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T heory of successive transitions in vanadium spinels
and order of orbitals and spins
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W e have theoretically studied successive transitions in vanadium spineloxidesw ith (tzg )2
electron con guration. T hese com pounds show a structuraltransition at 50K and an an-—
tiferrom agnetic transition at 40K . Since threefold tp4 orbitals of vanadium cations are
occupied partially and vanadium s constitute a geom etrically { frustrated pyrochlore lattice,
the system providesa particular exam ple to Investigate the interplay am ong spin, orbitaland
Jattice degrees of freedom on frustrated lattice. W e exam ine them odelsw ith the Jahn {Teller
coupling and/or the spin {orbital superexchange interaction, and conclude that keen com pe—
tition between these two contributions explains the them odynam ics of vanadium spinels.
E ectsofquantum uctuations aswell as relativistic spin {orbit coupling are also discussed.

x1. Introduction

In this paper, we review our recent studies on phase transitions in vanadium
spinelcom pounds,AV,0 4 A=2n,M gorCd).P!® Thisfam ily ofm aterials is antifer—
rom agnetic nsulatorw ith spin S = 1 on pyrochlore sublattice in the spinel structure
(Fig.1l). Recent experim ents show ed the presence of tw 0 successive phase transitions
at low tem peratures around 50K 2 A s tem perature is Iowered, a structural transi-
tion occurs rst, then a m agnetic transition ollow s. A swe w il discuss later, sin ple
soIn exchange m echanign does not explain the lowest tem perature phase, and we
need to take account oftwo In portant factors in order to explain basic character of
these transitions. O ne is geom etrical frustration and the other is strong correlation
e ects, which lead to keen com petition of various degrees of freedom . A s widely
know n, the geom etrical frustration often lads to huge degeneracy of the ground{
state m anifold, and suppresses a long{range ordering. O n the other hand, the strong
electron correlation opens several channels in the low energy sector, such as soin and
orbialdegrees of freedom . A key question ishow these channelsa ect them anifold
| do they result in som e nontrivial phenom ena through enhanced uctuations, or
lift the degeneracy in som e nontrivialm anner? W e would like to clarify this intrigu—
Ing problem by studying e ects ofboth frustration and correlation in the vanadium
spinels.

Vanadiim spinels are a 3d{electron system w ith orbital degrees of freedom . In
the last decade, various transition {m etal m aterials have been intensively studied
to Investigate the e ects of orbital degrees of freedom .”) In particular, m anganites
show Ing colossalm agnetoresistance (CM R ) are them ost typicalexam ple. Vanadium
spnelshave di erent features from thesem aterdals. A distinct di erence isthe lattice
structure. In m anganites show ing CM R, the lattice structure is perovskite; atom ic
bonds are connected w ith right angl and the network ofm agnetic ions is close to a
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Fig.1l. Cubicunit cell of the pyrochlore lattice. In vanadium spinels, vanadium cations constitute
this pyrochlore structure.

sin ple cubic lattice. In spinels, atom ic bonds are connected to constitute a lattice
In which elem entary plaquettes are triangles; the netw ork of m agnetic cations is the
pyrochlore Iattice shown In Fig. 1. Another In portant di erence is that the vana—
dates are a tpg{electron system , whereas the m anganites have conduction electrons
n ey muliplet. Jahn{Teller distortions are generally am aller in tpy system s, and the
crystal{ eld splitting of the electronic levels is less prom inent, partly because tyy or-
bialspointaway from surroundinganions. T herefore, it is In portant to take acocount
of orbital degrees of freedom in tpy system s lke vanadium spinels. W e also note that
g electronsm ay have a nonzero orbitalangularm om entum , w hereas orbitalangular
m om enta are quenched in e; system s. This also leads to several e ects present only
n ty system s. For exam ple, relativistic spin{orbit coupling is som etin es in portant
to take into acocount, but this is not a central issue in this paper.

From the view points of orbital physics and geom etrical frustration, spinels w ith
transition {m etal ions are very interesting system . In this paper, we shall discuss
about two phase transitions in vanadium spinelsw ith divalent A {site cations such as
Zn,M g or Cd. In these m aterdals, rst of all, interesting phenom ena such as phase
transitions occur at m uch low er tem peratures com pared to a typical energy scale in
the system . T hat is, the characteristic energy scale, which is given by, for exam pl,
the Curie{W eiss tam perature estin ated from the tam perature dependence of the
m agnetic susoeptibility, s 1000K &) nevertheless the system rem ains param agnetic
and doesnot show any transition down to 50K . T his suppression of relevant energy
scale is characteristic to frustrated system s. At low tem peratures, In the end, the
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Fig.2. M agnetic ordering structure in the lowest{tem perature phase of vanadium spinels deter-
m ined by neutron scattering experin ent?

com pounds show tw o successive transitions®) O ne isa structuraltransition at 50K
and the lattice changes is symm etry. W hile the lattice symm etry is cubic above
the transition tem perature, it changes to tetragonalbelow the tem perature, and the
systam is com pressed along one of the principalaxes, the c axis. T he other transition

takes place at a lower tem perature 40K , and ascribed to an antiferrom agnetic
ordering. The m agnetic structure in the low est{tem perature phase was determ ined
by neutron scattering experin ent as shown in Fig. 2.2 It consists of up {down {up{

dow n{ staggered antiferrom agnetic pattem along the chains in the xy planes [(110)

and (110) directions] and up{up{down{down{ pattem w ith period four along the
chains in the yz and zx planes [(101), (101), (011l) and (011l) directions]. Thus
the fundam ental questions are (1) what the driving m echanian of these successive
transitions is and (i) how the com plicated m agnetic ordering is stabilized. W e will
answ er these questions theoretically by investigating keen com petitions am ong spin,
orbital and lattice degrees of freedom In this geom etrically { frustrated system .

T hispaper is organized as ollow s. In Sec. 2, we exam Ine a m odelw ith the Jahn {
Teller coupling alone. W e also exam ine a m odel w ith soin{orbial superexchange
interaction alone In Sec. 3. In these two sections, we show that both two m odels
f2il to explain the experim ental results. In Sec. 4, we take Into acoount both two
termm s In the m odel and study keen com petition between them . W e show , by using



4 Y .M otom e and H . T sunetsugu

/ \
t29 | % yz, d,, *
Z
I VOg
eIongatlon compressmn

atomic cubic Q<0

+ yz: dzx

tetragonal

Fig.3. Crystal{ eld splitting ofd levels.

mean{ eld analysisandM onte C arlo sin ulation, that them odel successfiilly explains
tw 0 successive transitions of vanadium spinels. E ects of uctuations, both them al
and quantum , are also discussed. In Sec. 5, we m ake som e ram arks on e ects of
relativistic spin {orbital coupling, direction ofm agnetic m om ent, and a possbility of
Haldane gap state In this system . Section 6 is devoted to sum m ary.

x2. M odelw ith Jahn{Teller coupling

Let us start from a sinpl m odel w ith the Jahn{Teller coupling alone, which
describes a coupling of orbital degrees of freedom w ith Jattice distortions. In the
octahedral position surrounded by a symm etric O ¢ octahedron, the cubic crystal

eld splits the vefold d Jevels of vanadium cation into higher twofold e4 levels and
lIower threefold tpy levels (left two coumns in Fig. 3). Jahn{Teller distortion is a
distortion 0f0O ¢ octahedron, which gains energy by lifting the degeneracy further to
achieve a closed{shell con guration of ekctronic state. In other words, the Jahn {
Teller e ect is active only for the case of an open{shell con guration, and hence,
depends on the num ber of d electrons.

