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Introducing partialsum rulesforthe opticalm ultiplettransitions,we outline a uni�ed approach

to m agneticand opticalpropertiesofstrongly correlated transition m etaloxides.O n theexam pleof

LaVO 3 wedem onstratehow thetem peratureand polarization dependencesofdi�erentcom ponents

ofthe opticalm ultipletare determ ined by the underlying spin and orbitalcorrelations dictated by

thelow-energy superexchangeHam iltonian.Thereby theopticaldata providesdeep insightinto the

com plex spin-orbitalphysicsand the role played by orbitaluctuations.

PACS num bers:75.30.Et,75.10.-b,75.10.Jm ,78.20.-e

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

Charge localization in M ott insulators is not perfect
as electrons still undergo virtual transitions to neigh-
boring sitesin orderto retain partially theirkinetic en-
ergy. These high-energy virtualtransitions across the
M ott-Hubbard gap � U are crucialfor m agnetism |
thisquantum chargem otion leadstosuperexchange(SE)
interactions1 between localdegreesoffreedom .Itisfre-
quently notrealized,however,thatthe sam e charge ex-
citationsare responsible in M ottinsulatorsforthe low-
energy opticalabsorption.Therefore,theintensity ofthe
opticalabsorption and the SE energy are intim ately re-
lated to each othervia thewellknown opticalsum rule,2

which links the integrated opticalconductivity and the
kineticenergy.In M ottinsulatorsthelatterisduetovir-
tualexchangeprocessesand hencethetherm alevolution
ofspectralweightsand SE energy arerelated.3

A qualitatively new situation is encountered in M ott
insulators with partly �lled d orbitals. Because ofor-
bitaldegeneracy,virtualchargeexcitationsthatareseen
in optics reect the rich m ultiplet structure ofa tran-
sition m etal ion determ ined by Hund’s exchange cou-
pling JH ,and orbitaldegreesoffreedom contributethen
to the SE.4 W hen spin and orbitalcorrelations change
the individualcom ponents of the opticalm ultiplet re-
ect characteristic spectralweight transfer. M oreover,
the cubic sym m etry is spontaneously broken by orbital
and spin order,and thus one expects anisotropic opti-

calabsorption. Indeed,pronounced anisotropy was re-
ported forLaM nO 3,5 both forthe A-type antiferrom ag-
netic(AF)phase6 and fortheorbitalorderedphaseabove
the N�eeltem perature TN . Recently,the anisotropy in
optical absorption and its strong tem perature depen-
dence near the m agnetic transitions were found for cu-
bic vanadates.7 This latter exam ple is even m ore puz-

zling as the m agnetic properties are anom alous,8 and
neutron scattering experim ents9 have revealed nontriv-
ialquasione-dim ensional(1D) correlations ofspin and
orbitaldegreesoffreedom thataresurprising forcrystals
with nearly cubic sym m etry. Indeed,a theory ofspin
and orbitalstatesin cubicvanadatespredicted quasi1D
spin-orbitalcorrelations due to a spontaneous breaking
ofthe cubic sym m etry in the SE m odel.10

Itisouraim tooutlineauni�ed picturethatlinksopti-
caland m agneticpropertiesatorbitaldegeneracy.Start-
ingfrom thelow-energyspin-orbitalm odelwederivepar-
tialsum rules for the di�erent excited states. Thereby
weprovidea rigoroustheoreticalbasisfortheanalysisof
opticalspectralweights and show how the evolution of
m agneticcoherencem anifestsitselfin opticsasintensity
transfer between di�erent excitations (upper Hubbard
bands).Thisexplainstheorigin ofdram aticvariation of
the opticalabsorption and its anisotropy with tem per-
ature T in m anganites,5 vanadates,7 and ruthenates,11

where at low T the high-spin band carries m ost spec-
tralweight for the directions with ferrom agnetic (FM )
spin correlations. W e illustrate this idea forthe case of
C -type AF (C -AF) phase6 ofcubic vanadates with de-
generate t2g orbitals. W e show thatthe predicted quasi
1D spin-orbitalcorrelations,10 realized in C -AF phase
ofLaVO 3,are reected in the T-dependence ofoptical
weightsderived from the SE m odel.

