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The tem perature dependenceand anisotropy ofopticalspectralweightsassociated with di�erent
m ultiplettransitionsisdeterm ined bythespin and orbitalcorrelations.Toprovideasystem aticbasis
to exploit this close relationship between m agnetism and opticalspectra,we present and analyze
the spin-orbitalsuperexchange m odels for a series ofrepresentative orbital-degenerate transition
m etaloxides with di�erent m ultiplet structure. For each case we derive the m agnetic exchange
constants, which determ ine the spin wave dispersions, as well as the partial optical sum rules.
The m agnetic and opticalproperties ofearly transition m etaloxides with degenerate t2g orbitals
(titanatesand vanadateswith perovskite structure)are shown to depend only on two param eters,
viz. the superexchange energy J and the ratio � ofHund’sexchange to the intraorbitalCoulom b
interaction,and on theactualorbitalstate.In eg system sim portantcorrectionsfollow from charge
transferexcitations,and weshow thatKCuF3 can beclassi�ed asa charge transferinsulator,while
LaM nO 3 is a M ott insulator with m oderate charge transfer contributions. In som e cases orbital

uctuationsare quenched and decoupling ofspin and orbitaldegreesoffreedom with static orbital
order gives satisfactory results for the optical weights. O n the exam ple of cubic vanadates we
describe a case where the fullquantum spin-orbitalphysicsm ustbe considered. Thusinform ation
on opticalexcitations,their energies,tem perature dependence and anisotropy,com bined with the
results ofm agnetic neutron scattering experim ents,provides an im portant consistency test ofthe
spin-orbitalm odels,and indicateswhetherorbitaland/orspin 
uctuationsareim portantin a given
com pound.[Published in: Phys. Rev. B 72,214431 (2005).]

PACS num bers:75.30.Et,78.20.-e,71.27.+ a,75.10.-b

I. SU P ER EX C H A N G E A N D O P T IC A L

EX C ITA T IO N S A T O R B ITA L D EG EN ER A C Y

The physicalproperties ofM ott (or charge transfer)
insulatorsaredom inated by largeon-siteCoulom b inter-
actions / U which suppress charge 
uctuations. Q uite
generally,the Coulom b interactions lead then to strong
electron correlations which frequently involve orbitally
degeneratestates,such as3d (or4d)statesin transition
m etal com pounds, and are responsible for quite com -
plex behavior with often puzzling transport and m ag-
netic properties.1 The theoreticalunderstanding ofthis
classofcom pounds,with the colossalm agnetoresistance
(CM R)m anganitesasa prom inentexam ple,2,3 hassub-
stantially advanced overthelastdecade,4 afteritbecam e
clearthatorbitaldegreesoffreedom play acrucialrolein
these m aterialsand have to be treated on equalfooting
with theelectron spins,which hasled to a rapidly devel-
oping �eld | orbitalphysics.5 Due to the strong onsite
Coulom b repulsion,charge 
uctuations in the undoped
parent com pounds are alm ost entirely suppressed,and
an adequate description ofthese strongly correlated in-
sulatorsappearspossiblein term sofsuperexchange.6 At

orbitaldegeneracy thesuperexchangeinteractionshavea
ratherrich structure,represented by the so-called spin-
orbitalm odels,discovered three decadesago,7,8 and ex-
tensively studied in recentyears.9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18

Although this �eld is already quite m ature,and the
�rst textbooks have already appeared,3,4,19 it has been
realized only recently that the m agnetic and the opti-

cal properties ofsuch correlated insulators with partly
�lled d orbitalsare intim ately related to each other,be-
ingjustdi�erentexperim entalm anifestationsofthesam e
underlyingspin-orbitalphysics.20,21 W hileitisclearthat
the low-energy e�ective superexchange Ham iltonian de-
cides about the m agnetic interactions,it is not im m e-
diately obvious that the high-energy opticalexcitations
and theirpartialsum ruleshavethesam erootsand m ay
be described by the superexchange aswell. In fact,this
interrelation between them agneticand theopticalprop-
ertiesm akesitnecessaryto reanalyzethespin-orbitalsu-
perexchangem odels,and toextractfrom them im portant
constraintsim posed by thetheory on thesystem param -
eters.W ewillshow thatalso theoppositeholds| som e
generalrules apply for the m agnetic interactions in the
correlated insulatorswith degenerate(oralm ostdegener-
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ate)orbitals,and therefore the m agnetic m easurem ents
im pose constraintson any realistic theory. Atthe sam e
tim e,we shallarguethatsuch experim entsprovide very
usefulinform ation concerningtheorbitalorder(O O )and
the strength of quantum 
uctuations in a given com -
pound,which can next be em ployed to interpret other
experim ents,including the opticalspectroscopy.

