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It is shown that m etam agnetic transition in m etals can occur via the form ation of electronic

nem atic order. W e consider a sim ple m odelwhere the spin-dependent Ferm isurface instability

gives rise to the form ation of an electronic nem atic phase upon increasing the applied Zeem an

m agnetic �eld. This leads to two consecutive m etam agnetic transitions thatseparate the nem atic

phasefrom thelow-�eld and high-�eld ’isotropic’m etallicphases.Possibleconnection to thephysics

ofthe bilayerRuthenate,Sr3Ru2O 7,isalso discussed.

PACS num bers:71.10.H f,75.10.-b,75.30.K z

Introduction; In term s of structural properties of

m atter, liquid crystals of m olecules have interm ediate

form sbetween the solid and liquid phases.Com m on ex-

am plesofthese ’soft’form sofm atterinclude the sm ec-

tic and nem atic phasesthathave spontaneously broken

unidirectionaltranslationaland rotationalsym m etries,

and broken rotationalsym m etry,respectively [1]. It is

m uch lessappreciated,however,thatstronglyinteracting

electron system s can give rise to electronic liquid crys-

talphaseswheretheelectronicstructureratherthan the

structuralproperties ofthe system is ’soft’[2]. For in-

stance,in two-dim ensionalelectron system s,the W igner

crystaland hom ogeneouselectron liquid phasesarise in

the sm alland high density lim its. O ne can ask whether

an interm ediateform ofelectronicstructurearisesin this

case. The discovery ofquantum Hallnem atic phase in

two-dim ensionalelectrongas(2DEG )in high Landaulev-

els[3]clearlyshowsthattheanswerisa� rm ative.In this

system ,the broken rotationalsym m etry ofthe nem atic

phase isdem onstrated in a seriesoftransportm easure-

m ents[3].

W hen electrons reside in the lattice,broken transla-

tionaland rotationalsym m etrieswould correspondtothe

broken pointgroup sym m etry ofthe underlying lattice.

Ithasbeen suggested thatsom eoftheseelectronicsm ec-

ticand nem aticphasesm ay play an im portantrolein the

physicsofstrongly correlated electron system s[2].W hile

onem ay try to understand thesephasesby following the

studiesofstructuralliquid crystals,nam ely introducing

topologicaldefectsin thesm ecticand nem aticphases,it

turnsoutthata di� erentapproach m ay be m ore useful

in thecaseofelectronicsystem s.Thisam ountsto study-

ing theFerm isurfaceinstability ofelectronsupon tuning

the interaction strength in a novelchanneland/orother

param etersofthe system [4,5].

An e� ective m odel in this spirit that incorporates

thetwo-body interaction between quadrupolardensity of

electronshasbeen proposed and analyzed [4,6,7,8,9].

Itwasshown that,in thelattice,thetransition tothene-

m aticphaseasa function ofchem icalpotentialisgener-

ically � rst-order[8,9]. Thisleads to abruptchangesin

various physicalproperties including the Ferm i-surface-

topology change from a closed to an open Ferm isurface

and Hallconstant[8,9]. O n the otherhand,there have

been severalstudiesofextended Hubbard m odelsthatre-

vealthe existence ofnem atic phasesin som e param eter

spaceofthem odels[5,10,11,12].Thedirectconnection

between two approaches is not known, but as willbe

m entioned later the e� ective quadrupolar m odelseem s

to beconsistentwith theconditionsunderwhich thene-

m aticphasesareseen in thestudiesofextended Hubbard

m odels.

In this paper, we consider itinerant m etam agnetism

arisingfrom theform ation ofanem aticphase.M etam ag-

netism in m etalsrefersto a jum p in m agnetization from

a low m agnetization state to a high m agnetization state

as an externalm agnetic � eld increases. The transition

is� rstorderand associated with a jum p in the relative

volum e ofthe spin-up and spin-down Ferm isurfaces.In

principle,this transition does nothave to involve spon-

taneousbreaking ofthe discrete rotationalsym m etry of

the lattice. Here we show thatm etam agnetic transition

in m etals can occur due to the form ation ofa nem atic

phase where only the spin-up (orspin-down)Ferm isur-

facespontaneouslybreaksthediscreterotationalsym m e-

try.

