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W e Investigate ground-state properties of a one-din ensional S = 1 spin-orbitalm odelw ith or
w ithout uniaxial single—ion anisotropy. By m eans of the density m atrix renom alization group
m ethod, we com pute the ground-state energy, the m agnetization curves and the correlation
functions. W e discuss how the ground-state properties depend on the two exchange couplings
for orbitaland spin sectors. T he phase diagram obtained is com pared w ith that for the S = 1=2
m odel. W e also address the e ect of uniaxial single—ion anisotropy.
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x1. Introduction

The Interplay of spin and orbital degrees of freedom
has provided a variety of interesting phenom ena in cor-
related electron system s. To understand the role played
by spin and orbial uctuations, several di erent spin—
orbital m odels have been studied extensively. A s the
sin plest exam ple am ong others, the one-din ensional
(1D ) spin-orbial model wih SU (4) symm etry, which
describes a spin-1/2 system w,ith, tyw o-1d orbitaldegen-
eracy, has been investigated & B, A slightly extended
m odel, thﬁ .’LD soin-orbital model with SU (2) SU (2)
sym m etry,? 8,829 has also been studied and the ground-—
state phase diagram hasbeen established, which consists
of a variety of phases including gapfiil/gapless spin and
orbital phases, etc.

Som e transition m etal oxides such asm anganetes and
vanadates, for which the Hund coupling plays an im —
portant role, have higher spins w ith degenerate orbitals.
This naturally m otivates us to extend the above spin—
orbital m odel to a m odel possessing higher spins. A
speci ¢ generalization of the model to the S = 1 case
hasbeen proposed [y vangdgtes, such asY VO 3, and In—
vestigated in detail®tiadndad) particular, the com -
petition of the orbitalvalencebond (OVB) solid phase
and spin-ferrom agnetic phase has been clari ed, In ac-
cordance with som e experim ental ndings In the low-
tem perature quasilD phase of YVO 3. The realization
ofthe O VB phasg hasbeen suggested In neutron di rac—
tion experin entst?

M otivated by the above hot topics, we study an
SU (2) SU (2) extension ofthe S = 1 spjn—oﬂ)jralrlq odel
in 1D . In contrast to them odelproposed HrY VO 3,2 our
ain is to capture generic features inherent In the S = 1
spin-orbital m odgl, whidy is to be compared w ith the
S = 1=2 m odelP @ @88 M | e also take into account
the e ects of sihgle—ion anisotropy, which m ay play an
In portant role for S = 1 system s. W e exploit the density
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m atrix renom alization group OM RG) method®? and
Investigate quantum phase transitions. By calculating
the ground state energy and the spin/orbital correlation
fiinctions for a given strength of sihgle-ion anisotropy, we
obtain the phase diagram in the plane of two exchange—
coupling constants for spin and oroital sectors.

T his paper is organized as follow s. A fter a brief ex—
planation of the m odel In the next section, we present
the DM RG results in x 3 for the ground-state energy,
the spin/orbital m agnetization curves and the correla—
tion functions, from which we detem ine the phase dia—
gram . In x 4, we address the e ects ofuniaxial single-ion
anisotropy. A brief summ ary is given in x 5.

x2. M odel

W e consideran S = 1 extension ofthe 1D spin-orbital
m odel w ith uniaxial single-ion anisotropy D , which is
characterized by two coupling constants A and B re—

lated to the spin and orbital degrees of freedom . The
Ham iltonian reads
X B
H=J3 (Si S1+A) T; Tyt —
X 2
+D SH @)

where S; isan S = 1 spin operatorat the i~th siteand T ;
isa T = 1=2 pseudo-goin operator acting on the doubly—
degenerate orbital degrees of freedom . J controls the
m agniude ofthe exchange couplings, w hich w illbe taken
as the energy unit in the follow ing discussions. The D —
temm representsuniaxial single-ion anisotropy, which has
been discussed In detail so far in the H aldane soin chain
system s.