The paperisorganized asfollows. Firstwe presenta
genericstructureoftheSE interactionsin a M ottinsula-
torwith orbitaldegreesoffreedom in Sec.II,and relate
them to theintensitiesin opticalabsorption.O n theex-
am ple ofthe SE interactionsencountered in LaVO 3,we
analyzenextspin,orbital,and jointspin-and-orbitalcor-
relationswhich determ ine the opticalintensities.In this
way,wearriveata setofself-consistentequationswhich
are solved in Sec. III,where we present the num erical

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403459v2
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resultsforthe opticalsum rulesforindividualhigh-spin
and low-spin excitations,aswellasforthe spin and or-
bitalSE interactions.Theseresultsand theircom parison
with experim entarediscussed in Sec.IV,wherewe also
givea sum m ary and m oregeneralconclusions.

II. T H EO R Y

TheSE interaction in a cubicM ottinsulatorwith ions
having orbitaldegreesoffreedom hasa genericform ,

H J = H s + H � + H s� =
X

n

X

hijik

H
()
n (ij); (1)

and consists ofseparate spin (H s) and orbital(H �) in-
teractions,and ofa dynam icalcoupling between them
(H s�). Thiscom plex form ofH J,given by Eq. (1),fol-

lowsfrom the term sH ()
n (ij)foreach bond hijialong a

given cubic axis  = a;b;c,arising from the transitions
tovariousupperHubbard bandslabelled by n.Theopti-
calintensity ofeach band n,forthe photon polarization
along a cubic axis,isdeterm ined by the respectiveSE
energy:

a0�h
2

e2

Z
1

0

�
()
n (!)d! = �

�

2
K

()
n = � �

D

H
()
n (ij)

E

: (2)

Here,a0 isthedistancebetween m agneticions(thetight-

binding m odelisim plied),and



H
()
n (ij)

�

is the SE in-
teraction fora bond hijialong axis.The�rstequality
in Eq. (2)followsfrom the opticalsum rule fora given

transition n,and relates the kinetic energy K
()
n to the

opticalconductivity �()n (!)forthisband,whilethesec-
ond equality relatesthe associated kinetic energy to the
SE energy via the Hellm an-Feynm an theorem .2

Experim entaldata is often presented in term s ofan
e�ective carrier num ber [see,e.g.,Eq. (2) ofRef. 7],

N
()

e�;n
= (2m 0v0=�e

2)
R
1

0
�
()
n (!)d!,wherem 0 isthefree

electron m ass,and v0 = a30 is the volum e per m agnetic
ion.Thisgivesan opticalsum rule asfollows:

N
()

e�;n
= �

m 0a
2
0

�h2
K

()
n = �

m 0a
2
0

�h2

D

2H ()
n (ij)

E

: (3)

Each leveln ofthe m ultiplet representsan upper Hub-
bard band with itsown spin and orbitalquantum num -
bers.Thekey pointisthatwhile fullkinetic energy and
corresponding totalintensity m ay show only m odestT-
dependenceand alm ostnoanisotropy,thebehaviorofthe
individualtransitionsism uch richer,and directly reects
theground statecorrelationsvia thespin and orbitalse-
lection rules.
Hund’s exchange separates the lowest (high-spin) ex-

citation from the next (low-spin) one by: � 5JH
in m anganites,12 3JH in vanadates,10 and 2JH in
titanates.13 W hen thehigh-spin excitation,broadened by
itspropagation in crystaland by m any-body e�ects,has

a sm aller linewidth than the above m ultiplet splitting,
it m ay show up in opticalspectroscopy as a separate
band. This is in fact nearly satis�ed for typicalvalues
ofJH � 0:6� 0:7eV and hoppingst� 0:4 eV (� 0:2 eV)
foreg (t2g)orbitals.14 Higherbandsoverlap and m ix up
with d� p transitions,though.
In a particularcaseofvanadates,onehasthreeoptical

bands n = 1;2;3 arising from the transitions to: (i) a
high-spin state4A 2 atenergyU � 3JH ,(ii)twodegenerate
low-spin states 2T1 and 2E atU ,and (iii) 2T2 low-spin
state at U + 2JH .10 Using � = JH =U we param etrize
this m ultiplet structure by: R = 1=(1 � 3�) and r =
1=(1+ 2�). In LaVO 3 xy orbitalsare singly occupied,8

and one obtains a high-spin contribution H
(c)

1
(ij) for a

bond hijialong caxis:

H
(c)

1 = �
1

3
JR

�

~Si�~Sj + 2
��

1

4
� ~�i� ~�j

�

; (4)

while fora bond in an (a;b)plane:

H
(ab)

1 = �
1

6
JR

�

~Si�~Sj + 2
��

1

4
� �zi�

z
j

�

: (5)

In Eq. (4) pseudospin operators~�i describe low-energy
dynam icsof(initially degenerate)xz and yz orbitaldou-

bletatsitei;thisdynam icsisquenchedin H (ab)

1 (5).Here
1

3
(~Si�~Sj + 2)isthe projection operatoron thehigh-spin

state for S = 1 spins. The term s H (c)
n (ij) for low-spin

excitations (n = 2;3)contain instead the spin operator
(1� ~Si�~Sj)(which guaranteesthattheseterm svanish for

fully polarized spinson a considered bond,h~Si�~Sji= 1):

H
(c)

2 = �
1

12
J

�

1� ~Si�~Sj

��
7

4
� �zi�

z
j � �xi �

x
j + 5�yi�

y

j

�

;

H
(c)

3 = �
1

4
Jr

�

1� ~Si�~Sj

��
1

4
+ �zi�

z
j + �xi �

x
j � �

y

i�
y

j

�

;

(6)

whileagain theterm sH (ab)
n (ij)di�erfrom H

(c)
n (ij)only

by orbitaloperators:

H
(ab)

2 = �
1

8
J

�

1� ~Si�~Sj

��
19

12
� 1

2
�zi �

1

2
�zj �

1

3
�zi�

z
j

�

;

H
(ab)

3 = �
1

8
Jr

�

1� ~Si�~Sj

��
5

4
� 1

2
�zi �

1

2
�zj + �zi�

z
j

�

;

(7)

whereupper(lower)sign correspondsto a(b)-axisbonds.
Firstwepresenta m ean-�eld (M F)approxim ation for

the spin and orbitalbond correlations which are deter-
m ined self-consistently afterdecoupling them from each
otherin H J (1).Spin interactions,

H s = J
s
ab

X

hijiab

~Si�~Sj � J
s
c

X

hijic

~Si�~Sj; (8)

depend on exchangeconstants:

J
s
c =

1

2
J

h

�R � (R � �R � �r)(1
4
+ h~�i� ~�ji)� 2�rh�y

i
�
y

j
i

i

;

J
s
ab =

1

4
J

h

1� �R � �r+ (R � �R � �r)(1
4
+ h�zi�

z
ji)

i

; (9)
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determ ined by orbitalcorrelations.In the orbitalsector
one�nds

H � =
X

hijic

�

J
�
c~�i� ~�j � J(1� sc)�r�

y

i �
y

j

�

+ J
�
ab

X

hijiab

�
z
i�

z
j;

(10)
with:

J
�
c =

1

2
J

h

(1+ sc)R + (1� sc)�(R + r)
i

;

J
�
ab =

1

4
J

h

(1� sab)R + (1+ sab)�(R + r)
i

; (11)

depending on spin correlations:sc = h~Si�~Sjic and sab =

� h~Si �~Sjiab. In a classicalC -AF state (sc = sab = 1),
thisM F procedurebecom esexact,and the orbitalprob-
lem m apsto Heisenberg pseudospin chainsalong c axis,
weakly coupled (as�� 1)along a and bbonds,

H
(0)
� = JR

hX

hijic

~�i� ~�j +
1

2
�

�

1+
r

R

� X

hijiab

�
z
i�

z
j

i

; (12)

releasinglargezero-pointenergy.Thus,spin C -AF order
and quasi1D quantum orbitaluctuationssupporteach
other.10

In addition to spin-orbitalSE H J (1),orbitally degen-
erate system s experience the Jahn-Teller (JT) interac-
tions | coupling oforbitals to lattice distortions m ay
lead to a structuraltransition,lifting orbitaldegeneracy
by the term ,