W e study a generalized e� ective Ham iltonian on the

square lattice with the quadrupolar-density interaction

including the spin degree offreedom . As the m agnetic

� eld increases,the Ferm isurface volum e ofthe spin-up

Ferm isurfaceincreasesand when thespin-up Ferm isur-

face gets close to the van-Hove singularity,the nem atic

distortion ofthespin-up Ferm isurfaceoccursvia a � rst-

ordertransition.Thisleadsto the abruptchange in the

spin-up Ferm i-surfacetopology from a closed to an open

Ferm isurfacewhilethespin-down Ferm isurfacechanges

continuously. As em phasized in Ref[9],this is an ex-

am plewheretheso-called Lifshitztransition [13]ofnon-

interacting system s,which involves a continuous quan-

tum transition between twostateswith topologically dis-

tinctFerm i-surface structureswithoutbreaking any lat-

tice sym m etry,isavoided in interacting system s.
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W hen the m agnetic � eld increases further, another

� rst-order transition occurs; the spin-up Ferm isurface

changes from an open to a closed Ferm isurface. The

discreterotationalsym m etry isnow restored in thehigh-

� eld phase. Itisshown thattwo consecutive � rst-order

transitions accom pany the jum ps in the m agnetization,

leading to two m etam agnetictransitions.Thetransition

turns into second order [9]at som e � nite tem perature

and thenem aticphaseisbounded aboveby second order

transition.Thisbehaviorisrem iniscentofthatsuggested

for the unusualphase near the m etam agnetic quantum

criticalend point ofSr3Ru2O 7 [14,15,19]and we will

discusspossibleapplication ofourm odeltothism aterial.

E�ective H am iltonian; The e� ective Ham iltonian

is based on sym m etry considerations such that the re-

sulting order param eter theory has the correct sym m e-

tries.In thecaseofclassicalliquid crystals,thedirections

paralleland anti-parallelto the rod-likem oleculedo not

m ake di� erence. As such,the nem atic orderparam eter

can be represented asa quadrupolar(second ordersym -

m etrictraceless)tensorbuiltfrom thespatialdirections.

In two-dim ensions,it changes sign under a rotation by

�=2 and is invariant under a rotation by �. In sim ilar

spirit,one can constructa quadrupolarorderparam eter

forelectronic system susing the m om entum operatorsof

electrons,i.e., Q̂ ij = p̂ip̂j �
1

2
p̂2�ij. The attractive in-

teraction between quadrupolardensitieswilllead to the

alignm entoranti-alignm entofelectronicm om enta (they

are equivalent just like the case ofclassicalliquid crys-

tals),nam ely the form ation ofthe nem atic order.

Thesim plestgeneralizationofthisideatotheelectrons

with spins on the square lattice leads to the following

e� ective Ham iltonian. W e also introduce the external

m agnetic � eld,Hext,so that the e� ective Ham iltonian

only hasthe Ising degreeoffreedom in the spin space.

H =
X

k;�= ";#

(�k � �)c
y

k�
ck� � h

X

k

(c
y

k"
ck" � c

y

k#
ck#)

+
X

q;�= ";#

F2(q)fTr[Q̂ �(q)Q̂ �(� q)]+ h:c:g ; (1)

whereh = �B H extand �B istheBohrm agneton.Here�k
isthesingleparticledispersion and � isthechem icalpo-

tential.O n the squarelattice,�k = � 2t(coskx + cosky).