At a specialpoint @ = = 1land D = 0), the sym —
m etry isenhanced to SU 2) SU 2). It isknown that the
ground state In this case isthe orbital liquid w.Ji;h, aanall
spin gap, which is called the O VB solid state & 1gpatng,e3
A ctually, the spec:a,l,m pdel studied by K halullin et al
Br cubic vanadate® 141213 clides the above special
case, at which ourm odel coincides w ith theirs.
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Them odel (1) is regarded as a naturalextension ofthe
1D S =5 I;L=,2I,Iqajnl:oﬂojtalm odelw ith SU 2) SU 2) sym —
m etry &880 BHr which the D +tem is absent, and
A ! A=4 forthe spin (S = 1=2) part. T he com parison
of these two m odels m ay allow us to clarify the role of
soin  uctuations on the spin-orbitalm odel.

x3. G round State P ropertiesw ithout A nisotropy

In this section, we Investigate the ground-state prop—
erties of the Ham iltonian (1) wih D = 0, and deter—
m ne the zero-tem perature phase diagram . W e st no—
tice that the soin- (orbitaly) ferrom agnetic state should
be the ground state forB ! 1 @ 1 ). Therefore,
when we calculate the ground-state energy of the spin—

(orbital) ferrom agnetic state, wecan x hS;  $1i= 1
fr; Tiqii= 1=4).
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Fig. 1. The energy per site as a function of the exchange param —

eter B for A = D = 0; the ground-state energy obtained by
the DM RG is shown by triangles. W e also plot the energy com —
puted for the spin—-ferrom agnetic state (circles) and the orbital-
ferrom agnetic state (squares). W e clearly see two cusp struc—
tures, indicating rst-order phase transitions. T he interm ediate
region is identi ed as the OV B solid state.

In Fig. 1, the energy ocbtained by theDM RG isshown
as a function of B wih keegping A = 0 xed. We
nd two rst-order transition points; B .1 ’ 0:09 and
B/ 04l.Asclkarly seen iIn Fig. 1, the system favors
the spin—ferrom agnetic state for snallB K B.p), but
stabilizes the OVB sold state? for the interm ediate re—
gion B¢ < B < Bg).ForlargeB (> B), the ground
state is In the orbitalferrom agnetic phase.

By repeating sim ilar estin ations of the critical points
for other choices of A, we determ Ine the ground-state
phase diagram for D = 0 in the A-B plane, which is
shown in Fig. 2. The phase diagram oonsists of four
phases; the OV B phase (1), the spin—ferrom agnetic phase
(I), the orbitalferrom agnetic phase (), and the spoin-—
ferro/orbitalHerrom agnetic phase (W ). W e can estin ate
the phase boundary exactly in several lim iting cases.
F irst, by dropping the spin (orbital) degrees of freedom
when the spin— (orbital) ferrom agnetic ground state is
stabilized, we Inm ediately nd that the phase bound-
aries of IV and IV are exactly given by A = 1 and
B = 1, regpectively. W e can also determ ine the ex-—
act asym ptotic behavior of the boundary. T he boundary
between the phases I and I approaches B = (1=2) 5

a 4jq J
ra ! 1 ,where 7% = bg2+ 1=4 0:443 is

the exact ground-state energy for the isotropic T = 1=2
Heisenberg chain 29 On the other hand, HrB ! 1,
the I-IT boundary approaches A = jél) j where 9(,1)

1:401484 is the ground-state energy for the S = 1
Haldane chain ¥ This asym ptotic analysis is consistent
w ith our phase diagram obtained here num erically.
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Fig. 2. Phase diagram ofthe 1D S = 1 spin-orbitalm odelin the

A -B plane w ithout uniaxial single—ion anisotropy. T he phase I
is the OV B phase (see text). In the phase I, the spin part is in
the fully polarized state while the orbital part fom s the gapless
antiferrom agnetic T = 1=2 H eisenberg chain. O n the otherhand,
in the phase I, the orbital sector is in the ferrom agnetic phase
w hile the spin sector is in the S = 1 H aldane phase. Both ofthe
spin and orbital parts are in the fully polarized ferrom agnetic
states in the phase ¥ . A llthe transitions are of rst order.
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Fig. 3. Spin (upper panel) and orbital (lower panel) correlation
functions in the phase I along the A = B (= x) line In the OVB
phase. The site index i is even (odd) for open circles (solid
triangles). T he even-odd i-dependence re ects a dim er property
of the OVB phase. W ith increasing x, the dim erization gets
strong and the size of a gap becom es large.