In vanadium spoinels with divalent A {site cation AV ,0 4, each vanadium has
vaknce v 3t , and this corresponds to (tzg)2 con guration. Hence, threefold tyy kevels
are partially lled (second column in Fig. 3) so that the Jahn{Teller e ect is active.
W e start from an ionic m odel describing independent VO ¢ octahedra, and later
we w ill Introduce Intersite correlations. If we consider the Jahn {Teller distortion of
tetragonal sym m etry, which is cbserved in experin ents, the ionicm odelcan be given
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where is the electron {phonon coupling constant and Q; denotes the am plitude of
Jocal lattice distortion at site i. H ere, we consider the tetragonal distortion along one
ofthe principalaxes, the z direction, and choose the sign ofQ ; such that i ispositive
for a com pression of the octahedron in the z direction. The orbital indices = 1;2
and 3 of the density operator n; denotes dy,;d,x and dyy, respectively. A ssum Ing
high{soin states by strong Hund’s{rule coupling, the m odel is de ned for spinless
ferm jons. The second temm describes the elastic energy (Q is nomm alized to absorb
the elastic constant); here we use the adiabatic approxim ation and phonons are
regarded as classicalob Ects. Them odel (2-1) is considered w ith the local constraint
on the density as

h’li i= 2: (2'2)

T he ground state of the ionicm odel 2-1) is cbtained by m Inin izing the energy
under the constraint (2-2). T he ground {state energy per site is given by

Efre—= 22 for Q= 2 ; @3)
and for the orbial states
l’nﬂi= l’rlizi= 1 and l’nj3i= 0: 2-4)

T his situation corresoonds to the elongation 0fVO ¢ octahedra as shown In the third
column in Fig. 3: The doublet of d,, and d,yx levels is lowered and occupied by two
electrons to form the closed{shell con guration.

E xperin entally, lattice distortion occurs in the opposite way at low tem pera-
tures, that is, a uniform oom pression of octahedra. If we restrict to the case of
com pression Q > 0, the energy m inimum is found as

2
En© = - Proi= ©-5)

and for the orbital states
iy + npi=1 and miizi= 1; (2-6)

which are shown in the lJast coumn in Fig. 3.

In the real Jattice structure, the Jahn {Tellere ect should have som e cooperative
aspect | VO ¢ octahedra share oxygen ions between neighbors, which leads to inter—
site correlations of the Jahn {Teller distortion. Since soinel Jattice structure consists
of three{din ensionalnetw ork of edge{sharing octahedra as shown in Fig. 4, a distor-
tion 0f VO ¢ octahedron tends to distort neighboring octahedra in the sam e m anner.
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Fig.4. Edge{sharing network of VO ¢ octahedra in the spinel structure. Vanadium cations locate
in the center of each octahedron and constitute the pyrochlore lattice In Fig. 1.

In other words, a ferro{type correlation is expected for the tetragonaldistortionsbe-
tween neighboring octahedra. T his tendency ism im icked by the ferro{type intersite
ocoupling of the distortion as
X
Hjr = Q4Q 57 @
hiji

where > 0 is the coupling constant and the summ ation is taken over the nearest{
neighbor sites on the pyrochlore lattice which consists of vanadium cations.

Ifwe om it farther{neighbor correlations beyond the nearest neighbors, the total
Ham iltonian for the Jahn{Teller e ect is given by

Hgp = H2M 4 g o0, 2-8)

W e can m inin ize the total energy w ih respect to Q ; by assum ing uniform orbial
states at all sites. This corresponds to nd a mean{ eld solution for cooperative
Jahn {Teller distortion of ferro{type, which is naturally expected for the ferro{type
Intersite coupling In Eq. @-7). For the orbital state (2-4), or equivalently for an
elongation ofallVO ¢ octahedra, we cbtain the m inimum of energy per site as
2 2 & 2

1 6 T T g
Note that 0 < < 1=6 is required to keep the system stable. On the other hand,
for the orbital state (2-6), corresponding to a com pression of octahedra, we nd a
mininum as

Egr = 2-9)

BEyqg= — froQ;= :
T 20 6) Qi= 7%

(2-10)
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SinceE g7 < Egr,them odelw ith Jahn{Teller e ect alone predicts a uniform elonga—
tion 0fallVO ¢ octahedra, which apparently disagrees w ith the experin ental result.
In order to stabilize the com pression of octahedra as observed In experim ents, we
need to com pensate the energy di erence per site
3 2
= E Egr = —— 2-11)
Jr JT T30 6 ) (

by som e energy gain from other m echanism s. W e will see In Sec. 4 that this com —
pensation ndeed com es from the orbital superexchange Interaction.

x3. M odelw ith superexchange interaction

31. M odelH am iltonian

Next we exam Ine e ects of spin and orbial superexchange interactions. The
superexchange interactions describe e ective intersite couplings of both spin and
orbial degrees of freedom in low {energy physics of strongly-correlated insulators.
They are derived from a muli{oroital H ubbard m odelby using the perturbation n
the strong{correlation lim it.

W e start from the Hubbard m odelw ith threefold orbital degeneracy correspond—
Ing to the thy m anifold. The H am iltonian reads

X X X 1X X X
Hyuw = (ti;jczcj +H:C:)+5 U;oocgczoc:iooc:io;
ij i ;

3-1)

where i;jand ; 0 are site and soin indices, respectively, and ; = 1 (&), 2 [zx),

3 (dxy) are orbital indices. The rst term of H 4, is the electron hopping, and the
second temm describes onsite Coulomb interactions, for which we use the standard
param etrizations,

(S 00=UO 0 o+ Jg ( 0 0o+ 00); 3-2)
U=0% 204 : 3-3)

In order to describe the low {energy e ective theory for the insulating state of
vanadiim spinels, we apply the second{order perturbation in the hopping tem .
T he unperturbed states are atom ic eigenstates w ith two electrons on each vana-
diim cations n a high{spin state (S = 1). Am ong various hopping processes, the
m ost relevant contribution is the nearest-neighbor bond, because the spinel lattice
structure consists of three{din ensional netw ork of edge{sharing VO ¢ octahedra in
Fig. 419/ This is the hopping I the case where one of fur Iobes of each g
orbital is pointing tow ards the other end of the bond. In the perturbation, we take
account of this {bond contribution only for sim plicity. T he superexchange H am il
tonian, which is called the K ugel{K hom skii type H am iltonian,'?) is cbtamned for the
nearest{neighbor sites in the fom

nn X (i3) (i3)
Hgp = J [ho ar T ho F 1; (3-4)

hiji
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(i)
ho'ap = A+BS: $niuy @ nygy)+t @ nogyny gy s 35)

(i3)
holjF =C@ Si 9N apnny g (3-6)

where S; isthe S = 1 spin operator and n; = F cz ci is the density operator
for site 1 and orbial .Here, (ij) isthe orbialwhich hasa nite hopping integral
between the sites i and j, for instance, (ij) = 3 ([dyy) ©riand j sites in the sam e
xy plane. Param eters in Egs. (3+4){ (3-6) are given by coupling constants in Eqg. (3-1)

as

()2
J = U ; 37
1 1+
A = ; B = ; C= ; (3-8)
1 3 1 3 1+ 2
where t°" is the hopping integralof bond, and = J=U ]1_53 a an all param eter of

0:. Note that each site is sub Ect to the local constraint, 3=1 n; = 2.