Thephenom ena discussed in thepresentpapergo well
beyond the m ore fam iliar situation ofa M ott insulator
without orbitaldegeneracy,or when the orbitaldegen-
eracy is lifted by strong Jahn-Teller(JT) distortionsas
forexam plein thehigh Tc cupratesuperconductors.In a
M ottinsulatortheopticalconductivity ispurely incoher-
ent,and the opticalresponse isfound atenergieswhich
exceed theopticalgap.W hen orbitaldegreesoffreedom
areabsent,the opticalgap isdeterm ined by theintraor-
bitalCoulom b interaction elem entU .Naively,onem ight
expectthatthehigh-energy chargeexcitationsatenergy
� U ,which contributetotheopticalintensities,areunre-
lated to the low-energy m agnetic phenom ena. However,
both energy scalesareintim ately related asthesuperex-
change follows from the sam e charge excitations which
aredetected by theopticalspectroscopy.Theprom inent
exam ple ofthisbehavioristhe nondegenerate Hubbard
m odel,where the virtualhigh-energy excitations deter-
m inethesuperexchange6 energy J | itdecides,together
with spin correlations,about the spectralweightofthe
upperHubbard band athalf-�lling.22,23 W hen tem pera-
ture increasesto an energy scale � J,the spin correla-
tions are m odi�ed and the totalspectralweight in the
opticalspectroscopy followsthese changes.24

The superexchange m odels for transition m etalper-
ovskites with partly �lled degenerate orbitals have a
m ore com plex structure than fornondegenerate orbitals
and allow both forantiferrom agnetic(AF)and forferro-
m agnetic(FM )superexchange.7,8 Thesedi�erentcontri-
butions to the superexchange result from the m ultiplet
structureofexcited transition m etalionswhich depends
on the Hund’s exchange JH and generates a com peti-
tion between high-spin and low-spin excitations.Theex-
changeinteractionsarethen intrinsically frustrated even
on a cubic lattice,which enhancesquantum e�ectsboth
foreg,9,10,11 and fort2g system s.15,16 Thisfrustration is
partly rem oved in anisotropic AF phases,which break
the cubic sym m etry and e�ectively m ay lead to dim en-
sionality changes,such asin A-typeAF phaserealized in
LaM nO 3,orin C -typeAF phasein LaVO 3.

W hile rather advanced m any-body treatm ent of the
quantum physics characteristic for spin-orbitalm odels
is required in general,we want to present here certain
sim ple principleswhich help to understand the heartof
the problem and give sim ple guidelines for interpreting
experim entsand �nding relevantphysicalparam etersof
the spin-orbitalm odelsofundoped cubic insulators.W e
willarguethatsuch an approachbased upon classicalO O
is welljusti�ed in m any known cases,as quantum phe-
nom ena areoften quenched by theJahn-Teller(JT)cou-
pling between orbitalsand the lattice distortions,which

arepresentbelow structuralphasetransitionsand induce
O O both in spin-disordered and in spin-ordered phases.25

However,we willalso discussthe prom inentexam ple of
LaVO 3,where assum ing perfectO O orattem pts to de-
couple spin and orbital
uctuations,26 failin a spectac-
ular way and give no m ore than a qualitative insight
into certain lim iting cases. Signi�cant corrections due
to quantum phenom ena that go beyond such sim pli�ed
approaches are then necessary for a m ore quantitative
understanding.

In the correlated insulators with partly occupied de-
generate orbitalsnotonly the structure ofthe superex-
change is com plex, but also the optical spectra ex-
hibit strong anisotropy and tem perature dependence
nearthe m agnetictransitions,asfound in LaM nO 3,27,28

the cubic vanadates LaVO 3 and YVO 3,29,30 and in the
ruthenates.31 In allthesesystem sseveralexcitationscon-
tribute to the excitation spectra,so one m ay ask how
thespectralweightredistributesbetween individualsub-
bands originating from these excitations. The spectral
weightdistribution isin generalanisotropicalreadywhen
O O setsin and breaksthecubicsym m etry,buteven m ore
sowhen A-typeorC -typeAF spin orderoccursbelow the
N�eeltem perature.