A Ythough characteristic properties of the phases T,
IT and ¥ can be directly deduced from those of the

= 1=2;1 chains, there appear nontrivial properties due
to the Interplay of spinsand orbitals n the OVB phase I.
W e thus calculate the short—range spin and orbial cor-
relation functions by taking the lne A = B &
representative param eters in the OVB phase.

The results are shown in Fig. 3. As x increases, the
even-odd i-dependence of the correlation fiinctions gets

X) as
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Fig. 4. Spin (@) and orbital (o) m agnetization curvesatA = B =
1 (solid line) and 0.5 (dashed line). W e calculate the spin (or—
bital) m agnetization by setting ho = 0 (s = 0). N ote that both
ofthe spin and orbitalm agnetizations exhibit typicalbehavior of
gapfulsystem s, although the orbitalgap ism uch larger than the
spin gap. For higher elds, the spin and orbital m agnetizations
show the rst-order phase transition to the fully polarized state,
which is signaled by a discontinuous jJum p.

stronger both for spin and orbital sectors, In plying that
the system favorsthe dim erization. Atx = 1, the orbial
sector fom s nearly perfect din er singlets. ie. HI;
Tl 3=4 for even i, whilke it is alm ost zero for odd
i. On the other hand, two adpcent spins are alm ost
parallel for even i, ie. hS; S 11 1, while for odd
i, there are weak antiferrom agnetic correlations. These
properties clearly ,Characterize the din er-lke nature of
the OVB phaseft1%3 T is rem arkabk that even if x
decreases from unity, the orbital correlation T3  Ti.1
for odd i stays very small, indicating that the orbial
sector can be regarded as an assam bly of approxin ately
Independent dim ers irregpective of the values of x.

In order to observe the properties of the phase I in
m ore detail, we com pute the spin/orbitalm agnetization .
To this end, we add the follow ing term s to the H am ilto—
nin (1),

Hex = hg S{ he Tj_z; @)

where hg and h, are extermal elds conjugate to the
SoIn and orbial m agnetizations. The calculated m ag-
netization curves are shown in Fig. 4 for two typical
choices of the exchange couplings. Let us rst cbserve
the soin m agnetization orx = A = B = 1 shown in
Fig. 4 (a). Them agnetization hS?iis zero in snall elds,
In accordance with the existence of a soin gap in the
OVB phase. A fter the soin gap disappears at very low

elds, the m agnetization increases sm oothly, and jim ps
at the second critical point (€g. hg 0122 orx = 1),
driving the system to the spin—ferrom agnetic state via a

rst-order transition. Sim ilarly, the orbital m agnetiza—
tion shown In Fig. 4 () indicates that the OVB state
wih HT?i = 0 is favored In small els, and then the

orbital m agnetization hT?i develops gradually beyond
a critical eld corresponding to the orbital gap. The
system further undergoes a rst-order transition to the
orbitalHerrom agnetic state. C om paring the soin and or—
bitalgaps, we notige that the orbitalgap ismuch larger
than the spin gap2i? consistent with the results for
correlation fiinctions, where the orbital-din erization is
quite strong. In contrast to the low — eld behavior, both
soin and orbital degrees of freedom change their charac—
ters at the rst-order transition points. Note that the
resulting high- eld phase wih the fully spin (ordbial
polarized state is the sam e as the phase T (I0).

