asa function ofthetrial

density m atrix �,which m ustbeHerm itian,havenoneg-

ative eigenvalues,and be norm alized by Tr� = 1. Here

the trialfreeenergy is

F (�)= Tr

h

�

�
H + kT ln�

�i

; (3)

3



wherethe�rstterm isthetrialenergy and thesecond is

� T tim esthe trialentropy,whereT isthe tem perature.

M ean-�eld theory isobtained by theansatzthat� isthe

productofsingle-sitedensity m atrices,�(i):

� =
Y

i

�(i); (4)

and F (�)isthen m inim ized with respectto thevariables

used to param etrizethe density m atrix,�(i).Since �(i)

actsin thespaceoft2g statesofoneelectron,itisa 6� 6

dim ensionalHerm itian m atrix with unittrace.

The m ostgeneraltrialdensity m atrix (forsite i)can

be written in the form

�(i)=
1

6
I + X (i); (5)

where

X (i)=
X

��

X

��

c
y

i�� Y���� (i)ci�� ; (6)

with

Y���� (i)= A �� (i)��� + ~B �� (i)�~��� : (7)

Here ~� isthe Paulim atrix vector,and A �� (i),B
x
�� (i),

B
y

��
(i),and B z

�� (i)are3� 3Herm itian m atrices,ofwhich

the�rstistraceless.Thediagonalterm softhem atrix A

areparam etrized forlaterconvenienceas

A xx(i)=
a1(i)
p
6

+
a2(i)
p
2
; A yy(i)=

a1(i)
p
6

�
a2(i)
p
2
;

A zz(i)= � Axx(i)� Ayy(i); (8)

such that

A
2

xx(i)+ A
2

yy(i)+ A
2

xzz(i)= a
2
1(i)+ a

2
2(i);

� A
2

xx(i)� A
2

yy(i)+ 2A
2

zz(i)= a
2
1(i)� a

2
2(i): (9)

Forany operatorO (i)associated with site iwede�ne

hO (i)i� Tr[O (i)�]; (10)

whereTrdenotesa traceoverthesix statesj�;�iofthe

atom at site iwith a single t2g electron. Then the di-

agonalm atrix elem ents ofA (i) give the occupations of

orbitalstates,

hN �(i)i= h
X

�

c
y

i�� ci�� i= 2A �� (i); (11)

which m ay be related to the m atrix elem entsofthe an-

gularm om entum ,L,

h
L2
x(i)� 1

3
i= hN x(i)i=

1

3
+

2
p
6
a1(i)+

p
2a2(i);

h
L2
y(i)� 1

3
i= hN y(i)i=

1

3
+

2
p
6
a1(i)�

p
2a2(i);

h
L2
z(i)� 1

3
i= hN z(i)i=

1

3
�

4
p
6
a1(i): (12)

Theo�-diagonalm atrix elem entsofA (i)are

hL(i)i= i
X

��

X

�

hc
y

i��
ci�� i���

= � 2i
X

��

A �� (i)��� ; (13)

where��� isthe fully antisym m etrictensor.Sim ilarly,

hL�(i)L(i)+ L(i)L�(i)i= � 3
X

�

hc
y

i��
ci� + c

y

i�ci�� i

= � 6[A�(i)+ A �(i)]: (14)

Sim ilarly,thediagonalm atrix elem entsofB (i),B 
�� (i),

give the therm alexpectation value ofthe  com ponent

ofthe spin of�-avorelectrons:

hS� (i)i=
X

��

hc
y

i�� �

��ci�� i = 2B 

�� (i): (15)

Theo�-diagonalm atrix elem entsofB (i)arerelated to

theorder-param etersassociated with correlated ordering

ofspinsand orbits.

In general,thedensity m atrix Eq.(5)yieldstheaver-

age

hQ ��;�� (i)i� hc
y

i�� ci��i=
1

6
��� ���

+
X

� 0� 0

��

hc
y

i�� ci��c
y

i� 0�
(A � 0�0(i)��� + ~B � 0�0(i)�~���)ci�0�i

= ��� ���=6+ A �� (i)��� + ~B �� (i)�~���: (16)

B .C onstruction ofthe TrialFree Energy

Using the resultEq. (16),we getthe trialenergy,U ,

as

U = �
X

hiji

X

�6= hiji

X

��

hQ ��;� (i)ihQ �;�� (j)i

= 2�
X

hiji

X

��6= hiji

[A �� (i)A �� (j)+ ~B �� (i)�~B �� (j)]; (17)

wherewehaveused the identity

X

�2

(~B � 1� 2
�~��1�2)(

~B � 2� 3
�~��2�3)

= ~B � 1� 2
�~B � 2� 3

��1�3 + i~��1�3 �
~B � 1� 2

� ~B � 2� 3
: (18)

Here and below we drop term s independent ofthe trial

order-param eters.

Using Eq.(5)wewrite the trialentropy as

4



� TS = kT
X

i

Tr(3X 2(i)� 6X3(i)+ 18X 4(i)+ :::); (19)

wherewenoted thatTrX (i)= 0.Thesecond-ordercon-

tribution isfound from

Tr[X 2(i)]=
X

��

� 0�0

X

��

�0�0

Tr[c
y

i��
Y���� (i)ci��

� c
y

i� 0�0
Y� 0�0�0�0(i)ci�0�0]=

X

��

X

��

Y���� (i)Y���� (i)

=
X

��

[A �� (i)A �� (i)+ ~B �� (i)�~B �� (i)]: (20)

At quadratic order the trialfree-energy,F = F2,is

thus

F2 =
1

2

X

ij

X

��

�
� 1

��
(i;j)[A �� (i)A �� (j)

+ ~B �� (i)�~B �� (j)]; (21)

wherethe inversesusceptibility isgiven by

�
� 1

��
(i;j)= 12kT�ij + 2�ij(1� �ij;�)(1� �ij;�): (22)

Here ij is unity ifsites i and j are nearest neighbors

and iszero otherwise,and �ij;� isunity ifthe bond hiji

isalong the �-direction and iszero otherwise.

C .Stability A nalysis - W avevector Selection

W enow carry outa stability analysisofthedisordered

phase.Atquadraticorderin theLandau expansion,pos-

sible phase transitions from the disordered phase to a

phase with long-range order are signalled by the diver-

genceofa susceptibility.Depending on the higher-than-

quadratic orderterm s in the Landau expansion,such a

transitionm ay(orm aynot)bepreem pted bya�rst-order

(discontinuous)phasetransition.So m ean-�eld theory is

a sim ple and usually e�ective way to predictthe nature

of the ordered phase in system s where it m ay not be

easy to guessit. To im plem entthe stability analysiswe

diagonalize the inverse susceptibility m atrix by going to

Fouriertransform ed variables,whosegenericde�nition is

F (q)=
1

p
N

X

i

F (ri)e
� iq� ri;

F (ri)=
1

p
N

X

q

F (q)eiq� ri; (23)

where N is the totalnum ber oflattice sites. Then the

freeenergy atquadraticorderisF2 =
P

q
F2(q),where

F2 =
1

2

X

q

X

��

�
� 1

��
(q)[A �� (q)A �� (� q)

+ ~B �� (q)�~B �� (� q)]; (24)

with

�
� 1

��
(q)= 12kT

+ 2�
X

R n n

e
� iq� Rn n (1� �R n n ;a�̂)(1� �

R n n ;a�̂
); (25)

where R nn isa vectorto a nearest-neighborsite,and �̂

isthe unitvectorin the �-direction. W e hence see that

wehaveonly twokindsofinversesusceptibilities,theone

forthe diagonalelem ents,nam ely

�
� 1
�� (q)= 12kT + 2�

X

R n n

e
� iq� Rn n (1� �R n n ;a�̂)

= 12kT + 2�
X

�

�
2
�� (c� + c); (26)

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

nam ely

�
� 1

��
(q)= 12kT + 2�

X

R n n

e
� iq� Rn n (1� �R n n ;a�̂ � �

R n n ;a�̂
)

= 12kT + 4�
X



�
2
�� c; (27)

wherec� � cos(q�a).