T he superexchange m odel (3+4) consists of two contributions, hél];w and hél])F :
The fom er favors spin{ferro and orbital{antiferro con guration on ij bond whilke
the latter favors spin{antiferro and orbital{ferro con guration. The com petition
between these two exclusive contribbutions is a general aspect of Kugel{K hom skii
type m odels. Another characteristic feature is the di erence in the symm etry of
the interactions. In the spin sector, the superexchange coupling isS;  §, isotropic
Heisenberg type and independent of the bond direction. On the other hand, the
superexchange coupling In the orbital sector becom es anisotropic because transfer
Integrals depend on orbital indices as well as the bond direction. Particularly in the
present m odel (3+4), the anisotropy is conspicuous. T he orbital exchange interaction
depends only on the densiy operator, in other words, it is a three{state clock type
Interaction | there is no quantum uctuation because the density operator is a
constant ofm otion . M oreover, the orbital interaction depends on the bond direction
and the orbital states in two sites In a com plicated way. T hese features com e from
the dom lnant role of transfer integrals of bond, which are orbital diagonal and
strongly depend on the bond direction and the orbital states.

32. Grund state

Now we exam Ine the ground state of the superexchange H am ittonian (3-4) de-
ned on the pyrochlore lattice. Here, we consider the ground state w ih four{
sublattice ordering in V4 tetrahedron unit cell. Let us suppose = 0 for a whik.
In this case, the energy is m inim ized for two di erent spin{orbital con gurations
In Fig. 5: The energy per site isEgg = 4J, w ith ocounting the Interactions w ith
neighboring tetrahedra. P er tetrahedron unit cell, the con guration (@) contains four
soIn {antiferro orbital{ferro bonds (the energy is 2J perbond), four spin {antiferro
orbial{antiferro bonds ( J), and Pour soin {ferro orbital{antiferro bonds ( J). The
con guration (o) contains four spin {antiferro orbital{ ferro bonds, two soin {antiferro

orbial{antiferro bonds, and six spoin {ferro orbital{antiferro bonds.
T he degeneracy between these two states is lifted for > 0. Energies per site
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(b)

Fig.5. Candidates for the ground states w ith four{sublattice ordering of the superexchange m odel
(3+4). Spin and orbital con gurations in tetrahedron unit cell are shown. A rrow s denote spins,
and labels (dy., dxy), etc., indicate two occupied orbitals at each site.

for con guration @) and () are given by

@) _ .
ESE— 20+ C); E

©) _
SE

2J(A+%B + C); (3-9)
resgoectively. Since B is positive, the con guration (o) has a lower energy. This
appears to be Inconsistent w ith experin ents: T he soin structure n (o) is lncom pat—
ble w ih the antiferrom agnetic state ocbserved in experin ents In Fig. 2 because two
neighboring soins in the lower xy plane are parallel w hereas the experin ental soin
con guration is antiparallel in all xy planes. M oreover, con guration (o) noticeably
breaks the tetragonal sym m etry which is experim entally observed In structurally{
ordered phase. Hence, thism ean{ eld type analysis for the ground state tells that
them odelw ith superexchange interactions alone fails to reproduce the experin ental
resultst®

T here is, how ever, one caveat | the energy di erence between the ground state
() and the next lowest state @) is an all com pared to the relevant energy scale in
experin ents. T he energy di erence between @) and (o) per site is given by

J
P = gB =

@) .
SE 1 37

SE = ESE

(3-10)

Let us roughly estin ate this energy di erence. A sdiscussed In Ref. 2), estin ates for
vanadium spinels are J 200K and 0:d. Hence, the energy di erence becom es

SE 30K , which is am aller than the structuraltransition tem perature 50K .This
strongly suggests that soin and orbial con guration in the ground state is sensitive
to com peting Interactions; in particular, the stable con guration m ay be changed by
Including the cooperative Jahn{Teller e ect, which apparently plays an in portant
role In the structural transition . Indeed, we w ill see that the energy for the state @)
can be Iower than for (o) In som e param eter regim e of the Jahn {Teller coupling |
see Sec. 4.
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33. Instability from high{tem perature phase

W e can gain further Insight into the stable spin and orbital con guration of the
m odel (34) by using anotherm ean{ eld type argum ent. W e here discuss uctuation
e ects and an instability In spin and orbital sectors when we decrease tem perature
from high {tem perature phase.!’

Let us st exam ine the uctuations in the spin sector. For this purpose, we
replace the density operators In the orbital part ofm odel (3-4) by their expectation
values in the high {tem perature regine; n; ! n; i= 2=3. Then we end up with
the reduced H am iltonian describing the soin sector only, which reads

X
H S n = Js Si S (3-11)
hiji

up to irrelevant constants, where the e ective exchange constant is given by

Jg = gJ (@ B): (312)
Since Jg ispositive or an all 0d, the reduced m odel (311) is the antiferrom ag—
netic Heisenberg modelwih S = 1 soins de ned on the pyrochlore lattice. It is
know n that the spin correlations hardly develop in thism odelbecause of the strong
geom etrical frustration. A possbility ofa valence{bond {solid type ordering w ith the
aid of spin {Jattice coupling has been discussed,'*) however it is not easy to explain
two successive transitions in vanadiim soinels by this soin Jahn{Teller scenario.
T he present consideration In plies that the m agnetic nstability cannot occur in the
high {tem perature orbital{para phase.
N ext we consider the instability in the orbital sector. In this case, we replace
the spin part of m odel (3-4) by their m ean value in high {tem perature regin e, that
is, S; ! BSii= 0. The resultant H am ittonian forthe orbialdegree of freedom reads

X
H gg}ital= Jo Ny 49) Ny @) 7 (3-13)
hiji
up to irrelevant constants, w here
Jo=J@A C): (314)

T his coupling constant Jo is also positive so that Eq. (3-13) is also the antiferro{type
m odel on the pyrochlore lattice as the m odel (3-11). A crucial di erence between
the two m odels is the form of Interactions: T he orbitalm odel (3-13) has anisotropic
Interaction (three{state clock type) which strongly depends on the bond direction
and the orbital states. T hispeculiar form ofthe orbital coupling lifts the degeneracy
n thispyrochlore systam , at least partially | the three{state clock m odelstillsu ers
from a frustration on the pyrochlore lattice. T he lowest energy is achieved by four
orbital{antiferro bonds and tw o orbital{ ferro bonds w ithin each tetrahedron. T here
are two di erent types of orbitalcon gurationsw ith these bondsas shown in Fig. 6:
In type (@), two orbital{ ferro bonds do not touch w ith each other, whik they touch
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(dzx, dx
(dzy, dxy)
(dyz, dxy,
( a) (dyZ, de)

Fig. 6. Stabl orbital con gurations of the e ective orbitalm odel (3 -13). Labels (dy,, dxy), €tc.,
indicate two occupied orbitals at each site. Thick lines denote orbial{antiferro bonds.

at one comer of the tetrahedron In type (). Note that these orbital con gurations
coincide w ith those in Fig. 5. T he energy of the reduced orbitalm odel (3-13) is the
sam e for these two con gurations. Hence, there rem ains degeneracy in the orbial
sector although the degeneracy is reduced and not severe com pared to that in the
spIn sector in them odel (3-11).

T he degeneracy ram aining in the orbital sector is easily lifted by including the
Jahn{Teller e ects. Thiswillbe discussed In Sec. 4.

x4. M odelw ith both superexchange and Jahn {Teller couplings

In this section, we exam Ine them odelw ith both superexchange Interactions and
Jahn{Teller couplings. In Sec. 4.1, we will show how the mean{ eld argum ents In
Sec. 3 arem odi ed by Including Jahn {Teller distortions in addition to the superex-—
change m odel. W e w ill point out that once both superexchange and Jahn-Teller
e ects are taken Into acocount, the degeneracy in the orbital sector is lifted and an
orbitalordering takesplace. W ew illalso show that spin frustration partially rem ains
In the presence of the orbital ordering, which is nally reduced by farther{neighbor
exchange ocouplings. In Sec. 42, them ean{ eld picture is exam ined and con m ed
by M onte Carl sinulation. Them odynam ic properties are com pared w ith experi-
mentalresults. In Sec.4 3, e ect ofquantum uctuations, which isneglected in both
mean{ eld argum ent and M onte C arlo sin ulation, is exam ined by using lnearized
soin {wave theory.