H V = Vab

X

hijiab

�
z
i�

z
j � Vc

X

hijic

�
z
i�

z
j; (13)

in the present vanadate m odel.10 Interactions Vab > 0
originate from the coupling ofnearest-neighbor t2g or-
bitals in (a;b)planes to the bond stretching oxygen vi-
brationsincorner-sharedperovskitestructure.Theygen-
erate antidistortive oxygen displacem entsand staggered
orbitalorder(supporting SE),whereasthe Vc > 0 term
due to the G dFeO 3-type distortion15 favorsferro-orbital
alignm entalong caxis,and thuscom peteswith SE.
The com plete m odelH = H J + H V representsa non-

trivialm any-body problem .Interactionsarehighly frus-
trated,leading to strong com petition between di�erent
spin and orbitalstates. W e leave this com plex problem
forafuturestudy,and presentheretheconceptually sim -
plercaseofLaVO 3 with C -AF order.In thisphasespins
areFM along the c axisatlow T,and orbitalsuctuate
on their own. This justi�es a posteriori a perturbative
treatm entofjointspin-orbitalcorrelationsand allowsone
to determ ine them in a sim ple analyticalway.
W ebegin with theorbitalHam iltonian H � + H V [Eqs.

(10) and (13)]which has the form ofan X Y Z m odel.
Asinterchain couplingsare weak and of�zi�

z
j form ,the

problem is best handled by em ploying Jordan-W igner
ferm ion representation.16 Afterdecoupling �zi�

z
j term sin

ferm ionic density and bond-order term s,one �nds that

the staggered orbitalorderparam eter� = jh�ziij,the or-
bitalordering tem perature T�,and the tem perature de-

pendence oforbitalcorrelations: h�
x(y)

i �
x(y)

j ic = � 1

2
�,

h�zi�
z
jic = � �2 � �2,h�zi�

z
jiab = � �2,do follow from two

self-consistentequations:

� =
X

k

�
h�

2"k

�

tanh
�
"k

2T

�

; (14)

� =
X

k

� ~Jc
2"k

�

cos2k tanh
�
"k

2T

�

; (15)

where "k = [~J2c cos
2k + (h�)2]1=2 is the 1D orbiton dis-

persion, ~Jc = J�c + 2�(J �
c � Vc),and h� = 2�(J�c + 2J�ab+

2Vab � Vc)isthe e�ective �eld.W e setkB = 1.
The short-range spin correlations s determ ine J�

(11) and are �nite also above TN . W e derived them
by solving exactly a single bond hiji within the m ean-
�eld / hSzi,17 originating from neighboring spins. This
is the sim plest cluster m ean-�eld theory known in the
theory of m agnetism as O guchi m ethod.18 For a FM
bond along c axis one �nds even an analytic solution:
sc= (Z0� Z1� 2Z2)=Z,whereZ0= 1+ 2coshx+ 2cosh2x,
Z1 = (1 + 2coshx)exp(� 2Jsc=T), Z2 = exp(� 3Jsc=T),
with Z = Z0+ Z1+ Z2,x = hs=T,hs = (Jsc + 4Js

ab
)hSzi.

Thesab correlationfunction foran AF bond can befound
num erically.
Now weturn tothedynam icalcouplingbetweenorbital

and spin sectors,denoted asH s� term in Eq.(1).In the
present case of C -AF ground state it contains m ainly
contributionsdueto caxisbonds,and readsasfollows:

H s� ’ K
X

hijic

�(~Si�~Sj)�(~�i� ~�j): (16)

Here,K = 1

2
J(R � �R � �r) and �(A) = A � hAi im -

pliesthe uctuating partofan operator,which goesbe-
yond the M F decoupling.Treating H s� within the high-
tem peratureexpansion,wefound thatthejointspin-and-
orbitalcorrelations,fij = h�(~Si�~Sj)�(~�i� ~�j)i,are given
asfollows:

fij = �
3K

16T

�

h(~Si�~Sj)
2i� h~Si�~Sji

2

�

; (17)

with h(~Si�~Sj)2i= 1+ 3Z2=Z in the presentO guchiap-
proxim ation.Thishigh-tem peratureexpansion forfij is
valid when spin uctuations are weak as in the C -AF
phase,and one �ndsthatthe jointcorrelationsfij van-
ish at T ! 0 when fully polarized spins decouple from
the orbitalsector.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Taking the SE energy scale J � 40 m eV,9 we set
TN = 0:4J,while � ’ 0:12 followsfrom spectroscopy.14

Itisquitenaturalin t2g system sthatorderand disorder
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FIG .1: (color online) (a) K inetic energy K
(c)

1
for the high-

spin excitations within classicaland quantum m odels. Solid

(dashed) line with (without) joint spin-orbitaluctuations.