Athigh tem peratureallthe eigenvaluesofthe suscep-

tibility m atrix are �nite and positive. As the tem per-

ature is reduced,one or m ore eigenvalues m ay becom e

zero,corresponding to an in�nite susceptibility.Usually

this instability willoccur at som e value ofwavevector

(orm ore precisely atthe starofsom e wavevector),and

this set ofwavevectors describes the periodicity ofthe

ordered phase near the ordering transition. This phe-

nom enon isreferred to as‘wavevectorselection’. In ad-

dition,and wewilllaterseeseveralexam plesofthis,the

eigenvector associated with the divergent susceptibility

containsinform ation on thequalitativenatureoftheor-

dering.Here,acentralquestionwhichtheeigenvectorad-

dresses,iswhethertheordering isin thespin sector,the

orbitalsector,orboth sectors.Iftheunstableeigenvector

isdegenerate,onecan usually determ inethesym m etries

which give rise to G oldstone (gapless)excitations. (W e

willm eetthissituation in connection with ourtreatm ent

ofspin-orbit interactions.) In the present case,we see

from Eqs.(26)and (27)thatthe instabilities(where an

inversesusceptibility vanishes)�rstappearatkT = 2�=3

for the diagonalsusceptibilities. Consider �rst the sus-

ceptibilitiesforunequaloccupationsofthe three orbital

states.M aking useofEqs.(8)and (26),wewrite

X

�

�
� 1
�� (q)A �� (q)A �� (� q)

=
�
a1(q) a2(q)

�
�n(q)

�
a1(� q)

a2(� q)

�

; (28)

with the 2� 2 susceptibility m atrix �n given by
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�
� 1
n;11(q)= 12kT +

2�

3

�

5cx + 5cy + 2cz

�

;

�
� 1
n;22(q)= 12kT + 2�

�

cx + cy + 2cz

�

;

�
� 1
n;12(q)= �

� 1
n;21(q)=

2�
p
3

�

cy � cx

�

: (29)

The instability occurs for both eigenvalues of the in-

verse susceptibility m atrix �� 1
n;‘m

(q),butonly when the

wavevector q assum es its antiferrom agnetic value Q =

(�;�;�)=a which leadsto a two sub-latticestructure(see

Fig. 2) called the \G " state. The two-fold degeneracy

isthe sym m etry associated with rotationsin occupation

num berspace hN xi,hN yi,and hN ziwith the constraint

thatthe sum ofthese occupation num bersisunity. (At

quadraticorderwedonotyetfeelthediscretecubicsym -

m etry of the orbital states.) In contrast, the inverse

spin susceptibility �� 1�� of Eq. (26) has a at branch

so that it vanishes for kT = 2�=3 for any value ofq�,

when the two other com ponents ofq assum e the anti-

ferrom agnetic value �=a. This wavevector dependence

indicates that correlationsin the spin susceptibility be-

com e long ranged in an �-plane,but di�erent �-planes

are com pletely uncorrelated. Note thatbeyond the fact

thatthereisno wavevectorselection in thespin suscepti-

bility,one hascom plete rotationalinvariancein B

�� (q)

forthe com ponentslabeled by  independently for each

orbitallabeled �.Thisresultreectstheexactsym m etry

ofthe Ham iltonian with respectto rotation ofthe total

spin in the� orbitalsum m ed overallspinsin any single

�-plane.14 Ifwe restrict attention to the G wavevector

q = Q ,we have com plete rotationaldegeneracy in the

11 dim ensionalspaceconsisting ofthenineB

�� (Q )spin

order-param etersand thetwo an(Q )occupationalorder-

param eters.Thusatthislevelofapproxim ation,wehave

O (11)sym m etry! M ost ofthis sym m etry only holds at

quadraticorderin m ean-�eld theory.Asusual,weexpect

thatfourth (and higher)orderterm sin the Landau ex-

pansion willgenerateanisotropiesin this11-dim ensional

space to lower the sym m etry to the actualcubic sym -

m etry of the system . As we will see, the anisotropy

which inhibits the m ixing ofspin and orbit degrees of

freedom isnotgenerated by thequarticterm sin thefree

energy. Perhaps unexpectedly,as we show elsewhere,16

thisanisotropy isonly generated by uctuationsnotac-

cessibleto m ean-�eld theory.

A B

A

A

A

B

B

B

FIG .2. Thetwo sublattice\G " statewhich consistsoftwo

interpenetrating sim ple cubic lattices on each site ofwhich

the ionsare in a given state,eitherA orB.

Dispersionless branches of order-param eter suscepti-

bilities which lead to an in�nite degeneracy of m ean-

�eld states,havebeen found in a variety ofm odels,18{21

of which perhaps the m ost celebrated is that in the

kagom �e22 and pyrochlore23 system s.In alm ostallcases,

the dispersionless susceptibility is an artifact ofm ean-

�eld theory and does not representa true sym m etry of

the fullHam iltonian.In such a case,the continuousde-

generacy is lifted by uctuations, which can either be

therm aluctuations24 or quantum uctuations.25 Here

we have a ratherunusualcase in thatthe spin suscepti-

bility hasa dispersionlessdirection (parallelto the inac-

tive axis)which isthe resultofan exacttrue sym m etry

ofthe quantum Ham iltonian which persists even in the

presenceoftherm aland quantum uctuations.

IV .LA N D A U EX PA N SIO N A T Q U A R T IC O R D ER

Todiscussthenatureoftheordered stateonem aycon-

siderthe self-consistentequationsforthe nonzero order-

param eters which appear below the ordering tem pera-

ture atkTc = 2�=3 and thisisdone in III.However,the

typesofpossible ordering should also be apparentfrom

the form ofthe anisotropy ofthe free energy in order-

param eter space which �rst occurs in term s in the free

energy which are quartic in the order-param eters. In

principle,long-rangeorderisonly possiblewhen weadd

to the Ham iltonian term s which destroy the sym m etry

whereby one can rotate arbitrarily planes of spins as-

sociated with a given orbitalavor. In the nextsection

westudy severalperturbationswhich stabilizelong-range

order. Although the nature ofthe ordering depends on

theperturbation,generically theresultingdispersion due

to thissym m etry-breaking perturbation stabilizesthe G

structure, so that the instabilities are con�ned to the

wavevectorq = Q . In thissection we im plicitly assum e

thisscenario.

6



Accordingly,we now evaluateallterm sin the free en-

ergy which involve four powers ofthe criticalvariables

B

�� (Q )and A �� (Q )atthe wavevectorassociated with

the assum ed two sub-lattice, or G , structure. These

term sarisefrom twom echanism s.The�rstcontribution,

which we denote F
(4)

4 ,arisesfrom \bare" quartic term s

in Eq. (19). The second type ofcontribution arisesin-

directly through X 3(i)in Eq. (19).There we have con-

tributions to the free energy which involve two critical

variablesand one noncriticalvariable (evaluated atzero

wavevector). W hen the free energy is m inim ized with

respect to this noncriticalvariable,we obtain contribu-

tionsto the free energy which are quartic in the critical

order-param etersand which wedenote F
(3)

4 .

A .B are Q uartic Term s,F
(4)

4

The bare quartic term s are obtained from Eq. (A4),

by taking into accountonly diagonalm atrix elem entsof

the m atrices A and ~B . Since the fourth-order term of

the entropy is m ultiplied by 18kT,[see Eq. (19)],and

we can safely puthere 18kT= 12�,we �nd thatthe bare

quarticterm saregiven by

F
(4)

4 = 24�
X

i

X

�

h

A
4

�� (i)+ 6A
2

�� (i)s
2
�(i)+ s

4
�(i)

i

; (30)

wherewehavedenoted

s
2
�(i)= (B

x
�� (i))

2 + (B
y
�� (i))

2 + (B
z
�� (i))

2
: (31)

Introducing Fourier transform ed variables via Eq. (23)

wethereby obtain term squarticin thecriticalorderpa-

ram etersas

F
(4)

4 =
24�

N

X

�

h

A
4

�� + 6A
2

�� s
2
� + s

4
�

i

; (32)

where now allorder param eters are to be evaluated at

wavevectorQ . Using for the m atrix elem ents ofA the

param etrization Eq.(8),we�nd

F
(4)

4 =
�

N

n

12(a21 + a
2
2)
2 + 48

p
3a1a2(s

2
x � s

2
y)

+ 48(a21 + a
2
2)(s

2
x + s

2
y + s

2
z)+ 24(s4x + s

4
y + s

4
z)

� 24(a21 � a
2
2)(s

2
x + s

2
y � 2s2z)

o

: (33)

B .Induced Q uartic Term s,F
(3)

4

To obtain the term s ofthis type,we �rst take from

Eq.(A2)alltheterm shaving diagonalm atrix elem ents.

M ultiplyingthem by� 6kT = � 4� [seeEq.(19)],wehave

V3 = � 8�
X

i�

h

A
3

�� (i)+ 3A �� (i)~B �� (i)�~B �� (i)

i

: (34)

Next we insert here the Fourier transform s. The criti-

calvariableswetreatherearetheFouriercom ponentsat

wavevectorQ � (�;�;�)=a.W hen the wavevectorisQ ,

itwillbe leftim plicit. W e indicate explicitly only those

variablestaken atzero wavevector.Then V3 isgiven by

V3 = �
24�
p
N

X

�

h

A �� (0)(A
2

�� + s
2
�)

+ 2~B �� (0)�~B �� A ��

i

; (35)

wherewehaveused Eq.(31).