41. Mean{ eld type analysis

W e have shown in Sec. 3 that the K ugel{K hom skii type of spin {orbial m odel
has two com peting stable states for V4 tetrahedron unit. For realistic values of
param eters for the vanadiuim spinel, i was found that the lowest{energy state has
a di erent symm etry from the experim ental results and is not com patible w ith the
antiferrom agnetic order in experim ents. T hisdoesnot In ply the failure ofthe K ugel{
Khom skiim odelbut that one needs to take account of couplings to lattice distortion.
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Below the structural transition tem perature at 50K , the lattice shows a
tetragonal distortion, and VO ¢ octahedra are uniform ly com pressed along the ¢ axis
(c< a). Energy kvel schem e in this case is shown at right m ost In Fig. 1, and three
degenerate tyy orbitals in cubic crystal eld are split to higher{energy doublet and
low er{energy singlet states in tetragonal eld:

2
eldyz) = eldyx) = elpg) + 37 e(dxy) = elty) 3¢ @ -1)

Asshown in Eq. 2-1), the kevel splittihng = e(dy,zx) e(ky) is proportional to
the tetragonaldistortion, =3 Q withQ / 1 c=a.

Let us rst reanalyze stable orbital con guration in spin param agnetic phase
w ith taking account of the Jahn{Teller e ects. W e showed In Sec. 33 that two
types of orbital con gurations in F ig, 6 have the sam e energy of the e ective orbital
Interaction (3.12). Con guration @) is com patble w ith the tetragonal sym m etry
as that of the interm ediate{tem perature phase experim entally cbserved below the
structure transition tem perature, whereas con guration (o) has a lower symm etry.
Energy gain due to the Jahn{Teller e ects is largest when the lattice is com pressed
along the z axis for con guration (a) but along the x ory axis for con guration (©).
T he corresponding energies per site are respectively,

Ej = EX Eg = 2°
T herefore, the tetragonalorbitalcon guration (@) hasa lowerenergy and is stabilized
by the Jahn {Teller e ects, as far as a uniform m ode of distortion is considered.

N ext, let us reexam ne the stability at T = 0, discussed in Sec. 32, by lncluding
the e ects of tetragonal lattice distortions. T he energy gain of the con guration is
largest when the lattice is com pressed In the sam e m atter as for the previous orbital
m odel. The con gurations shown In Fig.2 (@) and (o) have energies, regpectively,

4-2)

@) @) @) _

Egprgr = Egg T Eyr = 2@+ C) 3; (4-3)
®) o ®) _ 1 .
Egpygr = Egg t Egp = ZJ(A"'EB"'C) o7 (4-4)
@) . . ;
where E o are given in Eg. (3-9). Comparing these two, one nds that the

con guration (a) hasa lower energy than () when

4J
> 4JB = : 4-5)
1 3
As was aem phasized In previous sections, the vanadiim spinels are the sys—
tem In which the Jahn{Teller couplings com pete w ith the soin {orbial interactions,
J (coordination number). Recalling that is ganall, we m ay expect that the
above condition is satis ed and that the con guration @) w ith tetragonal sym m etry
ism ost stable, if soin {orbial superexchange interactions and Jahn {Teller couplings
are both considered. In Sec. 42, we w ill dem onstrate by M onte C arlo calculations
that the tetragonal orbital order @) actually appears at nite tem peratures.
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Fig.7. Frustration between neighboring xy chains rem aining in the m ean{ eld level. The m ean{
eld energy does not depend on the relative angle between the antiferrom agnetic chains.

N ext, lt us discuss the soin con guration in the m agnetic phase. The con g—
uration in Fig. 5(@) In poses the spin con guration inside the tetrahedron unit cell,
and one needs to consider correlations between di erent tetrahedra. T he soin order
at 40K was observed by neutron scattering experin ent’ and the detem ined spin
pattem is shown in Fig. 2. This pattem corresponds to the Q = (0;0;2 =c) oxder
ofthe con guration n Fig. 5(@) (c is the length of cubic unit cell along the z axis),
ie., uniform packing in the xy planes and altemate stacking in the z direction w ith
soin inversion from layer to layer. A ntiferrom agnetic spin pattem along chains in
the xy planes are easily explained, since any pair of nearest{neighbor spins in xy
chains should be anti{parallel. H owever, there are no correlations between di erent
xy chainsw ithin the levelofthem ean{ eld approxin ation. Look the spin con gura—
tion In Fig. 5@) and rotate two spins In the lower xy plane w ith Im posing that they
are always anti{parallel to each other as in Fig. 7. Such rotations do not change the
energy In them ean{ eld kvel, and this in plies no correlation between two chains.
T his isdue to the frustrated Jattice structure and antiferrom agnetic nearest{neighbor
correlations in each chai.

Since interchain correlations are not determm ined by nearest{neighbor couplings,
we have to consider the e ects of longer{range couplings, w hich are m uch weaker in
am plitude than the nearest{neighbor ones and are usually neglected. T hese Ionger{
range couplings are shown in Fig. 8. Another possbl m echanisn is order by dis-
order!® H owever, as we w ill discuss Jater based on num erical (Sec. 42) and ana-—
Iytical (Sec. 43) calculations, the m echanism of order by disorder is not su cient
to explain a nite static m om ent In the m agnetic phase. As shown in Fig. 9, once
antiferrom agnetic correlations develop in the xy chains, it is In portant to note that
third {neighbor couplings lead to m ore dom Inant e ects than second {neighbor ones.
T hird {neighbor couplings connect antiferrom agnetic chains every two xy planes as
shown in Fig. 9(@). A sa consequence, the whole system becom es two interpenetrat—
Ing sets of three{din ensional spin system plack and whie soins in Fig. 9(@), r=
spectively]. These two sets are connected by nearest{neighbor and second {neighbor
couplings. However, theirm ean elds are canceled out and lead to no e ects. The
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Fig.8. (a) Second{neighbor exchange couplings, and () third{neighbor exchange couplings.

(b)

Fig.9. (@) Two sets of spin chains coupled by third {neighbor exchange couplings J; are depicted
in black and white colors. () Second{neighbor coupling J; are strongly frustrated between
neighboring antiferrom agnetic chains in the xy planes.

frustration of second {neighbor exchanges is depicted in Fig. 9 (). In this case, it is

uctuations w hich determ ine the correlation between the two sets. W e discussed the
e ects of quantum uctuations, in particular, In Ref. 1), and i was found that the
collinear spin order is stabilized. M onte C arlo results in the next section show that
them al uctuations also stabilize the sam e collinear order.