B

T

Fig. 5. Phase diagram ofthe S = 1=2 spin-orbitalm odel:E'E"Z"‘_’)
Phase I is a gapfulphase w ith doubly degenerate ground states
which form altemating spin and orbital singlets. In the phase I,
the spin degrees of freedom are in the fully polarized ferrom ag—
netic state w hile the orbitals are in the antiferrom agnetic ground
state and vice versa in the phase II. Both spin and orbital de—
grees of freedom are in the fully polarized ferrom agnetic states
in the phase ¥V . The phase V is a gapless phase including an
integrable SU (4) point @ = B = 1).

Before closing this section, we com pare the present
phase Iqinlagrlam with that for the S = 1=2 spin-orbital
model2 &™) which is sketched in Fig. 5. The cor-
responding spin-orbital Ham iltonian is given by (1) by
putting S = 1=2 and replacing A with A=4 for the
soin sector. O verall features are sim iar both In S =
1 and 1=2 models: the phases I, Il and V are re—
spectively characterized by the spin—ferro/orbitalsinglet
state, the spin-singlket/orbital-ferro state and the spin—
ferro/orbital-ferro state. T he phase I also exhibits sin —
ilar dim erlike properties in both cases. A rem arkable
di erence is the gapless phase V realized in the S = 1=2
m odel around the SU (4) point. This phase, which is
stabilized by enhanced quantum uctuations both in
soin and orbital degrees of freedom , disappears in the
S = 1 model. W e think that the phase V is inherent
in the S = 1=2 case, and a higherspin extension of the
SU (2) SU (2) modelm ay have a phase diagram sin ilar
to the present S = 1 case.

In contrast to the S = 1=2 model, the sihgl ion
anisotropy plays an In portant role forthe S = 1 m odel,
which m ay provide a rich phase diagram . T his problem
is addressed in the follow ing.
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x4, E ects 0ofUniaxial Single-Ton A nisotropy

41 D <O

Let us now consider the e ects of uniaxial sihgle-ion
anisotropy. W e start with the ground-state properties
for the case ofD < 0.

Recallthat in the phases Tand ¥V in Fig. 2, the soin
sector is in the fully-polarized state, so that the nature of
these phasesm ay not be altered upon the introduction of
D < 0, except that the direction of spin ordering is now

xed to the z-axis. On the other hand, the negative D
suppresses quantum uctuations in the spin-gap phases I
and II, resulting in the antiferrom agnetic soin orderw ih
Z, symm etry breaking. W e refer to the corresponding
new ordered phasesasthephase L, and I, , respectively.

N ote that di erent types of spin order should em erge
in thephases T, and I, . T he spin-antiferrom agnetic or-
der has the 4-site period (up-up-dow n-down alignm ent)
in thephase I, , and the 2-site period (up-dow n-up-dow n
alignm ent) In the phase 1L, , as schem atically shown in
Fig. 6. This di erence comes from the ground-state
properties w thout anisotropy. Namely, in the OVB
phase I, spins favor a ferrom agnetic con guration in a
orbitaldin er singlet and an antiferrom agnetic con gu-—
ration between ad-poent orbital sihglkts, so that the soin
sector isdescribed by an e ective ferro-antiferrom agnetic
bond-atemating chain. O n the other hand, In the phase
1L, , the soin sector form s the S = 1 Haldane state at
D = 0, so that i naturally lads to an ordinary antifer—
rom agnetic order upon the introduction ofD < 0.

Dol st ttid
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Fig. 6. Schem atic description of spin orders forthe phases I, and
I, . ThelabelS (T ) denotesthe spin (orbital) part, respectively.