W e now elim inate the noncritical variables at zero

wavevector by m inim izing the free energy with respect

to them . W e note thatallthe noncriticalzero wavevec-

torvariableshavethe sam esusceptibility

�(0)= (12kT + 8�)� 1 = (16�)� 1; (36)

and thereforethe function to m inim ize is

~V3 = V3 + 8�
X

�

h

A
2

�� (0)+
~B �� (0)�~B �� (0)

i

: (37)

The m inim ization procedure,allowing forthe constraintP

�
A �� (0)= 0,yields

B

�� (0)=

3
p
N
B


�� A �� ;

A xx(0)=
1

2
p
N

�

2A
2

xx + 2s2x � A
2

yy � s
2
y � A

2

zz � s
2
z

�

;

A yy(0)=
1

2
p
N

�

2A
2

yy + 2s2y � A
2

xx � s
2
x � A

2

zz � s
2
z

�

;

A zz(0)= � Axx(0)� Ayy(0): (38)

Inserting these valuesinto Eq. (37)yieldsthe contribu-

tion F
(3)

4 to the freeenergy

F
(3)

4 = �
72�

N

X

�

A
2

�� s
2
� �

12�

N

hX

�

(A
2

�� + s
2
�)

2

� (A
2

xx + s
2
x)(A

2

yy + s
2
y)� (A

2

yy + s
2
y)(A

2

zz + s
2
z)

� (A
2

zz + s
2
z)(A

2

xx + s
2
x)

i

; (39)

which,upon inserting the param etrization (8)becom es

F
(3)

4 =
�

N

n

� 12

�X

�

s
2
�

�2
+ 36

X

�< �

s
2
�s

2
� � 3(a21 + a

2
2)
2

� 36
p
3a1a2(s

2
x � s

2
y)� 24(a21 + a

2
2)(s

2
x + s

2
y + s

2
z)

+ 18(a21 � a
2
2)(s

2
x + s

2
y � 2s2z)

o

: (40)
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C .TotalFourth-O rder A nisotropy

Adding F
(3)

4 and F
(4)

4 ,we�nd F4 as

F4 =
�

N

n

12

�X

�

s
2
�

�2
� 12

X

�< �

s
2
�s

2
� + 9(a21 + a

2
2)
2

+ 24(a21 + a
2
2)
X

�

s
2
� + 12

p
3a1a2[s

2
x � s

2
y]

� 6(a21 � a
2
2)[s

2
x + s

2
y � 2s2z]

o

; (41)

where allvariables are evaluated at wavevector Q . As

m entioned above,theanisotropy ofthisform determ ines

thenatureofthem ean-�eld statesoftheidealK K Ham il-

tonian.W ewillgiveacom pleteanalysisofthesym m etry

and consequencesofthisfourth orderanisotropyin paper

III.Here we willuse this form to determ ine the nature

ofpossible ordered states in the presence ofsym m etry-

breakingperturbationssuch asthespin-orbitinteraction.

V .SY M M ET R Y -B R EA K IN G P ER T U R B A T IO N S

As we have just seen, the idealized K K m odelcon-

sidered above has su�cient sym m etry that there is no

wavevectorselection26 within m ean-�eld theory and the

exact sym m etry of this m odeldoes not support long-

range orderatnonzero tem perature. In this section we

consider the e�ects ofvarious additionalperturbations

which are inevitably present,even when there isno dis-

tortion from perfectcubicsym m etry.W econsiderin turn

the e�ectsofa)spin-orbitcoupling,b)furtherneighbor

hopping,and c)Hund’srule orCoulom b exchange cou-

pling. Here we do notassum e thatthe long-rangeorder

only involves the wavevector Q ofthe G structure. In

other wordsour�rstobjective is to see how these vari-

ous perturbationslead to (ifthey do)wavevectorselec-

tion and whattypesofordering result.

A .Spin-O rbit Interactions

W e �rstconsiderthe e�ectofincluding spin-orbitin-

teractions,since these interactions destroy the peculiar

invariancewith respectto rotating planesofspinsofdif-

ferent orbitalavors independently. Below we see that

theaddition ofspin-orbitcoupling leadsto a wavevector

selection from the susceptibility,which previously had a

dispersionlessaxisin theabsenceofsuch a perturbation.

Indeed,a plausible guess is that the system willselect

the wavevectorQ to allow sim ultaneouscondensation of

spinsofthe allthree orbitals.

W e writethe spin-orbitinteraction,VSO ,as

VSO = �
X

i

X

��

X

��

h�jLj�ic
y

i�� ci��[�
]�� ; (42)

where

h�jLj�i= � i��� ; (43)

and � is the spin-orbit coupling constant. W e now in-

corporate this perturbation into the m ean-�eld treat-

m ent. The expression for the entropy does not need to

be changed. The trialenergy involves Tr[�(i)VSO ]and

generatesa perturbative contribution to the free energy

which is

�F = 2�
X

i

X

��

B


��
(i)h�jLj�i: (44)

In term sofFouriertransform ed variablesthisis

�F = 2�N1=2
X

��

B


��
(q= 0)h�jLj�i: (45)

Thus the spin-orbit interaction appears as a �eld act-

ing on thenoncriticalorder-param eter ~B �� (q= 0),with

� 6= �.

W e now calculate the perturbative e�ect ofthe spin-

orbit interaction. Because the perturbation VSO is the

only term in the Ham iltonian that causes a transition

from one orbitalto another,the leading perturbation to

thefreeenergy willbeoforder�2.W edevelop an expan-

sion attem peraturesin�nitesim ally below Tc = 2�=(3k)

in powers of� and f g,where f g denotes the set of

variableswhich,in theabsenceofspin-orbitcoupling,are

criticalatthe highesttem perature,nam ely,kT = 2�=3.

ThissetincludesB

�� (q)forq on its\softline",which is

q� arbitrary and the othercom ponentsequalto �=a.In

addition,this set also includes A �� (Q ),nam ely,a1(Q )

anda2(Q ).Thedom inantperturbationtothefreeenergy

willbeoforder�2 i j,where i isoneofthecriticalor-

derparam eters.Term soforder�2 i arenotallowed,as

they would cause ordering atalltem peraturesabove Tc
and contributionsindependentof i areofno interestto

us.So ourgoalisto calculateallterm soforder�2 i j.

By m odifying the term s quadratic in the criticalorder

param eters we willobtain a free energy without a dis-

persionlessbranch ofthesusceptibility,and thereforethe

spin-orbitperturbation willlead to wavevectorselection.

Term s oforder �2 i j in the free energy arise from

either bare fourth-order term s or indirectly from cubic

term swhich involveonenoncriticalvariableand twocrit-

icalvariables.Herewedescribethesecontributionsqual-

itatively. The explicit calculations are given in Appen-

dices B and C. W e �rst consider contributions arising

from thethird-orderterm s.Notethatthespin-orbitper-

turbation VSO actslikea\�eld"in thatitcoupleslinearly

to the orderparam eterB


��
(q = 0),asonecan seefrom

Eq. (45). M inim ization with respect to this order pa-

ram eteryields

B


��
(q = 0)= �

�

6�
N

1=2h�jLj�i� iN
1=2

g0��� ; (46)
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where g0 = �=(6�) and we noted that the non-diagonal

inversesusceptibility �� 1
��
(0)is12� atkT = 2�=3 [seeEq.

(27)].In otherwords,wehavethe spatially uniform dis-

placem ent,B


��
(i)= ig0��� ,which islinearin �. Now

consider third-order term s in the free energy which are

schem atically ofthe form

�F = aB


��
(q = 0) ixj; (47)

wherea isa constant,and xj isa noncriticalvariable,so

thatitssusceptibility �j is�niteatTc.Afterm inim izing

with respectto xj,we obtain a contribution to the free

energy oforder� (1=2)�ja
2(B



��
(q = 0))2 2

i,which isa

term oforder �2 i j (albeit with i= j). This pertur-

bative contribution to the free energy quadratic in the

criticalvariables willbe denoted F
(3)

2 . Note that these

cubic term s [see Eq. (47)]are identi�ed asbeing linear

in (a)B


��
,in (b)a criticalorder-param eter i,such as

~B �� (q�)(by thiswem ean ~B �� evaluated fora wavevec-

tor on its soft line),or A �� (Q ),and in (c) som e non-

criticalorder-param eter.Term soforder�2 i j can also

com e from bare fourth order term s which are products

oftwo powersofB


��
(q = 0)with two criticalvariables

and thesecontributionsaredenoted F
(4)

2 .Alltheseterm s

willthen lead to m odi�cations ofthe term s in the free

energy which are quadratic in the criticalvariablesand

which thereforem ay lead to wavevectorselection within

the previously dispersionlesscriticalsector.

W e now identify cubic term s in Eq. (19) which are

ofthe form written in Eq. (47). There are no nonzero

cubic term swhich arelinearin both � and eithera1(Q )

ora2(Q ). The allowed cubic term sare analyzed in Ap-

pendix B and the resultfortheirperturbative contribu-

tion �F
(3)

2 tothefreeenergy from m inim izing thesecubic

term sis

F
(3)

2 = � C0

X

��

�
2
��

nX

q�

�

2s� (q)s� (� q)

+ s�� (q)s�� (� q)

�

+

�

s� (Q )s� (Q )� 2s�� (Q )s�� (Q )

�o

; (48)

whereC0 = 144g20� = 4�2=�,and wehaveintroduced the

de�nition

s�� (q)= B
�
�� (q): (49)

In Eq.(48),
P

q�
m eansthatthe wavevectorissum m ed

over the soft line so that q� = �=a for � 6= � and q�
rangesfrom � �=a to �=a.In particularthe sum overq�
alsoincludesq = Q .In Appendix C weevaluatethebare

quartic term sin the free energy which also give a result

oforder�2 i j,and �nd

F
(4)

2 = C0

n
4

3

X

�

X

q�

s� (q)s� (� q)+ a
2
1(Q )+ a

2
2(Q )

+
1

3

X

��

�
2
��

�

2s� (Q )s� (Q )�
X

�

s�� (Q )s��(Q )

�o

:

(50)