42. Monte Carb study

Now we nvestigate the them odynam ic properties of the m odelw ith both su—
perexchange Interaction and Jahn {Teller coupling by using M onte C arlo m ethod. In
Sec.421,webrie y describbe the M onte C arlo technique and the m odel param eters
used In the sinulation. In Sec. 42 2, the m odel w ith nearest{neighbor couplings is
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studied. W e w ill show that the orbital ordering takes place at a nite tem perature
but the m agnetic frustration rem ains down to the lowest tem perature. E ects of
third {neighbor exchange interactions w illbe exam ined in Sec.42 3. A spredicted in
them ean{ eld argum ent, M onte C arlo results show that the m agnetic frustration is
reduced and antiferrom agnetic order is stabilized at a nite tem perature. T he phase
diagram by controlling the third {neighbor coupling w illbe shown in Sec.42 4.
42.1. M ethod and param eters

In order to Investigate therm odynam ic properties of the e ective goin{orbital{
Jattice coupled m odel, we use M onte Carlo calculations. Q uantum M onte Carlo
sin ulation isknown to be di cul for frustrated m odels because of the negative sign
problem . In the present study, we neglect quantum uctuations and approxin ate
them odelin the classical level. T his approxin ation retainse ects ofthem al uctu-—
ationsthatm ay play dom inant roles iIn nie{tem perature transitions. T he quantum
nature origihates only from spin S = 1 operators because the orbital interaction in
Eqg. (3+4) is classical, and because Jahn {Teller lattice distortions are treated as clas-
sical variables n Eq. (2-8). W e approxin ate the goin operators by classical vectors
w ith the m odulus § j= 1 to give Jargest z com ponent S, = 1 in the classical part.
T herefore, our m odel for M onte C arlo sin ulation consists of the classical H eisen—
berg part In the spin sector, the three{state clock part in the orbial sector, and the
classical phonon part.

W e use a standard m etropolis algorithm w ith local updates. W e typically per—
form 10° M onte C arlo sam plings form easuram ents after 10° steps for equilbration .
T he system sizes in the present work areup to L = 12, where L is the linear dim en—
sion ofthe system m easured In the cubic units, ie., the totalnum ber of sites N gy is
up to 123 16 = 27648. W e set J = 1 as an energy unit and the lattice constant of
cubic unit cell as a length unit. W e use the convention of the Boltzm ann constant
kg = 1. The Pllow ng results are or = 0:08, 2= 004 and = 0:15. Readers are
referred to Ref. 2) form ore details of M onte C arlo sim ulation.

42 2. M odelw ith nearest{neighbor couplings only

Let us st exam ine what happens in the m odel w ith the nearest{neighbor in—
teractions only, whose H am iltonian consists of the nearest{neighbor superexchange
Interactions (3+4) and the Jahn{Teller coupling (2-8);

H=Hg +Hgr: 4-6)

Themean{ eld type analysis in Sec. 4.1 predicts that the orbital{ordered state in
Fig. 6 (@) is stabilized by a cooperative e ect of orbital interaction and Jahn {Teller
coupling, but spin frustration partially rem ains even in the presence of the orbial
ordering. M ore precisely, the staggered antiferrom agnetic correlation develops along
the chains in the xy planes, however the coupling between the neighboring chains
rem ains frustrated: Hence, the system cannot develop three{din ensionalm agnetic
long{range order. W e exam Ine thism ean{ el picture by using M onte C arlo sim u-—
Jation.

Figure 10 show s the tem perature dependence of the speci c heat per site, which
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Fig.10. Tem perature dependence ofthe speci cheatpersite Eq. (4-7)] orthem odelw ith nearest{
neighbor interactions only.

is calculated by uctuations of the intermal energy as

Wi M

C =
T 2N gite

-7)
T he brackets denote thermm al averages by M onte C arlo sam pling. T he speci ¢ heat
showsa jump at To ¥ 0237, ndicating a rst{order transition.
At this transition tem perature, orbial ordering takes place. Figure 11 shows
the sublattice orbitalm om ent, which is calculated in the fom
4 D X E

Mg = I, 4-8
(0] strg i ( )

i2 sublattice

w here the summ ation is taken over the sites w ithin one of the four sublattices in
tetrahedron unit cell. Here, I; is the three{state clock vector at the site i which
describes three di erent orbital states as shown In the inset of Fig.11;I;= (1;0) for
(dyz;dxy)l I;= ( 1=2; 3=2) or (dyz;dzx)l and I; = ( 1=2; 3=2) for (dzx;dxy)
orbital occupations, regpectively. Tt is found that the values of M o for fourdi erent
sublattices have the sam e value w ithin the error bars so that we om it the sublattice
Index n Eq. 48). Asshown In Fig. 11, Mo shows a clkar jomp at To / 0230
w here the speci cheat jum ps. T his indicates that a four{sublattice orbital ordering
occurs at Tp

Figure 12 plots the orbial distribution for four sublattices in tetrahedron unit
cell, which isde ned as

n = —— m; i; 4-9)
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Fig.1ll. The sublattice obitalm om ent In Eqg. (4-8). T he inset show s the three{state clock vector
for the orbital state.

where = 1 [dyz)r 2 ([dzx), and 3 ([dxy). The results indicate that the orbital
distribbutions suddenly change from equally distributed state n 2=3 In the high{
tem perature para phase to alm ost polarized state n 0orlbelow T,. In the
orbital ordered phase, dy, ( = 1) and dyy, ( = 3) orbitals are occupied in the
sublattices 1 and 4, and d,x ( = 2) and dyy ( = 3) orbitals are occupied in the
sublattices 2 and 3. T his orbital ordering structure is consistent w ith them ean{ eld
prediction shown In Fig. 6(@).

A coom panying the transition at To, a tetragonal lattice distortion occurs dis—
continuously. In Fig. 13, we plot the average of the Jahn {Teller distortions which is
calculated by

X ;

s O N1
= : 410
Q N o ( )

T he positive value ofQ below Ty corregoonds to a ferro{type tetragonal distortion
w ith a com pression ofVO ¢ octahedra.

T herefore, the discontinuous transition at To / 023J is ascribed to the orbital
ordering w ith the tetragonal Jahn {Teller distortion. T he orbital and lattice ordered
state in the low {tem perature phase is consistent w ith the m ean{ eld prediction.

Somuch for the orbital and lattice state | what about the spin sector? M onte
Carlo results clearly indicate that spin frustration rem ains even below Ty as pre—
dicted iIn the mean{ eld picture. Figure 14 plots tem perature dependences of soin
correlations for nearest{neighbor and third{neighbor pairs. The spin correlations
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Fig.13. The average of the Jahn{Teller distortion de ned in Eqg. (4-10).

are m easured along the xy, yz and zx chains, respectively, as

X ns; si X m; s
San = Pi 5 si)= s S (411)
Ny Ny
hiji2 thijii2
where = xy;yz;zx, and Ny is the number of the bonds in the summ ation. The

sum m ations w ith hiji and hijii are for the nearest{neighbor sites and the third{
neighbor sites along the chains, respectively.
Asshown In Fig. 14 @), along the xy chains, the antiferrom agnetic correlations
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Fig.14. Spin correlations for the nearest{neighbor sites and the third{neighbor sites de ned by
Eg. (4-11) along the (@) xy chains and () yz (or, equivalently zx) chains. The data are
calculated for the m odelw ith nearest{neighbor interactions only w ith the system size L = 8.

develop below Tg . O n the other hand, the spin correlations are strongly suppressed
In the yz (@nd zx) directions as shown In Fig. 14 (o). These results support the
mean{ eld picture, which predicts the antiferrom agnetic correlations along the xy
chains and strong frustration between the chains. Since one{dim ensional H eisen—
berg spin chain cannot order at any tem perature because of strong uctuations, the
m odel (4+6), which includes only the nearest{neighbor couplings, does not show any
m agnetic ordering at nite tem perature. T his is the reason why we do not see any
anom aly associated w ith m agnetic ordering In the speci c heat in Fig. 10.
423. E ectofthird{neighbor superexchange interaction

The mean{ eld analysis in Sec. 4.1 predicts that the m agnetic transition In
experin ents is reproduced by incliding third {neighbor superexchange interactions.
Here, we exam ine this prediction by using M onte C arlo technique. Now the total
Ham iltonian reads

H=HS+HP+Hg: (4-12)
H ere the third {neighbor superexchange term H Séd is given by

B3 = g P +n (4-13)

Hnijii

where the summ ation is taken over the third {neighbor sites along the chains, and
héij;F @) are given by Egs. (3-5) and (36).