The e�ective spin-orbitalm odels oftransition m etal
oxideswith partly �lled degenerate orbitalsdepend in a
characteristic way upon those aspects ofthe electronic
structure which decide whether a given strongly corre-
lated system can beclassi�ed asa M ottinsulatororasa
chargetransfer(CT)insulator.Assuggested in theorig-
inalclassi�cation ofZaanen,Sawatzky and Allen,32 the
energy ofthed� p CT excitation � hasto becom pared
with the Coulom b interaction U | ifU < �,the �rst
excitation isata transition m etalion and thesystem isa
M ottinsulator,otherwise itisa CT insulator.Both are
strongly correlated insulators,yetin onelim itthe dom i-
nantvirtualexcitationsareofd� d type,whereasin the
other lim it they are ofp � d type. O ne m ay consider
thisissue m ore precisely by analyzing the fullm ultiplet
structure, and com paring the lowest excitation energy
(to a high-spin con�guration)ata transition m etalion,
"H S = U � 3JH ,with that ofthe lowest CT excitation
(ofenergy �)between a transition m etalion and a ligand
ion.33 Thus we argue that one can regard a given per-
ovskiteasa charge transferinsulator if"H S > �,and as
aM ott-Hubbard insulator if"H S < �.By analyzingthese
param etersithasbeen suggested thatthelatetransition
m etaloxidesm ay be classi�ed asCT insulators.1 In this
case im portant new contributions to the superexchange
arise,34,35,36 called below � (chargetransfer)term s,aswe
shalldiscussfortwo eg system s:KCuF3 and LaM nO 3.

A centralaim ofthispaperistoproviderelatively sim -
pleexpressionsforthem agneticexchangeconstantsand
fortheopticalspectralweightsthatcan beused byexper-
im entaliststo analyzeand com paretheirspin wavedata
with opticaldata.W hilethe fullspin-orbitalm odelsare
rathercom plex,they areneverthelesscontrolled by only
very few physicalparam eters:(i)thesuperexchangecon-
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stantJ,(ii)thenorm alized Hund’sexchange�,and (iii)
the chargetransferparam eterR.Therearetwo distinct
waysto determ ine these e�ective param eters: either (i)
from theoriginalm ultiband Hubbard m odel,or(ii)from
experim entalspin wave and/or opticaldata. Here the
second approach isofparticularinterestbecause the si-
m ultaneousanalysisofm agnetism and opticsprovidesa
subtle testofthe underlying m odel.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we in-

troduce the generic structure ofthe low-energy e�ective
Ham iltonian in a correlated insulator with orbitalde-
generacy,and discussitsconnection with the opticalex-
citations at high-energy. This generalform ulation pro-
vides the im portant subdivision ofa given spin-orbital
m odelwhich is necessary to obtain the partialspectral
weights for individualm ultiplet transitions. In the re-
m aining part ofthe paper we concentrate on som e se-
lected cubic perovskitesand dem onstrate thatthisgen-
eralform ulation allowsone to arrive at a consistentin-
terpretation ofthe m agnetic and opticalexperim entsin
these correlated insulators using the superexchange in-
teractions(Secs. III-VI),and to deduce the param eters
relevantforthetheoreticalm odelfrom theexperim ental
data,whereeveravailable.W e startin Sec. IIIwith the
sim plest spin-orbitalm odelfor eg holes in KCuF3,and
dem onstratethatthissystem isin the CT regim ewhich
changesthe com m only used picture ofsuperexchangein
this system in a qualitative way. Next we present and
analyze the spin-orbitalm odelwith eg orbitaldegrees
offreedom forthe undoped m anganite LaM nO 3 in Sec.
IV.Here we show that in this case m uch sm aller con-
tributions arise from the CT processes,and the system
is already in the M ott-Hubbard regim e ofparam eters,
which explainstheearliersuccessofa sim pli�ed e�ective
m odelbased entirely on d� d excitationsand su�cient
fora sem iquantitative understanding. Thisjusti�esour
approach to the early transition m etalperovskiteswith
t2g degreesoffreedom ,titanatesin Sec.V and vanadates
in Sec. VI,which we treatasM ott-Hubbard insulators.
Forallthese system swe analyze the m agnetic exchange
interactionsand the opticalspectralweights,depending
on thenatureofthespin correlationsin theground state.
The paperisconcluded in Sec.VII,where we provide a
coherentview on the m agnetic and the opticalphenom -
ena and sum m arize the experim entalconstraintson the
m odelparam eters.