W e now discussthe m eaning ofthese results. O ne ef-

fect ofthe spin-orbit contributions is to couple critical

spin variablesofdi�erentorbitals.Butthistype ofcou-

pling only takesplaceatthewavevectorQ atwhich spin

variablesforboth orbitalsaresim ultaneously critical.So

we write the sum ofallthe quadratic perturbations in

term sofspin variabless� listed aboveas

�F2 =
1

2

X

�

X

��

h�X

q�

[M
(�)

d
]�� s�� (q)s�� (� q)

�

+ [M (�)
o ]�� s�� (Q )s�� (Q )

i

; (51)

where M
(�)

d
is a diagonalm atrix and M

(�)
o is an o�-

diagonalm atrix.These m atricesare

M
(�)

d
= �

4C0

3

2

4
1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

3

5 ;

M
(�)
o =

4C0

3

2

4
0 1 1

1 0 � 1

1 � 1 0

3

5 ; (52)

where the �rst row and colum n refers to s�� and the

othertwo referto s�� ,with � 6= �.Thecontributionsto

the free energy from M
(�)

d
are independent ofwavevec-

torand thusdo notinuence wavevectorselection. The

term in M �
o selectsQ (because the m inim um eigenvalue

ofthe m atrix M
(�)
o is � 4C0=3,which is negative). In

addition,them inim um eigenvectordeterm inesthelinear

com bination oforderparam etersthatiscritical. Ifthis

eigenvectorhascom ponents(c1;c2;c2),then,for� = x,

wehave

sxx(Q )= �xc1 ;syx(Q )= �xc2 ;szx(Q )= �xc2; (53)

where �x is the norm alm ode am plitude and we adopt

the norm alization c21 + 2c22 = 1. Thus,out ofthe nine

spin com ponentss�� (Q )which weresim ultaneously crit-

icalin the absence ofspin-orbit coupling,we have the

spin uctuation correspondingto thethreenorm al-m ode

am plitudes�x,�y,and �z in term sofwhich wewritethe

staggered spin vectorfororbital�,s�(Q ),as

sx(Q )� (sxx(Q );sxy(Q );sxz(Q ))= (�xc1;�yc2;�zc2);

sy(Q )= (�xc2;�yc1;�zc2);

sz(Q )= (�xc2;�yc2;�zc1): (54)

Thetotalspin atsiteiisthesum ofthespinsassociated

with each orbitalavorand isgiven by thestaggered spin

vector

S(Q )= (�x;�y;�z)(c1 + 2c2); (55)
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so thatthe�’sareproportionalto thecom ponentsofthe

totalspin.Now weevaluatethefourth-orderfreeenergy

term srelevanttothespin order-param eters[seeEq.(41)]

in term softhesecriticalorderparam eters�i:

�F = C1

�

[�2x + �
2
y + �

2
z]
2[c41 + 3c42 + 2c21c

2
2]

� [�2y�
2
z + �

2
x�

2
z + �

2
x�

2
y][c

2
1 � c

2
2]
2

�

; (56)

whereC1 isa constant.In general,aform likethiswould

have \cubic" anisotropy in that the vector � (the total

spin vector)would preferentially lie along a (1;1;1)di-

rection in orderto m axim ize the negative term in �2��
2
�.

However,forthe presentcase,the m inim um eigenvector

ofM
(�)
o is(c1;c2;c2)/ (1;� 1;� 1).Thusforthepresent

casec21 = c22,and thequarticterm isisotropicin � space.

W hatthism eansisthatalthough thespin-orbitinterac-

tion selects the directions for the spin vectors s� ofor-

bitalavor� relativeto one another,there isrotational

invariance when allthe s�’s are rotated together. This

indicates that relative to the m ean-�eld state there are

zero frequency excitationswhich correspond to rotations

ofthestaggered spin.Herewe�nd thisresultatorder�2.

M ore generally,one can establish this rotationalinvari-

anceto allordersin � and withoutassum ing thevalidity

ofm ean-�eld theory.14;6

Notethatthespin stateinduced by spin-orbitcoupling

(with c1 = � c2)doesnothave the spinsofthe individ-

ualorbitals,s�,parallelto oneanotherand thusthenet

spin,S,isgreatlyreduced by thise�ect.Explicitly,when

c1 = � c2,we have

S
2 = (�2x + �

2
y + �

2
z)c

2
1

= s
2
x(Q )= s

2
y(Q )= s

2
z(Q )= (�2x + �

2
y + �

2
z)=3: (57)

Thism eansthatthe totalspin squared is1/3 ofwhatit

would be ifthe s� wereparallelto one another.

It rem ains to check that the variables ak(Q ) are less

criticalthan s� (Q ). The results given in Eq. (C2) of

Appendix C show a positive shiftin the free energy as-

sociated with thevariablesak(Q ),whereasthespin vari-

ableshaveanegativeshiftin freeenergyduetospin-orbit

interactions.W e thereforeconclude thatin the presence

of spin-orbit interactions, m ean-�eld theory does give

wavevectorselection and onehastheusualtwo-sublattice

antiferrom agnet,butwith a greatly reduced spin m agni-

tude. It is interesting to note that8 LaTiO 3 has a zero

point m om ent which is about 45% ofthe value ofthe

spin werefully aligned.Thiszero-pointspin reduction is

m uch largerthan would be expected for a conventional

spin 1/2 Heisenberg system in three spatialdim ensions.

Itispossible thatspin-orbitinteractionsm ightpartially

explain thisanom alousspin reduction.

B .Further N eighbor H opping

W e now considerthe e�ectofadding nnn hopping to

the Hubbard m odel 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 Ham iltonian dueto these processesas

V = t
0
X

�

�(i;j)Vij; (58)

wheret0isthee�ectivehopping m atrix elem entconnect-

ing next-nearestneighbors,� issum m ed overcoordinate

directionsx,y,and z,�(i;j)isunity ifsitesiand jare

next-nearest neighbors in the sam e �-plane and is zero

otherwise,and

Vij =
X

�

X

��

�
2
��� c

y

i��
cj��: (59)

Here� isin thedirection norm alto theplanecontaining

spinsiand j,and �2
���

restrictsthesum over� and � to

thetwo waysofassigning indicesso that�,�,and � are

alldi�erent.Notethatthepathsfrom i� to j� and from

i� to j� usealternatepathsofthesquareplaquettecon-

necting iand j. Notice thatthe processeswhich couple

nearest neighbors cancelby sym m etry (see Fig. 4),so

thatthee�ectofhopping between m agneticionsvia two

intervening oxygen ionsinvolvesonly nnn hopping.This

generatesa perturbation to the K K Ham iltonian (which

describesthe low-energy m anifold)ofthe form

VK K = � �
0
X

�

X

ij

�(i;j)

�

�X

���

�
2
��� c

y

i��
cj��

��X

���

�
2
��� c

y

j��
ci��

�

; (60)

where�0= (t0)2=U and U istheon-siteCoulom b energy.

Thism ay be written as

VK K = �
0
X

�

X

ij

�(i;j)V�(i;j); (61)

where,apartfrom a term which isa constantin thelow-

energy m anifold,wehavefor� = x

Vx(i;j)=
X

��

�

c
y

iy�ciz�c
y

jy�cjz� + c
y

iy�ciy�c
y

jz�cjz�

+ c
y

iz�ciz�c
y

jy�cjy� + c
y

iz�ciy�c
y

jz�cjy�

�

; (62)

and sim ilarly fory and z.
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FIG .3. Hopping between di� erentorbitalson nextnearest

neighboring (nnn)Tiionswhen hopping between neighboring

oxygen p orbitals isallowed. The hopping m atrix elem entis

theproductofm atrix elem entsto hop from a Tiion in a dyz

stateto an O ion in a py state,then to an adjacentO ion also

in a py state,and � nally to a nnn Tiion in a dxy state.

z

+

+−−

−

− +

+
+ −

+ −

+ −

y

x

d yz

py py

py

d xy

FIG . 4. Hopping between di� erent orbitals on near-

est-neighboring Tiions when hopping between neighboring

oxygen p orbitals is allowed. The m atrix elem ents for the

two channels to hop from dyz to dxy have opposite signs,so

thatthetotalm atrix elem ent(sum m ed overthetwochannels)

is zero,as one would deduce from sym m etry considerations.

Thus the only processes involving two nearest neighboring

oxygen ionsare processeslike those shown in Fig.3 between

nnn Tiions.

Thedetailsofthem ean-�eld treatm entofthispertur-

bation isgiven in Appendix D. Here we sum m arize the

m ajoranalyticresultsobtained thereforthewavevector-

dependentspin susceptibility atthe criticalwavevector,

Q ,���;�� 0(Q ) = ��� (Q )��;� 0, where � and � are or-

bitalindicesand � and �0 arespin indices.Theresultof

Appendix D isthat

��� (Q )
� 1 =

2

4
12kT � 8� 8�0 8�0

8�0 12kT � 8� 8�0

8�0 8�0 12kT � 8�

3

5 : (63)

Them inim um eigenvalueis

� = 12kT � 8� � 8�0: (64)

Thisgives

kTc = 2(� + �
0)=3: (65)

By considering the eigenvectors and the e�ect of the

fourth order term s,the analysis ofAppendix D shows

that nnn hopping does stabilize a Q antiferrom agnetic

structure,buttheresulting 120o statehaszero netstag-

gered spin. In addition,asbefore,there isa degeneracy

between thespin-only stateswehavejustdescribed,and

a state involving orbitalorder. As shown in III,uctu-

ationsrem ove thisdegeneracy,so thatwe m ay consider

only them ean-�eld solutionsforspin-only states.Such a

m agneticstructureforwhich thelocalm om ent(sum m ed

overallavors)vanishes,willberatherdi�cultto detect

experim entally.