(b)Intersite correlationsalong c axis:spin sc = h~Si�~Sjic,or-

bitalh~�i � ~�jic,and spin-orbitalfij. O rbitalorder param eter

� isalso shown. D otted line (�lled circles)for� fij obtained

from high-tem perature expansion (17)(by exactdiagonaliza-

tion).Param eters:�= 0:12,Vc = 0:9J,Vab = 0:2J.

in the spin and orbitalsectors support each other,10,19

and indeed T� ’ TN in LaVO 3.7 W hile the m icroscopic
reasonsofthisbehavioraresubtle,wecontrolT� by tun-
ing lattice m ediated couplings V | we found that the
orbitaltransition occurs near TN for: Vc = 0:9J and
Vab = 0:2J. Then the energy ofthe C -AF phase isstill
lowerthan thatoftheG -AF phase,buta slightincrease
ofV (by a factor1.3)due to a strongertilting ofVO 6

octahedra givesthe G -AF phase,observed in YVO 3.8

Following Eqs. (9),(11),(14),(15),and (17),we cal-
culated orbital,spin,and jointspin-and-orbitalcorrela-
tions,and next used them to determ ine the kinetic en-
ergies K ()

n (2) due to each Hubbard subband. For in-
stance,

� K
(c)

1 =2J =
1

3
R

hD

~Si�~Sj+ 2
ED

1

4
� ~�i� ~�j

E

� fij

i

: (18)

Q uantum e�ectsbeyond the M F theory are particularly

pronounced in � K
(c)

1 [see Fig. 1(a)]. In the classical

approach � K
(c)

1 (18) increases with decreasing T only
ifT < TN (when both � > 0 and hSzi > 0). This is
qualitatively di�erent in the quantum m odelwhen the
orbitals uctuate,the orbitalorder param eter � is not
m orethan half ofitsclassicalvalue,and thespin correla-
tionssc are�niteaboveTN and decay slowly forT > TN

0

0.1
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N
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−
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b
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n=2

n=3
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n=1

FIG .2: (color online) K inetic energy K
()
n (solid lines) and

totalK
()

(dashed lines) in units of2J for: (a) c axis and

(b) ab-plane polarization. Param eters as in Fig. 1. Filled

squares in panel(a) represent the e�ective carrier num ber

N
(c)

e�
in LaVO 3 which includesthe sum ofthe peaks1 and 2

below 3 eV in Fig.3 ofRef.7.Theexperim entaldata follows

wellthecalculated intensity ofthehigh-spin transition,n = 1.

[Fig. 1(b)]. In this case � K
(c)

1 is enhanced at T = 0
by the orbitaluctuationsh~�i� ~�jic ’ � 0:43,being close
to those found fora 1D AF spin 1=2 chain. K inetic en-
ergy gain [Eq. (18)]gradually decreaseswith increasing
T,and is reduced by halfat T � 2TN from its value
atT = 0 [Fig. 1(a)]. W e also note thatjointspin-and-
orbitaluctuationsfij develop at�niteT and contribute
signi�cantly atT > TN .20 An opposite behavioroccurs
in the lim itoflarge JT orbitalsplitting thatfreezesout
orbitaluctuations19 | then the tem perature variation
and the anisotropy ofopticalabsorption are quenched,
and h~�i� ~�ji approachesitsclassicallim it(� 0:25)in all
directions.

The opticalintensities N ()

e�;n
/ K

()
n (3) exhibit pro-

nounced anisotropy between cand abpolarizations(Fig.
2), particularly those ofhigh-spin transitions (n = 1)
atlow energy U � 3JH .Theselow-energy intensitiesbe-
haveherein oppositewayforcand abpolarizationswhen
tem perature increases and the spectralweight is trans-
ferred between the high-spin and low-spin bands. The
totalintensitieshavea m uch weakertem peraturedepen-
dence than individualcontributions. The theory repro-
ducesquite wellthe observed7 variation ofN (c)

e�
with T

[Fig. 2(a)]. W e recallthat the tem perature variation

ofthe kinetic energy K
(c)

1 and N
(c)

e�
is due to evolution

ofboth spin and orbitalcorrelations;spin-only ordering
with frozen orbitals cannot explain a factor oftwo en-
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FIG .3: (color online) Exchange constants as functions ofT

along c (a=b) axis: (a) orbitalJ
�
 (11),and (b) spin J

s
 (9).