II. G EN ER A L FO R M A LISM

W e consider here e�ective m odels with hopping ele-
m entsbetween transition m etalions,

H 0 =
X

i��

"i�ni�� +
X

ij;�6= �;�

ti�;j� a
y

i�� aj�� : (2.1)

Here"i� areorbitalenergies,and ti�;j� aree�ectivehop-
ping elem entsvia ligand orbitals| they depend on the
type ofconsidered orbitalsasdiscussed in Refs. 37 and

38.Theenergy scaleforthehopping issetby thelargest
hopping elem entt: the (dd�)elem entin case ofeg sys-
tem s,and the(dd�)elem entwhen only � bondsarecon-
sidered in system s with degenerate and partly �lled t2g

orbitals. For noninteracting electrons the Ham iltonian
H 0 would lead totight-bindingbands,butin aM ottinsu-
latorthe largeCoulom b interaction U suppressescharge
excitationsin the regim eofU � t,and the hopping ele-
m entscan only contributeviavirtualexcitations,leading
to the superexchange.
Thesuperexchangein the3dcubicsystem swith orbital

degeneracy is described by spin-orbitalm odels, where
both degreesoffreedom arecoupled and theorbitalstate
(ordered or 
uctuating) determ ines the spin structure
and excitations,and vice versa. The num ericaland an-
alyticalstructure ofthese m odels represents a fascinat-
ing challenge in the theory,asitism uch m ore com plex
than thatofpure spin m odels. The spin-orbitalm odels
have been derived before in severalcases,and we refer
for these derivations to the originalliterature.11,13,15,16

They describe in low energy regim e the consequencesof
virtualchargeexcitationsbetween two neighboring tran-
sition m etalions,dmi d

m
j
*) d

m + 1

i
d
m �1
j

,which involvean
increaseofenergy duetotheCoulom b interactions.Such
transitionsare m ediated by the ligand orbitalsbetween
the two ions and have the sam e roots as the superex-
changein a M ottinsulatorwith nondegenerateorbitals6

at U � t | thus the resulting superexchange interac-
tions willbe called U term s. The essentialdi�erence
which m akesitnecessary to analyzetheexcitation ener-
giesin each caseseparately iscaused by theexistenceof
severaldi�erent excitations. Their energies have to be
determ ined �rstby analyzing theeigenstatesofthelocal
Coulom b interactions,

H int = U
X

i�

ni�" ni�# +
X

i;�< �

�

U�� �
1

2
J��

�

ni�ni�

+
X

i;�< �

J��

�

d
y

i�"
d
y

i�#
di�#di�" + d

y

i�"
d
y

i�#
di�# di�"

�

� 2
X

i;�< �

J�� Si� � Si�; (2.2)

with �� = � �,which in the generalcase depend on the
three Racah param eters A,B and C ,39 which m ay be
derived from som ewhat screened atom ic values. W hile
the intraorbitalCoulom b elem ent

U = A + 4B + 3C; (2.3)

is identicalfor all3d orbitals,the interorbitalCoulom b
and exchangeelem ents,U�� and J�� ,areanisotropicand
depend on the involved pair of orbitals; the values of
J�� are given in Table I. The Coulom b and exchange
elem ents are related to the intraorbitalelem ent U by a
relation which guarantees the invariance ofinteractions
in the orbitalspace,

U = U�� + 2J�� : (2.4)
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In caseswhereonly theorbitalsofonetype(eg ort2g)
are partly �lled,however,ase.g.in the titanates,vana-
dates,orcopper
uorides,allrelevantexchangeelem ents
J�� are the sam e (see Table I)and one m ay use a sim -
pli�ed form ofonsiteinteractions,40