It is instructive to argue for the above results with-

outactually perform ing the detailed calculationsofAp-

pendix D.W e expectthe e�ectofindirectexchangebe-

tween nnn’s to induce an antiferrom agnetic interaction

between the spins of di�erent orbitalavors of nnn’s.

Note thatthe wavevectorQ describesa two sub-lattice

structurein which nnn’sareon thesam esub-lattice.Ac-

cordingly,as far as m ean-�eld theory is concerned,an

nnn interaction between di�erentavorsisequivalentto

an antiferrom agneticinteraction between spinsofdi�er-

ent avors on the sam e site. So the spins ofthe three

orbitalavors form the sam e structure as a triangular

lattice antiferrom agnet,27 nam ely the spins ofthe three

di�erentorbitalavorsareequalin m agnitudeand alllie

in a singleplanewith orientations120o apart.Thisstate

stillhas globalrotationalinvariance,but also,as does

the triangularlatticeantiferrom agnet,ithasdegeneracy

with respectto rotation ofthespinsoftwo avorsabout

the axisofthe spin ofthe third avor.

C .H und’s R ule C oupling

W e now consider the e�ect ofHund’s rule coupling.

O ur aim is to see how this perturbation selects an or-

dered phase from am ong those phaseswhich would �rst

becom ecriticalin theabsenceofthisperturbation asthe

tem perature isreduced. To leading orderin � � JH =U ,

where JH is the Hund’s rule coupling constant (which

ispositive in realsystem s),asdiscussed in Appendix E,

thisperturbation reads28

�HK K = ��
X

hiji

X

�6= hiji

X

�� 0

�

c
y

i�
ci�� c

y

j� 0cj�� 0
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� c
y

i� 0ci�� c
y

j�cj�� 0 + c
y

i�ci�� c
y

j�� 0cj� 0

� c
y

i�� 0ci�� c
y

j�cj� 0 � 2c
y

i��
ci�� c

y

j� 0cj� 0

+ 2c
y

i� 0ci�� c
y

j��
cj� 0

�

; (66)

where � = t2=U ,as before.29 To see the e�ect ofthis

perturbation within m ean-�eld theory,we calculate its

average(seeAppendix E fordetails).Con�ning to aver-

ageswhich arecriticalwhen � = 0,(i.e.,A �� and ~B �� ),

the resultofAppendix E is

h�HK K i= ��
X

hiji

X

�6= hiji

�

10A �� (i)A �� (j)

� 10A�� (i)A (j)+ 2~B �� (i)�~B �� (j)

� 2~B �� (i)�~B (j)

�

: (67)

Using Eqs. (8) and (49) to write the order param eters

in term softhea‘’sand thes� ’s,thiscontributesa per-

turbation to the freeenergy given by

�F =
1

2

X

k;l

�
�
�
� 1
n (q)

�

kl
ak(q)al(� q)

+
1

2

X

��

�
�
�
� 1
s (q)

�
��

s� (q)s� (� q); (68)

where

�[�� 1n (q)]

= � 20��

"
� 1

3
(2cx + 2cy � cz)

1p
3
(cx � cy)

1p
3
(cx � cy) � cz

#

; (69)

and

�[�� 1s (q)]= � 4��

2

4
0 cz cy

cz 0 cx
cy cx 0

3

5 : (70)

Ifthe m inim um eigenvalue of��� 1 at wavevectorQ is

negative, then the instability tem perature for the as-

sociated order param eter is raised by the perturbation

and vice versa. Note that at wavevectorQ ,cx = cy =

cz = � 1theeigenvaluesof�
�
�
� 1
s (q)

�
are8��,� 4��,and

� 4��.O n the otherhand,the eigenvaluesof�
�
�
� 1
n (q)

�

are both � 20��. From this result we conclude that

Hund’srulecoupling favorsantiferrom agneticorbitalor-

dering,asdescribed by the orderparam etersa1(Q )and

a2(Q ). Since the m ean-�eld tem perature for spin and

orbitalordering were degenerate for� = 0,we conclude

thatwithin m ean-�eld theorytheaddition ofan in�nites-

im alHund’srulecoupling givesriseto an ordering tran-

sition in which the ordered state showslong-range anti-

ferrom agnetic orbitalorder,characterized by the order-

param eters a1(Q ) and a2(Q ). However,since we have

shown elsewhere16 that for the bare K K m odel,uctu-

ations stabilize the spin-only states relative to orbital

states,weconcludethatwhen uctuationsaretaken into

account,itwilltake a �nite am ountofHund’srule cou-

pling to bring aboutorbitalordering. Forspin ordering

them ean-�eld stateisdegeneratewith respecttoan arbi-

trary rotation.Thisisreected by thefactthattheterm

which isfourth orderin thespin com ponentsisisotropic.

W e now discussthe anisotropy in the m ean-�eld solu-

tion fororbitalorder.W ewanttodeterm inetheform the

free energy assum esin term softhe Fourier-transform ed

variablesa1(Q )and a2(Q ).W avevectorconservationdic-

tatesthatwe can have only productsinvolving an even

num berofthese variables. Ifwe write a1(Q )= acos�Q
and a2(Q ) = asin�Q , then we show in Appendix F

that the contribution to the free energy oforder a4 is

independent of�Q ,but the term oforder a6 is ofthe

form �F = a6[C0 + C6 cos(6�Q + �)]. This form indi-

cates an anisotropy,so that the m ean-�eld solution is

not subject to a rotationaldegeneracy in a1-a2 space.

IfC6 is positive and � = 0,these m inim a com e from

the six anglesthat are equivalentto �Q = �=2+ n�=3.

For �Q = �=2,a1 = 0 and we have ordering involving

only a2,so thathN zi= 1=3,hN xi= 1=3+
p
2a2(i)and

hN yi= 1=3�
p
2a2(i).Thesix m inim aofcos(6�Q )corre-

spond to thesix perm utationsofcoordinatelabelswhich

give equivalent ordering under cubic sym m etry. Som e-

whatdi�erentstatesoccurforC 6 negative,butdi�erent

solutionsreproducethe cubic sym m etry operations.

D .Spin-O rbit Interactions and H und’s R ule

C oupling

Herewe briey considerthe casewhen we include the

e�ectsofboth spin-orbitand Hund’srule coupling. W e

consider the instabilities at wavevectorQ . In this case

weconstructthespin susceptibility�� 1
s (Q )[de�ned asin

Eq.(68)].Forthe presentcasewem ay use ourprevious

calculationsin Eqs.(52)and (68)to write

�
� 1
s ()=

2

4
�0 + x y y

y �0 + x z

y z �0 + x

3

5 ; (71)

wherethe�rstrow and colum n referto s and theother

two rowsand colum nsreferto s� with � 6=  and

x = �
4

3
C0; y =

4

3
C0 + 4��; z = �

4

3
C0 + 4��: (72)

Sim ilarlytheorbitalsusceptibility(alsoatwavevectorQ )

isgiven by

�(Q )� 1n =

�
�0 + w 0

0 �0 + w

�

; (73)

where

w = 2C0 � 20�� : (74)
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In the aboveC0 = 4�2=� m ustbe positive,�0 = 12kT +

8�,and � � JH =U isnorm ally positive,although wem ay

draw a phase diagram incorporating the possibility that

� isnegative.

Aswe have seen,with only spin-orbitinteractionswe

geta spin state which has a rotationaldegeneracy,and

with only Hund’s rule interactions, the ordered phase

has orbitalrather than spin ordering. W hen both in-

teractions are present, there is a com petition between

these two types ofordering. To study this com petition

we need to com pare the m inim um eigenvalue ofthe two

susceptibility m atricesgiven above.Forthe inversespin

susceptibility m atrix y � z,in which case the m inim um

eigenvalueis

�� = �0 + x + (z=2)�
p
(z=2)2 + 2y2 : (75)

O n dim ensionalgrounds,we expect that for C0 < ���,

where � is a constant,Hund’s rule coupling willdom i-

nateand willlead to orbitalordering.Indeed aftersom e

algebrawe�nd thiscondition with � � 2:7.Thism ay be

written as� > 0and � < �0�
p
�,where�0=

p
�=2� 0:82

λ

η

ORBIT

SPIN SPIN

FIG .5. The m ean-� eld phase diagram asa function ofthe

spin-orbit coupling constant � and the Hund’srule coupling

constant � � JH =U (which is norm ally positive). In the

\spin-only" phase for � 6= 0,the staggered m om ent orients

along a (1;1;1)direction,butthe staggered spin m om entsof

di� erentorbitalstatesarenotcollinear,thusreducing thenet

staggered spin.For� = 0,them ean-� eld statehasrotational

degeneracy,so no easy direction ofstaggered m agnetization

isselected and the excitation spectrum isgapless. In the or-

bitalphaseonehasthesix-fold anisotropy associated with the

equivalent choices for di� erently populating orbitallevels in

cubic sym m etry,asisdiscussed in the text.

which gives rise to the phase diagram shown in Fig.5.