The above tendency to spin ordering is indeed ob-—
served In the nearestneighbor correlation fiinctions
shown In Fig. 7 as a function ofD K 0). W e exploit
two typical values of A and B, which corresoond to the
param eters for the phases ITand I atD = 0. Even In
the presence ofD , both spin and orbital correlation fiinc—
tions show (do not show ) the even-odd i-dependence for
the param eters corresponding to the phase I, (I, ). It
should be also noticed that the orbital correlations are
alm ost independent ofD , as should be naively expected:
alm ost isolated orbitaldim er states are favored in the
phase L, , while the orbital sector is always In the fiilly
polarized state, HT ; Ty 1i= 1=4, In the phase I,

A sm entioned above, the spin-antiferrom agnetic order

e phase| (i=odd)
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o phasellll
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Fig. 7. Spin (upper and m iddle panels) and orbital (low er panel)
correlation functionsasa function ofD : A = B = 1 (solid circles
:1= odd and open circles : i= even) andA = 1,B = 1 (open
squares) .

w ith the 4 (2)-site perdiod should be stabilized beyond a
certain criticalvalie of P jin thephase I, (IL, ). There—
fore, spin uctuations are suppressed and thus the cor-
relation iS¥ § ;1! 1lwhikehs] §,i! OasPj
Increases. W e now determ ine the phase transition point
for ! I, . Note that the orbital sector always orders
ferrom agnetically, so that the Ham iltonian (1) for the
sein sector is reduced to

X X
Hor =J° (i1 S1+R)+D 6D 06

i i
with J%= J (1 + B)=4. In this case, the com petition of
the single-ion anisotropy D and the e ective exchange-
coupling J° results in the follow ing transition, w hich is in—
dependent ofA , A coprding to the results for the isotropic
S = 1 chamt ile ugﬂged the ground state is in the Hal
dane phase or 0:35J° D J% and in the Neel phase
orD < 0:353°% Therefore, the critical value is given
byD.= 0:175J InFig. 7, which separatesthe H aldane

phase and N eelphase for the spin sector.

Tt ism ore di cul to detem ine the boundary between
Tand I, only from ourdata forthe correlation functions
In Fig. 7, partially because the spin gap is very small
in the phase I.N evertheless, by taking into account that
the spin gap ismuch sn aller than the orbitalgap Fig.
4), we reasonably expect that the corresponding critical
value of D, which separates Tand I, In Fig. 7, may
be quite an all, say, lessthan 0:. The precise critical
value should be obtained by exploiting in proved num eri-
calm ethods, which we w ish to leave for the future study.

W e show the phase diagram in the A-B plane for
D < 0 In Fig. 8. Since the transition from the OVB
phase to the other phases is of st order, we deter—
m ne the corresponding boundary by com paring three—
types ofthe energy am ong the O VB solid state, the soin—
ferrom agnetic state and the orbitalferrom agnetic state.
A s m entioned above, the phase boundary between the
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phases Il and 1L, is given by

B.’ 114D 1; 4)

which is independent of A. For example, B, ’ 0:14
forD = 01, as shown in Fig. 8(@). In the case of
D = 10 In Fig. 8(), the phase I, dom nates the
phase I in the displayed region, because the boundary
between these two phasesisatB.’ 104 forD = 190.
N ote that the orbital sector orders ferrom agnetically for
allD in the phases II, I, and ¥ .A sm entioned above,
the spin state in the OVB phase I is sensitive to D , so
that the ordered phase L, dom nates the phase I both
forD = 0dand 1:0 in the region shown in Fig. 8

Fig. 8. @D = 0:1 and @)D =

Phase diagram s for D < O0:

1:0. The phases labeled as I, Il and ¥V are the sam e as in Fig.
2. Iy and II; are spin-ordered phases (see text). T he solid lines
except for the -, boundary represent rst-order transitions.

For reference, the phase boundary at D =
dashed lines.

0 is shown by the

42 D >0

Let us now move to the positive D case. W e start
w ith the phases Tl and ¥ , orwhich the phase transition
points are easily determ ined, since the orbital sector is
in the fully polarized state. In the phase III, the so-called
largeD phase is stabilized in the spin sector forD >
J°= JA+ B)=4;ie. Or 1< B < B, Bo= 1+
4D ), the largeD phase appears, w hile the H aldane phase
persists orB > B.. Ontheotherhand, n thephase ¥V,
the XY phase em erged®2%2%) in theregion 1 4D <
B < 1 in the presence ofthe D -tem .