H
(0)

int = U
X

i�

ni�" ni�# +
�

U �
5

2
JH

� X

i;�< �

ni�ni�

+ JH

X

i;�< �

�

d
y

i�"
d
y

i�#
di�#di�" + d

y

i�"
d
y

i�#
di�# di�"

�

� 2JH
X

i;�< �

Si� � Si�: (2.5)

with only two param eters:theCoulom b elem entU (2.3)
and a Hund’s exchange elem ent JH ,being 4B + C for
eg and 3B + C for t2g system s,respectively. W e em -
phasize thatin the generalcase when both types ofor-
bitals are partly �lled (as in the m anganites) and both
thus participate in charge excitations,the Ham iltonian
(2.5) is only approxim ate,and the fullexcitation spec-
tra ofthe transition m etalions39 which follow from Eq.
(2.2)haveto beused instead.A few exam plesofspectra
fordmi d

m
j
*) d

m + 1

i d
m �1
j charge excitationsattransition

m etalionsare shown in Fig. 1. Asa universalfeature,
the high-spin excitation is found at energy U � 3JH in
allcases,provided thatJH isunderstood asHund’sex-
changeforthatpartly �lled m anifold (eg ort2g)ofdegen-
erate d orbitalswhich participate in charge excitations.
Thestructureoftheexcited statesdependson thepartly
occupied orbitals41 and on the actualvalence m | the
distance between the high-spin and low-spin excitations
increaseswith the num berofelectronsform � 5 (holes
form > 5).

At orbitaldegeneracy the superexchange which con-
nects ions at sites iand j along the bond hiji involves
orbitaloperators which depend on the bond direction.
Therefore,weintroducetheindex 
 = a;b;cto labelthe
three a priori equivalent directions in a cubic crystal.
In orderto analyze the consequencesofeach individual
chargeexcitationn thatcontributestothesuperexchange
in a given transition m etalcom pound with degenerated
orbitals,we shalluse below a generalway ofwriting the
e�ective low-energy Ham iltonian as a superposition of

TABLE I: O n-site interorbitalexchange elem entsJ�� for3d
orbitals as functions ofthe Racah param eters B and C (for
m ore detailssee Ref.39).

orbital xy yz zx x
2
� y

2 3z2� r
2

xy 0 3B + C 3B + C C 4B + C

yz 3B + C 0 3B + C 3B + C B + C

zx 3B + C 3B + C 0 3B + C B + C

x
2
� y

2
C 3B + C 3B + C 0 4B + C

3z2� r
2 4B + C B + C B + C 4B + C 0

3A2

1A

2
d

A6

A4

E

A2
4

U-3J
H

U-J H

U

H

(a)

T1
3

2 E,T 1

A1
2T2

2E1,T2

d
8

d
5

1
E4

2A4

1

1

1

1

3
d

U-J
H

U-3J H

H

1

H
U+3J

U+J

U+2J

(b)

FIG .1: Energies ofdmi d
m
j ! d

m + 1

i
d
m �1
j

charge excitations
in selected cubic transition m etaloxides, as obtained from
Eq.(2.5)for:(a)eg excitationsofCu3+ (d8)and M n2+ (d5)
ions [in the d

5 case the spectrum 41 was obtained from Eq.
(2.2)];(b)t2g excitationsofTi2+ (d2)and V 2+ (d3)ions.The
splittingsbetween di�erentstatesaredueto Hund’sexchange
elem entJH which refers to a pairofeg electrons in (a),and
to a pairoft2g electronsin (b),respectively.

such individualterm son each bond hiji,

H U =
X

n

X

hijik


H
(
)
n (ij); (2.6)

with the energy unit [absorbed in individual H (
)
n (ij)

term s]given by the superexchangeconstant,

J =
4t2

U
: (2.7)