Thisphase diagram isnotquite the sam e asthatfound

in Ref.28 forzero tem perature. W hen we have spin or-

dering,wem ay analyzethefourth-orderterm s,asisdone

in Eq. (56). That analysis shows that unless the m in-

im um eigenvector has com ponents ofequalm agnitude,

theanisotropy favorsspin orderingalonga (1;1;1)direc-

tion. The condition thatthe eigenvectorbe (� 1;1;1)is

thaty+ z = 0.Thiscan only happen when � = 0.Then

we have isotropy and the m ean-�eld state exhibitsrota-

tionaldegeneracy. O therwise,when � 6= 0,the fourth-

order term s give rise to an anisotropy that orients the

staggered spin along a (1;1;1)direction.W eshould also

rem ind the reader that uctuations favor the spin-only

state,sothatthephaseboundary shown in Fig.5willbe

shifted by uctuationsto largerpositive�.In theregim e

oforbitalordering,we indicate in Appendix F the exis-

tence ofa six-fold anisotropy in the variablesa1(Q )and

a2(Q ),such that the six equivalent m inim a correspond

to thesix possiblestateswhich areobtained by choosing

N � = 1=3 forone coordinate �,and then occupying the

two otherorbitalswith probability 1=3� �.

V I.D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

ThecubicK K m odelhassom every unusualand inter-

esting sym m etrieswhich causem ean-�eld theory to have

som eunusualfeatures.In particular,forthesim plestK K

Ham iltonian,we found that m ean-�eld theory leads to

criticality forthewavevector-dependentspin susceptibil-

ity associated with orbital� which isdispersionlessalong

the q� direction ofwavevector. Thisresultisconsistent

with the previousobservation14 thatthe Ham iltonian is

invariantagainstan arbitrary rotation ofthe totalspin

in theorbital� sum m ed overallspinsin any singleplane

perpendicular to the � axis. This ‘soft m ode’behavior

preventsthedevelopm entoflong-rangespin orderatany

nonzerotem perature,14 even though thesystem isa three

dim ensionalone.

Any perturbation which destroys this peculiar sym -

m etry willenable the system to develop long-rangespin

order. In particular,we investigate the role ofa) spin-

orbit interactions,b) second-neighbor hopping, and c)

Hund’srulecoupling in stabilizing long-rangespin order.

In thepresenceofspin-orbitinteraction we�nd wavevec-

tor selection (because now the spin ofdi�erent orbitals

can not be freely rotated relative to one another) into

a two-sublattice antiferrom agnetic state with a greatly

reduced spin m agnitude. Since experim ent shows such

a reduction,8 thism echanism m ay be operative to som e

extent. However,as noted previously,14 the excitation

spectrum doesnothaveagap untilfurtherperturbations

are also included. The m ean-�eld solution is consistent

with thisconclusion,because the m ean-�eld statewhich

m inim izesthetrialfreeenergy isdegeneratewith respect

to a globalrotation ofthe staggered spin.

The ordered state which resultswhen nnn hopping is

added to the bare K K Ham iltonian isquite unusual. In

this state,each orbitalavor has a staggered spin m o-

m ent, but these three staggered spin m om ents form a

120o degreestate such thatthetotalstaggered spin m o-

m ent(sum m ed overthe three orbitalstates)is zero! It

is not im m ediately obvious how such long-range order

13



would beobserved.Finally,weshow thatwhen thebare

K K Ham iltonian is perturbed by the addition of only

Hund’s rule coupling, the resulting ordered state m ay

exhibitlong-rangeantiferrom agnetic orbitalorder.

O necaveatconcerningourresultshould bem entioned.

Allour results are based on a stability analysis ofthe

disordered phase. Ifthe ordering transition isa discon-

tinuous one,our results m ightnot revealsuch a transi-

tion. In IIIwe willpresentresultsforthe tem perature-

dependence ofthe variousm ean-�eld solutions. Further

analysisoftheordered phaseisneeded to obtain a phase

diagram atT = 0,asisdonein Ref.28.

It should be em phasized again that allthe results in

this paper are based on the assum ption that nearest-

neighbor bonds along an axis � are ’inactive’, nam ely

thatthere isno directhopping between � orbitalsalong

such bonds.Even within cubic sym m etry,such hopping

could stillexist,alas with a very sm allhopping energy

t00. However,as soon as we add such term s, the ver-

ticalbond in Fig.1b becom esactive,and Eqs.(26)and

(27)havetheadditionalcontributions�� � 1
�� = 2�00c� and

��
� 1

��
= 2�00(c� + c�),with �00= t002=U .Thisintroduces

dispersion in alldirections,and select order at ~q = ~Q .

Distortionsaway from thecubicstructurecan enhacet00,

and stabilize such ordereven further.

O negeneralconclusion from ourwork isthatitisnot

safe to associatepropertiesofrealexperim entalsystem s

with propertiesofa m odelHam iltonian unlessoneisab-

solutely surethattherealsystem isarealization (atleast

in allim portantaspects)ofthem odelHam iltonian.Here

theidealcubicK K Ham iltonian haspropertieswhich are

quitedi�erentfrom thoseobserved forsystem sitsuppos-

edly describes. W hat this m eans is that it willbe nec-

essary to take into accounte�ects that one m ight have

been tem pted toignorein ordertoidentifyam odelthatis

truly appropriate for experim entally realizable system s.

Alternatively,perhaps our work willinspire experim en-

taliststo�nd system sthatareascloseaspossibletothat

ofthe idealcubic K K Ham iltonian treated here. Such

system swould have quite striking and anom alousprop-

erties.
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A P P EN D IX A :H IG H ER -O R D ER T ER M S IN T H E FR EE-EN ER G Y

Hereweem ploy Eqs.(5),(6),and (7)in conjunction with Eq.(19),to derivegeneralexpressionsforthecubicand

quarticterm softhe freeenergy.

The ‘bare’cubicterm sin the free-energy arisefrom Tr[X 3].W e �nd

Tr[X 3(i)]=
X

� i�i

X

�i�i

Tr

h

c
y

i� 1�1
Y� 1�1�1�1(i)ci�1�1c

y

i� 2�2
Y� 2�2�2�2(i)ci�2�2c

y

i� 3�3
Y� 3�3�3�3(i)ci�3�3

i

=
X

� i�i

h

A � 1� 2
(i)��1�2 +

~B � 1� 2
(i)�~��1�2

ih

A � 2� 3
(i)��2�3 +

~B � 2� 3
(i)�~��2�3

ih

A � 3� 1
(i)��3�1 +

~B � 3� 1
(i)�~��3�1

i

: (A1)

M aking useofthe identity Eq.(18),thisbecom es

Tr[X 3(i)]= 2
X

� i

n

A � 1� 2
(i)A � 2� 3

(i)A � 3� 1
(i)+ 3A � 1� 2

(i)~B � 2� 3
(i)�~B � 3� 1

(i)

+ i(~B � 1� 2
(i)� ~B � 2� 3

(i))�~B � 3� 1
(i)

o

: (A2)

The ‘bare’quarticterm sin the free-energy arisefrom Tr[X 4].W e �nd

Tr[X 4(i)]=
X

� i�i

X

�i�i

Tr

h

c
y

i� 1�1
Y� 1�1�1�1(i)ci�1�1c

y

i� 2�2
Y� 2�2�2�2(i)ci�2�12

� c
y

i� 3�3
Y� 3�3�3�3(i)ci�3�3c

y

i� 4�4
Y� 4�4�4�4(i)ci�4�4

i

=
X

� i

X

�i

h

A � 1� 2
(i)��1�2 +

~B � 1� 2
(i)�~��1�2

ih

A � 2� 3
(i)��2�3 +

~B � 2� 3
(i)�~��2�3

i

�

h

A � 3� 4
(i)��3�4 +

~B � 3� 4
(i)�~��3�4

ih

A � 24� 1
(i)��4�1 +

~B � 4� 1
(i)�~��4�1

i

: (A3)
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Again using the identity Eq.(18),thisbecom es

Tr[X 4(i)]= 2
X

� i

n�

A � 1� 2
(i)A � 2� 3

(i)+ ~B � 1� 2
(i)�~B � 2� 3

(i)

��

A � 3� 4
(i)A � 4� 1

(i)+ ~B � 3� 4
(i)�~B � 4� 1

(i)

�

+

�

A � 1� 2
(i)~B � 2� 3

(i)+ ~B � 1� 2
(i)A � 2� 3

(i)+ i~B � 1� 2
(i)� ~B � 2� 3

(i)

�

�

�

A � 3� 4
(i)~B � 4� 1

(i)+ ~B � 3� 4
(i)A � 4� 1

(i)+ i~B � 3� 4
(i)� ~B � 4� 1

(i)

�o

: (A4)

A P P EN D IX B :C U B IC FR EE-EN ER G Y T ER M S

Referringto Eq.(A2),therelevantterm sforourpurposecom efrom thesecond and thethird term sthere.W orking

in Fourierspacewe hencehave

�F = �
8�
p
N

X

q1q2

X

� 1� 2� 3

h

3A � 1� 2
(q1)~B � 2� 3

(q2)�~B � 3� 1
(� q1 � q2)

+ i~B � 1� 2
(q1)� ~B � 2� 3

(q2)�~B � 3� 1
(� q1 � q2)

i

: (B1)

W hen oneofthe quantitiesB hereactsasthe spatially uniform �eld [see Eq.(46)],thisexpression becom es

�F = �
8�
p
N

X

q

X

� 1� 2� 3

h

3A � 1� 2
(q)~B � 2� 3

�~B � 3� 1
(� q)+ 3A� 1� 2

(q)~B � 2� 3
(� q)�~B � 3� 1

+ i~B � 1� 2
� ~B � 2� 3

(q)�~B � 3� 1
(� q)+ i~B � 1� 2

(q)� ~B � 2� 3
�~B � 3� 1

(� q)

+ i~B � 1� 2
(q)� ~B � 2� 3

(� q)�~B � 3� 1

i

; (B2)

where ~B which doesnotdepend on q isthe uniform �eld.