Tt tums out that the boundary between the phases I
and T is quite sensitive to positive D , and exhibits som e-
what com plicated features. This is contrasted to the
robust rst-order transition between the phases Tand I,
which hardly changes its character as arasD is anall
To m ake the above point clear, we observe the behavior
of the correlation functions by choosing D = 001 with
two typicalvalues of A = 0 and 05. In Fig. 9 @), the
B dependence of the soin and orbial correlation func—
tions are shown or A = 0. For anall B, the ground
state is In the phase I, so that both soin and orbial
correlation finctions are spatially uniform w ithout the

even-odd i-dependence. W ih increasing B, a continu—
ous quantum phase transition occurs from the phase I
toIatB. 0:d, In contrast to the rst-order transi-
tion at D = 0, asseen In Fig. 9@). Beyond the critical
value B, the spin and orbial correlation fiinctions ex-—
hibit the even-odd i-dependence, re ecting din erproper-
tiesofthe O VB solid state. Unfortunately, we cannot g—
ure out w hether this continuous,tugnsgition isB erezinskii-
K osterlitz-T houless BK T ) type?3 2429 ornot only from
the results shown In Fig. 9, because an extrem ely large
system size is necessary to obtain the sensble results
In our spin-orbitalm odel with a tiny soin gap. Never-
theless, we can discuss som e characteristic properties of
each phase from the correlation functions. F irst, we note
that the spin sector in the phase I m ay ke changed to
the XY phase upon introduction ofD 242529 This can
be nferred from the soin correlation fiinctions shown in
Fig. 9, which indeed show the preference of the XY
phase: hS; S,, ;i 1 and bS?S%,i 0. This obser-
vation is also supported by the follow ing consideration.
Note st that the orbital correlation function is not af-
fected by D in the phase T, and takes the constant value
s Ti1i o7 chamacteristicofthe T = 1=2 orbital
chain, so that we can focus on the rem aining S = 1 spoin
part. A coqumling to the isotropic S = 1 ferrom agnetic
chain 242429 the rst-order phase transition from the
soin—ferrom agnetic phase to the XY phase occurs upon
Introducing D , which is consistent w ith our num erical
results for the correlation fiinctions.

e j=odd

o i=even
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Fig. 9. Spin (upper and m iddle panels) and orbital (lower panel)

correlation fiunctions for D = 0:01 as a function of B ((a)
A = 00, (b) A = 0:5). The site index i is even (open circle)
or odd (solid circle). T he even-odd i-dependence re ects dim er
properties of the phase I.

T he above continuous transition is in contrast to that
forA = 05 shown in Fig. 9 (o), where the system ex—
hibits the rst-order phase transition accom panied by
a clear jmp at B¢ 02 both In the spin and orbital
correlation fiinctions. T his characteristic behavior is es—
sentially the sam e as that orD = 0.

By exam ining the ocorrelation functions for other
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choices of A, we end up w ith a phase diagram expected
forD = 001, which is shown In Fig. 10. The phase
boundary between the phases I and I is either continu—
ous or rst-order depending on the value ofA : the tran—
sition is continuous ( rstorder) forA < 01 @A > 0:1).
W e have checked that the critical value ofA , which sep-
arates these tw o types of transitions, Increasesm onoton-—
ically with the increase ofD . For exam ple, the critical
valuie isA = 05 forD = 0:012. For amallD , the ust—
order transition dom inates m ost part of the I-I phase
boundary.