Itfollowsfrom d� d chargeexcitationswith an e�ective
hopping elem enttbetween transition m etalions,and is
thesam easthatobtained in a M ottinsulatorwith non-
degenerate orbitals in the regim e ofU � t.6 W hile U
isthe uniquely de�ned on-site intraorbitalCoulom b ele-
m ent (2.3),increasing upon going from Tito Cu along
thetransition m etalseries,42,43 thede�nition ofthehop-
pingtbetween twonearestneighbortransition m etalions
dependson thesystem .38 Ifdegenerateeg orbitalsarein-
volved,itisthe e�ective(dd�)hopping elem entfora �-
bond which involvesp� orbitalson theinterveningligand
ion (e.g.forthehoppingbetween twodirectional3z2� r2

statesalongthecaxis),whileforthesystem swith degen-
eratet2g orbitalsitstandsforthee�ective(dd�)hopping
elem entdueto � bondswhich involvep� orbitalson the
ligand ion.
In the superexchange Ham iltonian Eq. (2.6)the con-

tributions which originate from allpossible virtualex-
citations dmi d

m
j

*) d
m + 1

i d
m �1
j just add up to the total

superexchangeinteraction,in which theindividualterm s
cannot be distinguished. Yet each ofthese excitations
involvesa di�erentstate in the m ultipletstructure ofat
leastone ofthe transition m etalions,i.e.,either in the
dm + 1 orin thedm �1 con�guration orin both,depending
on theactualprocessand on thevalueofm .Aspointed
outelsewhere,20 the sam e charge excitations contribute
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to the opticalconductivity,and herethey appearatdis-
tinct energies,thus revealing the m ultiplet structure of
theexcited transition m etalions.M oreover,they convey
a rich and characteristic tem perature dependence to the
opticalspectrum ,determ ined by the tem perature varia-
tion ofthespin-spin and orbital-orbitalcorrelations.W e
em phasize that it is therefore im portant to analyze the
variousm ultipletexcitationsseparately,asthey depend
on thesecorrelationsin adi�erentway,and willalsocon-
tributetoaquitedi�erenttem peraturedependence,aswe
show in thispaperon severalexam ples.
Aswewillseein m oredetailbelow,the genericstruc-

ture ofeach such individualcontribution is for a bond
hijigiven by

H
(
)
n (ij) = (an + bn ~Si�~Sj)Q

(
)
n (~�i;~�j)

= anQ
(
)
n (~�i;~�j)

+ bn Q
(
)
n (~�i;~�j)~Si�~Sj; (2.8)

wheretheorbitaldependenceofthesuperexchangeisde-
scribed by m eans of orbitalprojection operators Q (
)

n

which are expressed in term s ofcom ponents oforbital
pseudospin T = 1=2 operators at sites i and j. The
coe�cients an and bn, which m easure the strength of
the purely orbitalpartand ofthe spin-and-orbitalpart
ofthe superexchange,respectively,follow from second-
orderperturbation theory involvingthechargeexcitation
n.In thepresentcaseofperovskites,wherethebond be-
tween two transition m etalions through the ligand ion
(F or O ) connecting them is close to linear (180�),the
coe�cientsan and bn are ofsim ilarm agnitude (in con-
trastto the situation in layered com poundslike LiNiO 2

with 90� bonds where the purely orbitalinteraction is
stronger by an order ofm agnitude than the spin-and-
orbitalinteraction44).
Here we consider system s having cubic sym m etry at

high tem perature. Yetatlow tem perature this sym m e-
try isfrequently spontaneously broken | usually driven
by the jointe�ectof(i)the orbitalpartofthe superex-
changeinteraction,and (ii)the JT coupling ofthe sam e
degenerate(and thereforeJT active)3dorbitalstolattice
m odes.Theresultisthe sim ultaneousonsetofa m acro-
scopiclatticedistortion and ofO O ,i.e.,a cooperativeJT
e�ect.Attem peratureswellbelow thetransition tem per-
ature Ts ofthis com bined structuraland orbitalphase
transition,the O O is e�ectively frozen. The rem aining
superexchange interactionsbetween the spins m ay then
beobtained by replacingtheorbitalprojection operators
in Eq.(2.6)by theirexpectation values,

Q
(
)
n (~�i;~�j)� ! hQ(
)n (~�i;~�j)i= Q

(
)
n (h~�ii;h~�ji): (2.9)