Asdiscussed in Ref.[9],theinclusion ofthenext-nearest

hopping does not change the qualitative picture,so we

will not include this term for sim plicity. Q̂ (q) is the

lattice analog ofthe quadrupolardensity tensor[4]con-

structed from the m om entum operatorsand hasthe fol-

lowing form in the squarelattice.

Q̂ �(q)=
X

k

c
y

k+ q�

�
coskx � cosky sinkx sinky
sinkx sinky cosky � coskx

�

ck� :(2)

Here the interaction,F2(q),can be any arbitrary short-

ranged interaction such that F2(q) ! � F2 < 0 in the

q! 0 lim it.

Som e rem arks on this m odel are in order. In the

studies ofextended Hubbard m odels,it wasfound that

the nem atic order (or Pom eranchuk instability) arises

when there exist attractive (repulsive) interaction be-

tween electrons in the sam e (di� erent) patches via for-

ward scattering [5, 9]. This is consistent with our ef-

fective Ham iltonian where the form factor ofthe inter-

action,� F2(coskx � cosky)(cosk
0
x � cosk0y)providesan

attractive interaction between electrons from the sam e

region near(� �;0),and a repulsive interaction between

an electron near(� �;0)and anothernear(0;� �).Thus

itappearsthatoure� ectiveHam iltonian m ay berelated

to the low energy lim it ofextended Hubbard m odels in

som eparam eterregim e.

M ean Field T heory;It is su� cient to concentrate

on the q! 0 lim itofthe interaction by letting F2(q)!

� F2�q;0 with F2 > 0.In orderto obtain m ean � eld the-

ory,thequarticinteraction isdecoupled viathefollowing

orderparam eters.

� � = F2hQ̂
�
11(0)i; � 0

� = F2hQ̂
�
12(0)i: (3)

The e� ective single particle dispersion foreach spin de-

greeoffreedom now becom es

�
0
k� = � 2t(coskx+ cosky)+ � �(coskx� cosky)� �

0
� sinkx sinky :

(4)

W hen anon-zerosolution for� � and �
0
� exists,thespin-

� Ferm isurfacewillspontaneously break thediscretero-

tationalsym m etry ofthelattice.Itturnsoutthat� 0
� is

alwayszero in oursim plem odelso thatthedeform ation

ofthe Ferm isurface occursalong the sym m etric axesof

the underlying lattice. Thus we willset � 0
� = 0 from

now on.

The grand canonicalfree energy density in the m ean

� eld theory,F (�;h;�";� #)= F" + F#,isgiven by

F�(��;� �)=
1

F2

� 2
�

2
+ F

0

� (��;� �); (5)

where�" = � + h and �# = � � h.Here F 0
� is

F
0

�(��;� �)= � T

Z

d�� D (��)ln(1+ e
� (�� � �� )=T ); (6)

where D (��)isthe density ofstatesofthe renorm alized

singleparticledispersion relation foreach spin degreeof

freedom and hasthe following functionalform .

D (��)= N 0Re

8
<

:

1
q

1�
�
��
4t

�2
K

 

1�
� 2
� �

�
��
2

�2

(2t)2 �
�
��
2

�2

! 9
=

;
;

(7)

where K (x) is the elliptic integralofthe � rst kind and

N 0 = 1=(2�2t). Note the persistence ofthe logarithm ic

van Hovesingularitiesat(��=2)
2 = � 2

� thatarerem nants

ofthe van Hove singularity ofnon-interacting system s.
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Thisleadsto non-analyticbehaviorofthefreeenergy at

(�"=2)
2 = � 2

" or(�#=2)
2 = � 2

#.

As the externalm agnetic � eld increases,�" (�#) in-

creases (decreases) and when the spin-up Ferm i sur-

face gets close to the � rst Brillouin zone boundary,the

non-analytic behavior ofF" near the van Hove � lling,

(�"=2)
2 = � 2

",leads to the � rst order transition to the

nem atic phase orthe abruptdeform ation ofthe spin-up

Ferm isurface. Here the spin-down Ferm isurface is far

away from the van Hove � lling so that the spin-down

Ferm isurfaceonly changesgradually.