W hen we switch on the third{neighbor interaction J;, additional anom aly ap—
pears in the speci c heat exospt for the Jum p associated w ith the orbital and lattice

orderings. Figure 15 show s the speci c heat per site at J3 = 0:02J. In addition to
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Fig.15. Tem perature dependence of the speci ¢ heat per site Eq. (4-7)] for the m odel w ith the
third {neighbor superexchange interaction J; = 0:02J.

the jimp at Top ’ 0:19J, apeak appearsat Ty ’ 0:115J. Thispeak,nota jum p, n—
creases itsheight asthe system size L, suggesting a divergence in the therm odynam ic
Im it | a characteristic feature of a second {order phase transition.

ThejmpatTy ’ 0:19J isascribed to the discontinuous transition oforbitaland
lattice orderings. T he order param eters behave in a sim ilar m anner as in Figs. 11
and 13 although the transition tem perature T, slightly decreases. On the other
hand, the anom aly at Ty ’ 0:15J is ascribbed to a m agnetic ordering as explained
n the follow ing.

Figure 16 show s the spin correlations n Eq. (4-11) for them odel (4-12) at J3 =
002J. Com pared to the resultsat J3 = 0 In Fig. 14, a big di erence is found in the
third {neighbor soin correlation along the yz (and zx) chains; the antiferrom agnetic
correlation rapidly develops below Ty ’ 0:15J. This suggests an em ergence of
three{din ensionalm agnetic ordering there.

W e calculate the order param eters for the m agnetic ordering. A s descrbbed in
Sec.4.1, n themean{ eld kevel, three{din ensionalm agnetic ordering takes place on
tw o Independent sublattices w hich consists of (110) chains and (110) chains, respec—
tively [See Fig. 9(@)]. Here, we m easure the staggered m om ent of these sublattice
m agnetizations, which is form ally de ned by

D 5 X 2E1

Mg = giS i ; 4-14)

N site 1

w here the form factor g; is given by
gi= cosP i+ yi)l+ icosP ki wl: 4-15)

Here x; and y; are the x and y coordinates of the site im easured in the cubic uni,
respectively. Note that g; is speci ed only by the x and y coordinates of the site i
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Fig.17. (@) The staggered m om entde ned In Eqg. (4-14). (b) T he staggered m agnetic susceptibility
m easured by uctuations ofM 5. The results are calculated at Jz = 0:02J.

because the z coordinate is uniquely detemm ined w ithin the cubic unit cell due to
the special structure of the pyrochlore Jattice.

Figure 17 plots the tam perature dependences of the sublattice m agnetization M g
n Eqg. (4-14) and the corresponding susceptibility 5. As shown in Fig. 17 @), the
staggered m agnetization develops contihuously below Ty ’ 0:115J and approaches
the saturation moment Mg = 1 asT ! 0. The susocegpotbilty shows a diverging
behavior at Ty asshown in Fig. 17 ). T hese resuls indicate that the phase transi-
tion at Ty is a second{order one w ith the m agnetic ordering of staggered sublattice
m om ents.

In them ean{ eld level, two sublattice m om ents are Independent. It is suggested
that quantum uctuations can align two m om ents and select a collinear m agnetic
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Fig.18. The m easure of collinearity de ned in Eq. (4-16) at J3 = 0:02J. The lines are guides for
the eyes.

ordering asdiscussed In Sec.4.1. W hik thee ect ofquantum uctuations isbeyond
our classical approach, our M onte C arlo study retains them al uctuations that are
com pletely neglected In them ean{ eld argum ent, and i isknown that in m any frus-
trated system s them al uctuations also favor a collinear state.!® Here we m easure
the collinearity between two sublatticemom entsM 1 and M 5 by
hD 2 E i h i
P:EM }zémglzi}; 4-16)
2 ™M 1)?M 2)? 3 2 3
where 1, istheanglk between M ; and M ,.Note that P becomes 1 when the AF
order is collinear, ie, M 1 kM ,, and that P becomes 0O when M ; and M , are
Independent.
Figure 18 plots the m easure of collinearity P . Below Ty ’ 0:115J, P becom es
nite and grow s rapidly; it approaches 1 as the system size increases. T his Indicates
that the m agnetic state is collinear below Ty . Consequently, the m agnetic order is
Indeed the sam e one observed In experin ents, that is, up {down {up {dow n { staggered
pattem along the xy chains and up {up {down{down{ four{tim es period along the yz
and zx chans | e Fig.19().

T herefore, the present m odel (4-12), which includes the third {neighbor superex—
change interactions, successfully explains the experin ental results for both struc-
tural transition and antiferrom agnetic transition. The structural transition at
50K is understood as the orbital ordering accom panied by the tetragonal Jahn {
Teller distortion of a com pression of VO ¢ octahedra. The orbital ordering pattem
is a layered type | the so{called A {type order, which is altemative stacking of
(dyz 7dxy) {occupied layers and (d,x ;dxy) {occupied layers in the z direction, as shown
InFig.19(@). The transition at 40K isthe antiferrom agnetic transition. T he tran—
sition tem perature Ty is lowerthan To because the soin frustration is reduced B elow
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Fig.19. M onte Carl results for (a) orbital{ordering pattem and () spin{ordering pattem in the
Jow est{tem perature phase. In (@), lled (open) circles denote the sites where d.x and dxy Iy
and dyxy) orbitals are occupied.

Ty , the com plicated antiferrom agnetic ordering appearsasshown in Fig.19 ), which
is consistent w ith the neutron scattering resul in Fig. 2. Thism agnetic ordering is
stabilized by the third {neighbor superexchange J; as well as therm al uctuations.
The latter uctuation e ect is In portant to realize the collinear spin con gurations
by order{by{disorder m echanisn .

42 4. phase diagram

T he antiferrom agnetic ordering is stabilized by Ji3, and hence, the transition
tem perature Ty Increases as Js. O n the otherhand, the orbital and Jattice transition
tem perature Tq slightly decreasesas J3 ncreasesas found in previous sections. W hat
happens for larger J37?

W e determ ined the phase diagram by changing J3. Theresul isshown In F ig.20.
T he transition tem peratures are determ Ined by the speci ¢ heat, and the orbital,
Jattice and m agnetic order param eters. A s shown iIn Fig. 20, for lJarge values of J3 >
0037, Ty ocoincides wih Tg, and there is only one discontinuous transition where
both orbital and antiferrom agnetic spin m om ents becom es nite discontinuously.

In the region of am all J3, our m odel show s tw o transitions at di erent tem pera—
tures as observed In vanadiim spinels. By using estin ates of param eters J 200K
and J3 0:02J 4K?) the transition tem peratures in our resuls are T, 40K and
Ty 20K .The experim entalvaluesare 50K and 40K , respectively, In ZnVyO 4.
T he sam iquantitative agreem ent of the transition tem peratures is satisfactory.