Here, an In portant question arises: what really causes
the change in the nature of the transitions, rst-order
or continuous, on the I-I phase boundary. To address
this question, we should go into the detail of the phase
I. Since the orbital part always form s the din erized
state in the phase I even for nie D, we again focus
on the spin sector. Recall here that the spin sector in
the OVB phase I form s the state sin ilar to the S = 2
Haldane-gap state (sam e universality class) 1410 For-
tunately, the 1D S = 2 Haldane system wih ynigx-
ial single-ion anisotropy was already investigated 2427
Scholw ock num erically checked the disappearance ofthe
soin gap at a very am all critical value of D ( 0:02J),
and the system entersthe "interm ediateD phase",which
was clain ed to be equivalent w ith the XY phase2? I —
m ediately after the above analysis, O shikawa found that
the behavior of the string correlation in z-axis devi-
ates from a sin ple powerdaw, as a resul, he suggested
that this Interm ediateD phase is not truly gapless XY —
phase, but som ewhatm odi ed gne w ith som e anom alous
properties in the z-com ponents?.q) Anyw ay, the m essage
from the above analysis is that the introduction of an all
positive D changes the Haldane phase to the so—called
intermm ediateD phase. In ourm odel, the size of the spin
gap In the phase ITgetsamallasA ! land B ! 1
Fig. 4). TherePre, we think that the spin sector n
the OVB phase is changed to the "intemm ediateD type
phase" in the region w ih an allA and B, while the orig—
nal spin-gap state In the O VB phase can still persist for
larger A and B . Thism ay cause the change in the na—
ture of the phase transition on the I-I phase boundary.
U nfortunately, our num erical calculation is not powerfiill
enough to draw a de nite conclusion about the existence
of the "interm ediateD type phase". W e would lke to
clarify the detail iIn the future work.

x5. Summ ary

W e have investigated quantum phase transitionsofthe
1D S = 1 spin-orbital model with uniaxial single-ion
anisotropy. By means of the DM RG m ethod, we have
calculated the ground-state energy, the spin/orbitalm ag-
netizations, and the correlation finctions, from which we
have determ ined the zero-tem perature phase diagram .

In the absence of the anisotropy, there appear four
phases including the O VB phase characteristicofthe S =
1 spin-orbital system ) This phase has a sn all spin gap
and a fairly lJarge orbial gap. In com parison w ih the
S = 1=2 spih-orbialm odel, we have found that m ost
of the phase diagram show s sin ilar properties, but the

2 , , . : . .
1L OVB |
m O -ﬂ"".../
I \ S : intermediate-D
A S XY T = dimer
T : SU(2) chain
I/ S |

A

Fig. 10. Phase diagram forthemodelwih D = 0:01. The solid
lines (with dots) indicate the rst-order transition. Concem-—
ing the phase boundary between I and I, there is a continuous
transition (oroken line) for A 0:1, and a rst-order transition
(solid line with dots) for A > 0:l. The intem ediateD phase
is expected to em erge in the spin sector of the O VB phase for
sm allA and B . N ote also that around the boundary ofB = 1,
there appear two new spin phases: the largeD phase XY spin
phase) in the tiny reglon 1< B < 096 ( 1:04< B < 1),
although not shown explicitly in the gure (see text).

phaseV inherent in the S = 1=2 m odeldisappears In the
S = 1 case. W e believe that a higher soin extension of
the m odel should have the phase diagram sim ilar to that
ofthe present S = 1 m odel

T he Introduction of uniaxial single—don anisotropy D
gives rise to som e interesting aspects. For negative D ,
two di erent types of m agnetic orders appear, depend-
Ing on whether the system at D = 0 is in the orbial-
ferrom agnetic phase or the OVB phase. Since the soin
gap forthe OVB phase ismuch an aller than that for the
orbitalHerrom agnetic phase, the spin order n the OVB
phase is Induced even In the small P jregion.

O n the otherhand, it hastumed out that the situation
ismuch m ore subtle in the positive D case. In particu—
Jar, the phase transition between the OVB phase I and
the spin—ferrom agnetic phase I exhibits som ew hat com —
plicated feature: the nature of transition changes from

rst-order to continuous one, depending sensitively on
the value of D . A *hough we have not been able to ob—
tain the precise phase diagram , som e characteristic prop—
erties of each phase have been discussed on the basis
of the correlation functions. T hese nontrivial properties
origihate from interplay of the soin and orbital degrees
of freedom , which m ay exem plify interesting aspects of
the spin-orbital system s. Further nvestigations should
be done in the future study, especially for the positive D
case.
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