N em atic O rder and M agnetization;At the zero

tem perature,the free energy,F = F" + F# can be fur-

thersim pli� ed when ��;��=2< 2tand F� foreach spin

degreeoffreedom hasthe following form [9].

F� =

�
1

F2
+ 2N 0

�
� 2
�

2

+ N 0

�

� � +
��

2

�2
ln

�
�
�
�

� � +
��

2

4

�
�
�
�+ (�� ! � ��)(8)

where allenergy scales are in units of2t for sim plicity

and � �-independentterm saredropped.

The free energy is investigated as a function of the

applied m agnetic � eld,h,fora given chem icalpotential

�.W estartwith aclosed Ferm isurface.Asthem agnetic

� eld,h,increases,thespin-up (spin-down)Ferm isurface

volum e increases(decreases). Forsm allm agnetic � elds,

thereisno spontaneousbreakingofthelatticesym m etry

in the Ferm isurfaces. W hen h reaches the value that

m akes the spin-up Ferm isurface gets close to the van

Hove singularity, the nem atic order param eter for the

spin-up electronsjum ps to a � nite value,�" 6= 0. This

representsa� rstordertransitionfrom aclosed toanopen

spin-up Ferm isurface. As h further increases,another

� rstordertransition occurssuch that�" abruptly jum ps

down to zero and the lattice sym m etry is restored. To

sum m arize,a nem aticphaseexistsin h1 < h < h2 and is

bounded by two � rstordertransitionsfrom (to)the low

(high)� eld ’isotropic’phases.

The behaviorofthe nem atic orderparam eter for the

spin-up Ferm i surface as a function of h is shown in

Fig.1. Here we choose �=(2t)= � 0:16 and F2N 0 = 0:1.

Notice the order param eter jum ps to a � nite value at

h1 = 0:0428 and jum psdown to zero ath2 = 0:277.The

behaviorofthe m agnetization,M = �B
P

k
(hc

y

k"
ck"i�

hc
y

k#
ck#i), as a function of m agnetic � eld is shown in

Fig.2. Note thatthe m agnetization jum psup ath1 and

h2.Thusthereexisttwoconsecutivem etam agnetictran-

sitions.ThecorrespondingFerm isurfacesin threedi� er-

entregionsare shown in the insetin Fig.2.In principle,

thenem aticphasein h1 < h < h2 willexhibitanisotropic

transportproperties.In realsystem s,however,therewill

be dom ains with two possible orientations ofthe open

Ferm isurfaceforspin-up electrons.

Possible A pplications to Experim ents; M etam -
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FIG .1: The nem atic order param eter,� ",as a function of

Zeem an m agnetic �eld,h,for F2N 0 = 0:1 and � = � 0:16 in
unitof2tatT = 0
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FIG .2:Them agnetization,M ,asa function ofZeem an m ag-

netic�eld forF2N 0 = 0:1 and � = � 0:16.Two sharp m etam -
agnetic transitions are due to the phase transitions between

the’isotropic’,(a)and (c),phasesand thenem aticstate,(b).

Theinsetshowstheup-spin and down-spin Ferm isurfacesin

the nem atic and ’isotropic’phases. Note thatthe down-spin

Ferm isurfacevolum egradually decreasesastheZeem an m ag-

netic �eld increases,while the up-spin Ferm isurface changes

abruptly atthe nem atic-’isotropic’transitions.

agnetism occurs quite often in com plex m aterials, but

recentexperim entson the bilayerruthenate,Sr3Ru2O 7,

seem to provideratheruniqueopportunity to look atthe

interplay between quantum  uctuations and m etam ag-

netism [14,15].Early experim entson Sr3Ru2O 7 suggest

thatthe m etam agnetic criticalend-pointcan be pushed

down to zero tem perature by changing the direction of

them agnetic� eld [14,15].In thiscase,oneexpectsthat

the  uctuationsnearthe criticalend pointisinherently

quantum m echanical[16,17]. Indeed m any signatures

ofquantum criticalbehaviorare seen at� nite tem pera-
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tures near the putative m etam agnetic quantum critical

end point[14,15].