43. E ectsofquantum uctuations

W e have determ ined the ordering pattem ofspin con guration based on the spin {
orbial{lattice m odeland shown that i is consistent w ith the experim ental result of
elastic neutron scattering. T he size of the static m agnetic m om ent, how ever, needs
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Fig.20. Phase diagram for the spin{oroital{lattice coupled m odel determ ined by classical M onte
Carlo calculations. The orbital and lattice transition at To (the dashed line) is a rst{order
transition, while the antiferrom agnetic transition at Ty (the solid line) is a second{order one.
T he lines are guides for the eyes.

further consideration, since it issub ct to uctuations and renom alized to a an aller
value. To com pare w ith the value at low tem peratures In experin ent, we now show
that quantum uctuations are very large In frustrated pyrochlore lattice, particularly
when the third {neighbor exchange coupling Js is an all, and the reduction of the
m om ent is prom nent.
Let us consider the H eisenberg m odel,
X X
Hopn= JizSi  $+ J3 Si S (4-17)
hiji Hnijii

and calculate the m om ent reduction at zero tem perature by using the lnhearized
son{wave theory. Here, the st sum is taken over nearest{neighbor pairs, and the
exchange constant is Ji5 = Jyxy Or Jij = Jyzzx depending on the bond direction due
to the underlying orbital ordering in Fig. 19@). J3 is the third {neighbor exchange
coupling, shown in Fig. 8 (o). N ote that Jyxy J3 are both antiferrom agnetic, while
Jyz;zx 1S ferrom agnetic and Jy,;,x 3 Jxy. Our calculations ollow a standard pro-
cedure and the only special point In the calculations is a frustrated geom etry of
pyrochlore lattice and the anisotropic pattem of exchange couplings. T he starting
classical state is the one determm ined In the previous section and shown in Fig.19 ().
The m agnetic unit cell has eight spins and we choose a pair of neighboring two
tetrahedra (See Fig. 21). Quantum spin uctuations around classical valies are
represented by the H olstein {P rim ako transform ation in term s of boson operators.
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Fig.21. M agnetic uni cell in the spin ordered phase.

A fter inserting this for the H eisenbergm odel (4-17), we keep term s up to bilinear in
boson operators and neglect higher{order term s. This bilinear boson Ham iltonian
contains temm s of boson {pair creation and annihilation and i is diagonalized by a
Bogoliibov transform ation. New boson operators de ned in the Bogoliibov trans—
form ation describbe m agnetic excitations from the renom alized ground state. The
m om ent reduction is represented by energy dispersion of these elem entary excita—
tions and m atrix elem ents w ith originalbosons introduced in the H olstein {P rin ako
transform ation, and is calculated in thisway.

W e show them om ent reduction S in Fig.22 asa function ofthe third {neighbor
exchange coupling J3. Here, we use Jyy = 1 along the xy chains and Jy;;,x =  0:
along the yz or zx chains. T he renom alized size of static m agnetic m om ent is then
gven asM s = g 5 (S S), where g and  are g{factor and Bohr m agneton,
respectively, and we set an ordiary value g= 2, since the orbitalm agnetic m om ent
isnow quenched. A sJ; decreases, S grow sand divergesslow Iy in theJ s ! 0 lim it.
W e show that this divergence is logarithm ic In the follow Ing.

An essential pont is the presence of zero m odes at J3=0. W e show the dis—
persion relation of the lowest m agnon m ode along sym m etric axes in the B rillouin
zone at J3 = 0 and 0:02 in Fig. 23. The m agnon energy vanishes in two planes of
ky = ky and ky = k as indicated in Fig. 23 @). T herefore, the m agnon dispersion
is one{dim ensional at J3 = 0 In this sense. A s we discussed in a previous section,
chains In the xy planes have large antiferrom agnetic interchain couplings (Jxy) and
these one{din ensional chains are weakly coupled w ith other chains In adgpcent xy
planes. D egpite the presence of the weak ferrom agnetic interplane couplings (Jyz;zx )/
m agnons do not propagate along the z direction when ky, = k. Each spin In Xy
chain is connected to two spins In a chain In an adpcent xy plane. Q uantum inter—
ference of the two neighbor spins com plktely suppresses the propagation ofm agnon
at these wavevectors, and this is also a m anifestation of geom etrical frustration ef-
fects of pyrochlore Jattice. In the vicinity ofky =  k, planes, the m agnons of the
lowest m ode have a linear dispersion of energy, !y / J kJj where j kjis the dis-
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Fig.22. M om ent reduction as a function of Jsz.

2.0 + + + + +—t + + 2.0

(a) J3=0 i

1 15

T 1.0

0.5 4 05

0.0 ; t } 0.0 : t t } ; }
000 | (o) | (e (00m | (nm | (00.0) | (en0) | (erm (0009 | (e
(2m,0,0) (0,0,0) (0,0,0) (2m0,m (0,0,m) (21,0,0) (0,0,0) (0,0,0) (20, (0,0,m)

(kx.ky.kz) (kx.Ky,kz)

Fig.23. The lowest magnon mode at (@) J3 = 0 and () J3 = 0:02.

tance from the plane of ky, = k,. This leads to a logarithm ic divergence in the
m om ent reduction, S / log (System Size). W hen the third{neighbor coupling J 3
is sw itched on, the zero m odes acquire a nite energy that is proportionalto J3 as
shown In Fig. 23 o). T herefore, the logarithm ic divergence is cut o at this energy
scale, resulting in S log (1=J3). From Fig. 22, for realistic value of J3 = 0:02J,
the m om ent reduction becomes S 0:5. This kads to a lJargely reduced staggered
momentM g 1[g ], which is consistent w ith experin ental results!?
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x5. D iscussion

51. E ectof rhtivistic spin {orbit coupling

T hus far, we neglected relativistic spin {orbit coupling, and em ployed the m odel
that describes an interplay between the soin {orbital superexchange interactions and
the cooperative Jahn {Teller coupling of tetragonal sym m etry. W e showed that the
m odel successfiilly explainsm any experin ental results of therm odynam ic properties
In vanadium spinel oxides. A fter our works, there have been com plem ental studies
w hich theoretically exam ine e ects of the relativistic soin {orbit coupling. Here, we
brie y discuss about them in com parison w ith our work.

T chemyshyov proposed a m odel assum ing the dom Inant role of the relativistic
spin{orbit coupling!® In his model, an e ective angular m om entum L O with the
magniudeL 0= 1 is introduced to descrbe (tzg)2 con gurations. T he orbitalangular
momentum is given by L = LO,andooup]estotheS= 1 spin S at each site
antiferrom agnetically, and consequently, the total m om entum J%°= 1.%+ s wih
the m agnitude J° = 2 is a conserved, good quantum number in the system . The
low est energy state isthe J%= 2 quintuplet. W hen the Jahn{Tellere ect is ncluded
as a perturbation, a degeneracy rem ains partially in this m anifold: The ground
state energy is the sam e between JS = 0 state w ith an elongation oftetrahedron and
JS = 2 statesw ith a com pression oftetrahedron. M oreover, this degeneracy cannot
be lifted even when the superexchange interactions are included. Consequently,
the m odel fails to reproduce by itself the soin and orbial ordered state observed
In experim ents. By putting as an nput the experim ental fact that the m agnetic
ordering takes place, the m odel predicts the ground state with JS = 2 and a
com pression of tetrahedron.

T he orbial ordering predicted in this way is di erent from our result. In T ch—-
emyshyov’s m odel, the orbial occupation becom es uniform in space, that is, at all
sites

1
Mai= Mpi= 2; Mmais 1: 6-1)

The orbital state is a com plex one, #,, idyi at all sites. O n the other hand, our
m odel predicts the A {type orbital ordering w ith a staggered occupation of d,, and
d,x orbitals In the z direction as shown in Fig.19@). A spointed out n Ref. 16), the
crystal sym m etry is di erent between these two orbital states. T he A {type ordering
In Fig.19(@) breaksm irror re ections in (110) and (110) planes as well as diam ond
glides in (100) and (010) planes, on the other hand, the uniform ordering in Eqg. (5-1)
preserves these sym m etries.