Param eters:�= 0:12,Vc = 0:9J,Vab = 0:2J.

hancem ent ofN (c)

e�
in a range ofT < 2TN . Therefore,

the opticaldata ofRef. 7 indicate that the JT orbital
splitting in LaVO 3 cannotbe large.21

The m icroscopic reasons ofanisotropy in the optical
absorption are revealed by studying the e�ective ex-
change constants,given by Eqs. (9) and (11). W hile
the spin sectorisalways3D,the orbitalone showsa di-
m ensionalcrossover from 3D to quasi1D correlations
when the C -AF orderdevelops[Fig. 3(a)]. The orbital
singletcorrelationsalongthecaxisenhancestrongly FM
Jsc atlow T. Unlike in pure spin system s,the exchange
interactions Js are tem perature dependent [Fig. 3(b)],
and Jsc decreases fast with decreasing intersite orbital
correlations [Fig. 1(b)]. O nly at T � TN it is m uch
weakerthan theAF one,in agreem entwith conventional
G oodenough-K anam orirules.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

The basicexperim ental�ndingsin the opticalspectra
ofLaVO 3,7 such as:(i)pronounced tem perature depen-
dence of c axis intensity (changing by a factor oftwo
below 300 K ),(ii) large anisotropy between the optical
spectralweights along c and a=b axis (both below and
above TN ),are qualitatively reproduced by our theory
(seeFig.2).22 Thisstronglysupportsthepictureofquan-
tum orbitalchainsin the C -AF phaseofvanadates.
The spectralshape ofopticalabsorption in LaVO 3 is

highly intriguing, developing sharp coherent peak be-
low 3 eV at T < TN .7 W hen its two-peak structure

is interpreted7 as following from the m ultiplet splitting
� 3JH , the value ofJH would be seriously underesti-
m ated,giving JH ’ 0:21 eV,which ism uch sm allerthat
the respective value (K anam oriparam eter) 0:68 eV in
thefreeion.14 Therefore,wesuggestthattheabsorption
below 3 eV is arising entirely from high-spin band cen-
tered at U � 3JH . The coherent peak em erging at low
tem peraturecould bethen interpreted asa bound state,
sim ilartowhatoccursin 1D system s.23 Thisisquitenat-
uralwhen spinsalong the c axisare fully polarized and
coherentorbitalchainsareform ed.
W hiletheprecisestructureoftheopticalband requires

further work,we m ay already obtain som e usefulinfor-
m ation. Taking the width of8tfor the opticalband,23

and �tting the position and width ofthe spectralden-
sity in Fig.2(a)ofRef. 7,one �ndsU � 3JH � 2:3 eV,
t� 0:2eV,and thusJR � 70m eV.Ashigherbandswith
n = 2;3 are not resolved in the experim ent,we cannot
�x JH directly from the m ultipletstructure,butconsid-
ering � = JH =U ’ 0:13 we reproduce basic energy scale
J ’ 42 m eV,being close to J � 40 m eV deduced from
neutron scattering data.9 In fact,we can also determ ine
J directly from the com parison ofthe theoreticalresult
� K

(c)

1 ’ 1:1(2J),and theobserved N (c)

e�
’ 0:21 atT = 0

[see Fig. 2(a)]. Using Eq. (3) with a0 = 3:91 �A,8 one
obtainsthen J ’ 48 m eV,a valuerem arkably consistent
with both above estim ates. Finally,we rem ark thatthe
presentinterpretation oftheexperim entaldata ofRef.7
gives(at� ’ 0:13)JH ’ 0:5 eV and U ’ 3:8 eV,which
aresom ewhatlowerthan theatom icvalues.14 Thisreduc-
tion m ay be attributed to covalency and/orm any-body
screening e�ectsin a solid.24

Sum m arizing,weproposed a new approach em ploying
partialopticalsum rules in M ottinsulatorswith orbital
degeneracy,which provides a theoreticalfram ework for
com m on understanding ofthe opticaland m agnetic ex-
perim ents,both determ ined by thesuperexchange.Con-
sidering the exam ple of LaVO 3 with C -AF order, we
have shown that pronounced tem perature dependence
and strong anisotropy ofthe opticalabsorption indeed
follow from quasi1D quantum spin-orbitalcorrelations,
being radically di�erentfrom the classicalexpectations.
A satisfactory agreem ent between the values of J ex-
tracted independently from the m agnetic and optical
data in LaVO 3 dem onstrates that superexchange inter-
actionsareindeed responsibleforthe distribution ofthe
opticalspectralweightin M ottinsulators.
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