M orerecentexperim ents[18]on m uch cleanersam ples,

however,show that the system avoidsthe zero tem per-

ature quantum criticalend pointwhen the angle ofthe

m agnetic � eld getsvery close to the ’critical’value. In-

stead ofsustaining large quantum  uctuations,the sys-

tem undergoestwoconsecutive� rstordertransitionsand

the m agnetization jum ps ateach transition [18]. It has

been recently suggested [19]that a m agnetic � eld can

tunean itinerantsystem so thatthem ajority-spin Ferm i

surfaceliescloseto a van Hovepointwhich m ay lead to

a spin-dependent Pom eranchuk instability [20]which is

destroyed by furtherapplication ofthe m agnetic� eld.

Atthephenom enologicallevel,oursim plem odelgives

rise to a sim ilar behavior. In the experim ent, h1 and

h2 are quite close while our m ean � eld theory gives a

relatively wide region ofthe nem atic phase. However,

the window ofthe nem atic phase decreasesasthe value

ofF2N 0 decreases. This quantitative feature can also

changeifoneconsidersadi� erentbandstructureorintro-

ducing an explicitinteraction between spin-up and spin-

down electrons. O n the otherhand,we need an attrac-

tive quadrupolardensity interaction to get the nem atic

phase in a range ofm agnetic � elds while the origin of

thisinteraction in realsystem isnotclear.Thusitisnot

easy to m akea directconnection between ourm odeland

the experim entalresults on Sr3Ru2O 7. O ne can im ag-

ine,however,that when the m etam agnetic  uctuations

becom everylarge,theFerm isurfacesgetsoft[14]and the

dom inant term in the low energy e� ective Ham iltonian

m ightlook like whatwehavestudied.

Sum m ary and D iscussion;In this paper,we con-

sidera m agnetic-� eld-tuned transition atzero tem pera-

turebetween an ’isotropic’(up to thediscreterotational

sym m etry of the lattice) and a nem atic phase where

the spin-up (orspin-down)Ferm isurface spontaneously

breaks the rotationalsym m etry ofthe lattice. Such a

transition on thelatticeisgenerically � rstorderand nat-

urally givesriseto m etam agnetism with thejum p in the

m agnetization across the ’isotropic’-nem atic transition.

The� rstordertransition turnsintosecond orderatsom e

� nitetem peratureso thatthenem aticphaseisbounded

aboveby second ordertransition[9].

M ore speci� cally, we consider a sim ple m odel of a

quadrupolardensityinteraction between electronsin Zee-

m an m agnetic� eld.Asthe m agnetic � eld increases,the

Ferm isurface volum e of the spin-up (spin-down) elec-

tronsincreases(decreases).W hen thespin-up Ferm isur-

face getscloseto the van Hove � lling,a � rstordertran-

sition to a nem atic phase occurs. In the nem atic phase,

the spin-up Ferm isurface spontaneously breaks the ro-

tationalsym m etry ofthe lattice and becom es an open

Ferm isurface. As the m agnetic � eld increases further,

another� rstordertransition happens. In the high � eld

phase,the lattice sym m etry isrestored and the spin-up

Ferm isurface becom es closed again. It is shown that

the m agnetization jum psateach transition between ne-

m atic and isotropic phase. Note that,in this case,the

occurrenceofthenem aticorderisthesourceofthem eta-

m agnetism .

In order to obtain these results,we assum ed an at-

tractiveinteraction between thequadrupolardensitiesof

electrons. How this interaction can be generated in a

m orem icroscopicm odelisan interesting question and a

subjectoffuture study.
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