W e�rstconsidertheterm sinvolving theA ’s.Therelevantcontributionscom efrom �3 = �1 [the�rstterm in Eq.

(B2))]and �3 = �2 [the second term there].Hence we�nd

�FA = �
24�
p
N

X

q

X

��

0

A �� (q)~B �� �

�
~B �� (� q)+ ~B �� (� q)

�

; (B3)

where
P 0

��
denotesthat� 6= �. W hen we m inim ize F2 + �FA with respectto A �� (q),and use Eqs.(27)and (46),

wegetthe contribution

�FA = � 72g20�
X

q

X

��

�
2
�� [s� (q)+ s�(q)][s� (� q)+ s�(� q)][2+ cos(qa)]

� 1
; (B4)

wherewehavede�ned

s� (q)� B

�� (q): (B5)

Also,since weareinterested in the freeenergy to quadraticorderin the orderparam eters,wehavesetkT = 2�=3.

In thisresultwewantto keep only contributionswhich involvethecriticalvariables.Fors� (q)thism eansthatwe

sum overq’ssuch thatq� = �=a,for� 6= �.Thusforeach s� the wavevectorsum isa sum overthecom ponentq�,

with theothercom ponentsofq equalto �=a.W edenotethistypeofsum by
P

q�
.Furtherm orefora term involving

com ponentss� and s� with di�erentorbitals� and �,thissum reducesto the single wavevectorQ = (�;�;�)=a.

So

�FA = � 144g20�
X

��

�
2
��

nX

q�

s� (q)s� (� q)

2+ cos(qa)
+ s� (Q )s� (Q )

o

: (B6)

Herewewillset[2+ cos(qa)]= 1 becausefors� (with � 6= )wem usthaveq = �=a.Thisterm favorsordering at

wavevectorQ with s�(Q )collinearwith s�(Q ),wheres�(Q )isa vectorwith com ponents[s�x (Q );s�y (Q );s�z (Q )].
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Next we consider the contribution com ing from the term s with three B ’s in Eq. (B2). Here we put one ofthe

q-dependentB ’sto be diagonalin the orbitalindices,to obtain

�FB = � i
36kT
p
N

X

q

X

��

0 X

� 1�1

�� 1�1B


��
(q)(B

�1
�� (� q)� B

�1
��
(� q))B

� 1

��
: (B7)

Elim inating the noncriticalB


��
(q)variablesby m inim izing F2 + �FB with respectto them ,we get

�FB = � 1296(g0kT)
2
X

��

0X

q

��� (q)[s�� (q)� s�� (q)][(s�� (� q)� s�� (� q)]; (B8)

where � isgiven in Eq. (27),and we have used the de�nition (B5). As before we setkT = 2�=3 and separate the

sum sto be only overcriticalwavevectorsforeach orbitalspin vector,in which casewehave

�FB = � 144g20�
X

��

�
2
��

nX

q�

[s�� (q)s�� (� q)+ s�� (q)s�� (� q)]� 2s�� (Q )s�� (Q )

o

: (B9)

Here we noted that��� (q)= ��� (Q )= 1=(4�)because thiscom ponentof� dependson q which isalways�=a in

the sum m ation overwavevector.

In sum m ary the totalcontribution to the quadraticfreeenergy atorder�2 is

F
(3)

2
= �FA + �FB = � C0

X

��

�
2
��

n�

s� (Q )s�(Q )� 2s�� (Q )s�� (Q )

�

+
X

q�

�

s� (q)s� (� q)+ s�� (q)s�� (� q)+ s�� (q)s�� (� q)]

�o

; (B10)

wherewesetkT = 2�=3 and C0 = 144g20�.

A P P EN D IX C :Q U A R T IC T ER M S IN T H E FR EE EN ER G Y

Now we look atfourth orderterm s. These involve two criticalorderparam etersand two powersof�. Therefore,

wepick from Eq.(A4)allterm sinvolving atleasttwo powersofB .Since two ofthe factorsB in each term haveto

be ~B �� = � ~B �� ,with � 6= �,[see Eq. (46)],we see thatthe term sinvolving a single powerofA vanish. Thuswe

haveto considerthe expression

36kT
X

i

X

� 1� 2

� 3� 4

�

4A � 1� 2
A � 2� 3

~B � 3� 4
�~B � 4� 1

+ 2A � 1� 2
A � 3� 4

~B � 2� 3
�~B � 4� 1

+ (~B � 1� 2
�~B � 2� 3

)(~B � 3� 4
�~B � 4� 1

)� (~B � 1� 2
� ~B � 2� 3

)� (~B � 3� 4
� ~B � 4� 1

)

�

; (C1)

where A and B are functions ofthe site index i. The �rsttwo m em bersofEq. (C1)are calculated forthe case in

which theA ’sarecritical,and theB ’saregiven by Eq.(46).Denoting theircontribution to theself-energy by �F
(1)

2 ,

we�nd

�F
(1)

2 = 36kT
X

i

X

��

�

4A
2

�� (i)+ 2A �� (i)A �� (i)

�
~B �� �~B ��

= 36kTg20

X

��

�
2
��

�

(4A
2

�� (i)+ 2A �� (i)A �� (i)

�

= 216kTg20

X

i

(a21(i)+ a
2
2(i)); (C2)

wherein the laststep wehaveused Eq.(8).

Thecontribution oftherem aining two m em bersofEq.(C1)isdenoted �F
(2)

2 .Herewehaveto taketwo oftheB ’s

ascritical,while the othertwo are given by Eq. (46). To shorten notations,we denote here the criticalB asB (i),

while the non-criticaloneissim ply written asB .W e have
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�F
(2)

2
= 72kT

X

i

X

��

h

(~B �� (i)�~B �� (i))(~B �� �~B �� )+ (~B �� (i)�~B �� )(~B �� (i)�~B �� )

+ (~B �� (i)�~B �� )(~B �� (i)�~B �� )� (~B �� (i)� ~B �� )� (~B �� (i)� ~B �� )+ (~B �� (i)� ~B �� )� (~B �� (i)� ~B �� )

i

: (C3)

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

�F
(2)

2 = 72kTg20

X

i

X

��

�
2
��

h

2
X

�

B
�
�� (i)B

�
�� (i)�

X

�

B
�
�� (i)B

�
�� (i)+ 2B


�� (i)B



��
(i)

i

: (C4)

Transform ing to Fourier space, noting that only the �rst term here contains q while in the other two we m ust

necessarily haveq = Q ,(becausethey involvesim ultaneouscriticality oftwo avors),weobtain

�F
(2)

2
= 72kTg20

h

2
X

q

X

��

s�� (q)s�� (� q)+
X

��

�
2
��

�

2s� (Q )s� (Q )�
X

�

s�� (Q )s��(Q )

�i

; (C5)

wherewehaveused the de�nition Eq.(B5).The totalcontribution to the freeenergy from quarticterm sisthen

F
(4)

2 = �F
(1)

2 + �F
(2)

2 : (C6)

A P P EN D IX D :M EA N -FIELD T H EO R Y FO R N N N H O P P IN G

Starting from Eq.(60),wem ay writethe perturbation dueto next-nearest-neighborsin the form

VK K = �
0
X

ij

X

���

�(i;j)
X

��

�
2
���

h

c
y

i��
ci��c

y

j��
cj�� + c

y

i��
ci��c

y

j��
cj��

i

: (D1)

W ithin ourm ean-�eld theory,the averagesare taken separately on the operatorsbelonging to the site i,and those

belonging to site j.The required averagesarethen given in Eq.(16).The following contribution to the trialenergy

U isthen

hVK K i= 2�0
X

ij

X

���

�(i;j)�
2
���

h

A ��(i)A ��(j)+ ~B ��(i)�~B ��(j)+ A �� (i)A ��(j)+ ~B �� (i)�~B ��(j)

i

: (D2)

Transform ing to Fourierspace,noting thateach sitehasfournext-nearestneighborsin each �-plane,weobtain

hVK K i= 8�0
X

q

X

���

�
2
��� c�c�

h

A ��(q)A ��(� q)+ ~B ��(q)�~B ��(� q)+ A�� (q)A ��(� q)+ ~B �� (q)�~B ��(� q)

i

; (D3)

where c� = cos(q�q). The result Eq. (D3) is now added to Eq. (24),in order to obtain the m odi�cations in the

susceptibility tensor. Specifying to the diagonalorder-param etersA �� and ~B �� ,the susceptibility tensorbecom es