E xperin entally, the lattice symm etry below the structural transition tem pera-
ture hasnotbeen com pletely determ Ined yet. X {ray scattering resuls forpolycrystal
sam ples suggest the persistence of the m irror and glide sym m etry at the low tem —
perature phase!”"® On the contrary, recent synchrotron X {ray data for a shglk
crystal sam ple suggest a breaking of the glide sym m etry although they cannot de-
cide whether the m irror symm etry is broken or notl!? This controversy probably
com es from a sm all electron {phonon coupling in this tpy system . In order to settle
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the theoretical controversy, sophisticated experin ents w ith Jarge single crystals are
highly desired.

Another m odel has been proposed by D iM atteo et al'® The m odel takes into
account the spin{orbial superexchange interaction and the relativistic soin{orbit
coupling on an equal footing. M ean{ eld analysis was applied to cbtain the ground
state. In the absence of the relativistic spin{orbit coupling, the ground state is
the one shown in Fig. 5(p) for nite Hund’s{rule coupling > 0 as discussed In
Sec. 32. W hen the relativistic spin{orbi coupling is tumed on, the orbial state
changes into a highly antisym m etric one (four sites In tetrahedron unit cell take
di erent orbital states Including both real and com plex ones) w ith kesping the 3{
up and l{down spin con guration. Finally, for m oderate valies of the relativistic
son{orbit coupling, the ground state show s a transition into the soin and orbial
ordered state which is com patble with T chemyshyov’s prediction by assum ing the
dom nant relativistic soin {orbit coupling. In this sense, this study m ay interpolate
our m odel and the T chemyshyov’s m odel. In their treatm ent, however, the Jahn {
Teller coupling is com plktely neglected. As we have seen In Sec. 4.1, the mean{

eld ground states are drastically changed by the e ects of the Jahn {Teller lattice
distortion. It is interesting to investigate w ith incliding the cooperative aspect of
the lattice distortions.

52. D irection ofm agnetic m om ent

E xperin entally, the spontaneous m agnetic m om ent appears along the z direc—
tion. This is naturally explained by the scenario based on the relativistic spin{orbit
coupling In the previous section as follow s. The com plex orbital state ¥, id .1
has a nite matrix elem ent of the z com ponent of orbital angular m om entum L .
T his aligns the m agnetic m om ent along the z direction through the spin{orbi cou—
pling. On the other hand, the spin part of our m odel is com pletely isotropic, and
no direction is preferred for spin ordering. T herefore, one needs to introduce a pro—
cess w ith soin anisotropy to explain the observed soin direction. Here, we discuss
that the direction ofm om ent is reproduced by ourm odelw hen we include quantum

uctuations in the orbial sector as well as the relativistic spin{oroit coupling n a
perturbative w ay.

A s descrbed In Sec. 3.1, the orbial part of our m odel is com pltely classical,
three{state clock type interaction, because we take into acoount the dom inant -
bond transfers only. If we include sn all contributions from and -type transfer
Integrals, the orbital Interaction is no longer classical, that is, contains anall o {
diagonal exchange interactions. This should lad to quantum uctuations In the
orbital sector. O ur results in Sec. 4 showed that dy, orbital is Jowered and occupied
at every site, and that d,, and d,x orbitals are altematively occupied as long asthe
contribbution is dom inant. Under this situation, we expect that the orbial quantum
nature, com ing from small and contrbutions, leads to uctuations between d,,
and d,x orbitals dom nantly. This d,,{d,x uctuation gives rise to a nite m atrix
elem ent of L ,. A sm entioned above, L couples to the spin S antiferrom agnetically
once we consider a nite relativistic spin {orbit coupling, and therefore, the induced
L, com ponent aligns the m agnetic m om ent in the z direction.
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53. W eakly-coupked S = 1 chains | Haldane gap?

A sdiscussed In Sec. 4, the orbital ordering reduces the m agnetic frustration in
ourm odel. Below the orbital ordering tem perature, antiferrom agnetic correlations
develop along the xy chains, and the coupling is frustrated between neighboring
chains. Henoe, the systam can be regarded as weakly{coupled S = 1 spin chains
under orbial ordering. It is well known that the ground state of antiferrom agnetic
S = 1 chan is spin{singlkt, and a gap opensbetw een the ground state and the lowest
trip let excitation | the so{called H aldane gap 2% T his ispurely quantum m echanical
e ect, and hence it isbeyond our present theory by m ean{ eld argum ent and M onte
Carlo sim ulation to exam ine the possibility of Haldane gap. E xperim entally, vana—
diim oxides exhibit m agnetically-ordered ground state, not the spin-singlet state,
and we here address this issue In the light of our results and m ake som e ram arks.

Tt isknown that the H aldane gap is fragile against the Interchain couplings. For
exam ple, when antiferrom agnetic S = 1 chains are connected to form of a sinpl
cubic lattice structure, the critical value of the interchain exchange coupling is esti-
m ated at 2 $ of the ntrachain exchange coupling??) In our pyrochlore system ,
the relevant interchain coupling is the third {neighbor exchange J3 n Fig. 8@). The
coupling J3 constitutes a com plicated three-dim ensional netw ork w ithout any frus-
tration am ong the chains. In addition, the neighboring xy chains are coupled by
weak ferrom agnetic coupling as well as second {neighbor coupling although they are
frustrated due to the pyrochlore geom etry. W e expect for realistic param eter regin e
that the H aldane gap state is unstable against these interchain couplings.

On the other hand, as shown in the phase diagram in Fig. 20, the transition
tem perature for the m agnetic ordering decreases rapidly as J3, and becom es zero in
the Im it ofJ3 w ithin our classicalm odel. T his In plies that once all farther{neighbor
couplings are irrelevant, a com petition occursbetw een the longrange m agnetic order
and the quantum Haldane gap form ation, leading to a quantum critical point. T his
Interesting problem is keft for further study.

x6. Summ ary

In this paper we have reviewed our recent studies on the geom etrically frus—
trated system s, vanadiuim spinel oxides AV ,0 4 with divalent A {site cations. These
are soin {1 antiferrom agnets on the frustrated pyrochlore netw ork of vanadim sites.
W e have em ployed an exchange m odelofelectron spin and orbital degrees of freedom
w ith Including coupling to Jahn{Teller lattice distortion. By using m ean{ eld ap—
proach and num erical calculations, we have shown that thism odel can describe two
phase transitions in this system . T he structural transition at a higher tem perature
is ascribbed to orbital ordering acocom panied by lattice distortion. T he orbital order—
Ing leads to an spatially anisotropic pattem of spin exchange couplings. G eom etrical
frustration of spins is thus relaxed, and this lnduces a m agnetic transition. Spin con—

guration In them agnetic phase was determ ined and we found that it agreesw ith the
one observed by neutron scattering experin ents. It was also found that the third{
neighbor spin exchange couplings are In portant to determ ine the soin con guration
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and the m agnetic transition tem perature. A realistic value of the third {neighbor
coupling gives a size of the m agnetic m om ent and a transition tem perature, both of
which are quite well In agreem ent w ith the experin ental values. T hese sam iquan-—
titatively good agreem ents w ith experin ental resuls support our choice of m odel
Ham itonian and also our picture of the two transitions. A few points, however,
ram aln to be Investigated in m ore details. O ne is m ore system atic analysis of the
Jahn{Teller e ects. So far, we have considered only uniform m odes of lattice dis—
tortion, experin entally observed ones, but it is in portant to check that the uniform
m ode is the m ost unstable one. A nother point is m ore quantitative analysis of the
e ects of transverse orbital uctuations. T hese are Introduced by electron hoppings
In {and {bonds.Theoritalpartofthee ective exchangem odelrem ains strongly
anisotropic of three{state P otts type even w ith lncluding transverse orbialcouplings,
but i is interesting to investigate the e ects of these couplings. T he transverse cou—
plings Induce orbital angular m om entum , and therefore the relativistic spin{orbit
coupling m ay show interesting e ects.
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