[seeEq.(26)]

�(q)� 1 =

2

4
12kT + 4�(cy + cz) 8�0cxcy 8�0cxcz

8�0cxcy 12kT + 4�(cx + cz) 8�0cycz
8�0cxcz 8�0cycz 12kT + 4�(cx + cy)

3

5 : (D4)

Now welook atthe m ostcriticalwavevector,which hereisQ .Therewehave

�(Q )� 1 =

2

4
12kT � 8� 8�0 8�0

8�0 12kT � 8� 8�0

8�0 8�0 12kT � 8�

3

5 : (D5)

W ebegin with theanalysisofthesusceptibility tensorofthespin orderparam eters,which aregiven by theelem ents

ofB �� .Then wecan use the m atrix (D5).The m inim um eigenvalueis

� = 12kT � 8� � 8�0; (D6)
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which gives

kTc = 2�=3+ 2�0=3: (D7)

Correspondingly,therearetwo degenerateeigenvectors:

j1i= (0;1;� 1)=
p
2 ; j2i= (2;� 1;� 1)=

p
6 : (D8)

To avoid confusion between orbitaland spin labels,we willhere denote the orbitalstatesx,y,and z by a,b,and c.

Then in term sofnorm alm ode vector� and � we havethe orbitalspin vectorsas

sa = �
2
p
6
� ; sb =

1
p
6
� +

1
p
2
� ; sc =

1
p
6
� �

1
p
2
� ; (D9)

with

s
2
a =

2

3
�
2
; s

2
b =

1

2
�
2
+
1

6
�
2 +

1
p
3
� � � ; s

2
c =

1

2
�
2
+
1

6
�
2 �

1
p
3
� � � : (D10)

Evaluating the fourth-orderfree energy [seeEq.(41)]relevantto the spin-orderparam eters,we �nd

�X

�

s
2
�

�2
�
X

�< �

s
2
�s

2
� =

3

4
(�

2
+ �

2)2 �
1

3
(� � �)2: (D11)

W hatweseeisthatthefourth-orderterm doesnotselecta particulardirection fororder.W ehavethreeangleswhich

describethedegeneratem anifold.Fora given valueof�
2
+ �

2,weoptim izetheterm (� � �)2 by taking j�j= j�jand

m aking � perpendicularto �. So,ittakestwo anglesto specify � (given thatitslength is�xed)and then we have

one angle to specify �,given thatj�j= j�jand itis perpendicularto �. W e now discusswhatthis choice oforder

param etersm eansforthe spin vectors.Firstnotethat

s
2
� = s

2
� = s

2
 = 2�

2
=3 : (D12)

Also wesee thatthe threeorbitalspin vectorsobey

sa � sb = sa � sc = sb � sc = � �
2
=3 : (D13)

The three vectorseach m ake a 120o angle with each otherand m usttherefore lie in a single plane. W e can �x,say,

s�.Thisaccountsfortwo angles.Then the othertwo spin vectorsrequire anotherangle to tellwhich plane they lie

in.Note thatthereiszero netstaggered m om ent.Thereislong-rangespin order,butnotofany sim ple type.

Nextwe analyze the susceptibility tensorofthe occupation orderparam eters,which are given by the elem entsof

A �� .Sincethem atrix A �� istraceless,weusetheparam etrization Eq.(8)to obtain from Eq.(D5)the2� 2 m atrix

��� (q)
� 1 =

"
12kT + 2�

3
(5cx + 5cy + 2cz)+

8�
0

3
(cxcy � 2cycz � 2czcx)

2�p
3
(cy � cx)+

8�
0

p
3
cz(cy � cx)

2�p
3
(cy � cx)+

8�
0

p
3
cz(cy � cx) 12kT + 2�(cx + cy + 2cz)� 8�0cxcy

#

: (D14)

This gives a m inim um eigenvalue identicalto that ofEq. (D6),which yields the sam e instability tem perature as

for the spin-only states. However,in the absence ofsecond-neighbor coupling,the spin-only states are favored by

uctuations,16 so thatchoice should be m aintained for in�nitesim alnext-nearestneighborhopping. (The situation

could changewhen the next-nearestneighborhopping exceed som ethreshold value.)

A P P EN D IX E:D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E H U N D ’S R U LE H A M ILT O N IA N

The Coulom b exchangeterm sforthe t2g-statescan be written in the form
28

H cex =
JH

2

X

i

X

��

�6= �

X

�� 0

�

c
y

i�� c
y

i�� 0ci�� 0ci�� + c
y

i�� c
y

i�� 0ci�� 0ci�� � 2c
y

i�� c
y

i�� 0ci�� 0ci��

�

; (E1)

whereJH istheHund’srulecoupling.Adding H cex to theHam iltonian Eq.(1),theperturbation expansion in power

ofthe transferintegralstnow containsa term ofthe ordert2JH =U
2,which reads
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�HK K =
t2JH

U 2

X

hiji

X

�6= hiji

X

�� 0

�

c
y

i�ci�� c
y

j� 0cj�� 0 � c
y

i� 0ci�� c
y

j�cj�� 0 + c
y

i�ci�� c
y

j�� 0cj� 0

� c
y

i�� 0ci�� c
y

j�cj� 0 � 2c
y

i��
ci�� c

y

j� 0cj� 0 + 2c
y

i� 0ci�� c
y

j��
cj� 0

�

: (E2)

Taking the therm alaveragesusing Eq.(16)we�nd

h�HK K i=
t2JH

U 2

X

hiji

X

�6= hiji

�

2A � (i)A �(j)+ 8A �(i)A �(j)� 10A�� (i)A (j)

� 2~B �(i)�~B �(j)+ 4~B �(i)�~B �(j)� 2~B �� (i)�~B (j)

�

: (E3)

whereterm sindependentofthe order-param eterswereom itted.

A P P EN D IX F:SIX T H -O R D ER A N ISO T R O P Y IN T H E O R B ITA L SEC T O R

Atfourth-order,theterm sin a1(i)and a2(i)areproportionalto [a
2
1(i)+ a

2
2(i)]

2 [seeEq.(41)],and thereiscom plete

isotropy in a1 � a2 space.However,thisisotropy m ustbe broken in view ofthe specialroleplayed by the directions

along the cubic crystalaxes. This sym m etry is found in the sixth-orderterm s,aswe now show. There are several

contributions to the free energy at sixth order in a1(i) and a2(i),som e ofwhich involve coupling to non-critical

variables. To illustrate the sym m etry ofthese term swe explicitly consideronly the \direct" term sarising from Eq.

(19),from which wehave

�F = a
X

i

TrX 6(i); (F1)

wherea isa num ericalcoe�cienttim eskT.Thuswewrite

�F =
X

i

Tr

"
X

����

c
y

i�� A �� (i)��;�ci��

#6

= a
X

i

trA 6(i); (F2)

where here the trace operation,indicated by \tr," refers to a diagonalsum over the indices ofthe m atrix A ,as

contrasted to the traceused elsewherein thispaperoverthe 6 t2g-states.Using Eq.(8),thisyields

�F = a
X

i

" 

a1(i)+
p
3a2(i)

p
6

! 6

+

 

a1(i)�
p
3a2(i)

p
6

! 6

+

�
� 2a1(i)
p
6

� 6
#

: (F3)

Now,since we areonly interested in how thisterm a�ectsthe criticalvariables,we m ay replace
p
N an(i)by an(Q ),

which wedenotean.Then wem ay write

�F =
a

36N 2

"

10[a21 + a
2
2]
3 + a

6
1 � 15a41a

2
2 + 15a21a

4
2 � a

6
2

#

: (F4)

To clarify the anisotropy ofthisform we seta1 = rcos�Q and a2 = rsin�Q ,in which case

�F =
ar6

36N 2
[10+ cos(6�Q )]: (F5)

Thisfreeenergy hasm inim a attheangles�Q = �=2+ n�=3,forn = 0;1:::5.Thesecorrespond to a1 = � rsin(n�=3)

and a2 = rcos(n�=3).Forn = 0,only a2 isnonzero.From Eqs.(12)oneseesthatthiscorrespondsto hN z(i)i= 1=3,

and having N x(i)� Ny(i) oscillate at wavevector Q with an am plitude proportionalto r. By sim ilarly analyzing

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

hN �(i)i= 1=3 and hN �(i)� N(i)ioscillateatwavevectorQ .(Therearethreewaysto choose� and two waysto �x

thephaseoftheorbitaldensity wave.) However,additionalcontributionstothefreeenergy m ightm akethecoe�cient

ofthe cosine term in Eq. (F5) negative,in which case the m inim a occur for �Q = n�=3. Now for n = 0 only a1
is nonzero,and,from Eqs. (12),this correspondsto N x(i)= N y(i)=

1

3
+ �(i),and Nz(i)=

1

3
� 2�(i),where �(i)

oscillatesatwavevectorQ . The otherm inim a correspond to cyclic perm utationsofcoordinate axesconsistentwith

cubic sym m etry.
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