O bviously, this leads to anisotropic m agnetic interac-
tions,

H s = J
X

n

X

hijik


bn hQ
(
)
n i~Si�~Sj; (2.10)

which willin generalinduce a further m agnetic phase
transition at lower tem perature. It is noteworthy that
in this situation the spin degreesoffreedom getdecou-
pled from the orbitaldegrees offreedom ,although the
purely orbital (an) and spin-and-orbital (bn) superex-
change term s are of sim ilar strength. Responsible for
this behavior is the JT contribution to the structural
phase transition,which enhances Ts above the value it
would have ifthe transition were driven by orbitalsu-
perexchangealone.
Starting from the m icroscopic spin-orbital superex-

change m odels,we willanalyze the e�ective spin m od-
els which arise after such a sym m etry breaking at low
tem perature.Rewritten from Eq.(2.10),they areofthe
genericform

H s = Jc

X

hijic

~Si�~Sj + Jab

X

hijiab

~Si�~Sj; (2.11)

with two di�erent e�ective m agnetic exchange interac-
tions:Jc along the c axis,and Jab within the ab planes.
The latter Jab interactions could in principle stilltake
two di�erent values in case ofinequivalent lattice dis-
tortions (caused, e.g.,by octahedra tilting or pressure
e�ects)m aking thea and baxesinequivalent,butwein-
tend to lim itthe presentanalysisto idealized structures
with thesetwoaxesbeingequivalent.W eshallshow that
thespin-spin correlationsalong thecaxisand within the
abplanes,

sc = h~Si�~Sjic; sab = h~Si�~Sjiab; (2.12)

next to the orbitalcorrelations,play an im portant role
in the intensity distribution in opticalspectroscopy.
The spectralweightin the opticalspectroscopy isde-

term ined by the kinetic energy,45 and re
ectsthe onset
ofm agnetic order46,47 and/ororbitalorder.48 Asshown
by Ahn and M illis,47 in the weak coupling regim e one
can analyze the totalspectralweightin opticalabsorp-
tion using the Hartree-Fock approxim ation for the rele-
vant tight-binding Ham iltonian. In a correlated insula-
tor the electrons are alm ost localized and the only ki-
netic energy which is left is associated with the sam e
virtualchargeexcitationsthatcontributealso to the su-
perexchange. Therefore,we willdiscuss here the indi-
vidualkinetic energy term s K (
)

n ,which can be deter-
m ined from the superexchange (2.6)using the Hellm an-
Feynm an theorem ,22

K
(
)
n = � 2



H

(
)
n (ij)

�
: (2.13)

For convenience,we de�ne the K (
)
n as positive quanti-

ties.M akinguseofthegenericform ofthesuperexchange

contribution H
(
)
n (ij)given by Eq. (2.8),and assum ing

asabovethatspin and orbitaldegreesoffreedom arede-
coupled in the tem peraturerangeofinterest,we obtain

K
(
)
n = � 2J

�
an + bn h~Si�~Sji


� 

Q
(
)
n (~�i;~�j)

�
: (2.14)
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Each term K
(
)
n (2.13) originates from a given charge

excitation n for a bond hiji along axis 
. These term s
are directly related to the partialopticalsum rule for
individualHubbard bands,which reads20

a0�h
2

e2

Z 1

0

�
(
)
n (!)d! =

�

2
K

(
)
n ; (2.15)

where �(
)n (!)isthe contribution ofband n to the opti-
calconductivity for polarization along the 
 axis,a0 is
thedistancebetween transition m etalions,and thetight-
binding m odelwith nearestneighborhopping isim plied.
Com parison with Eq. (2.14)showsthatthe intensity of
each band isindeed determ ined by theunderlyingO O to-
getherwith the spin-spin correlation along the direction
corresponding to the polarization.
O ne has to distinguish the above partial sum rule

(2.15) from the sum rule for the totalspectralweight
in theopticalspectroscopy forpolarization along a cubic
direction 
,involving

K
(
) = � 2J

X

n



H

(
)
n (ij)

�
; (2.16)

which standsforthetotalintensity in theopticalexcita-
tions(due to d� d excitations). Thisquantity isofless
interest here as it has a m uch weaker tem perature de-
pendenceand doesnotallow fora directinsightinto the
nature ofthe electronic structure. In addition,itm ight
be also m oredi�cultto resolvefrom experim ent.
W hen the low-energy excitationsare ofCT type,two

holescould alsobecreated within a2porbitalon aligand
(oxygen or
uorine)ion in between two transition m etal
ions,described by dmi p

6dmj
*) d

m + 1

i
p4d

m + 1

j
processes|

theseCT contributionslead to additionalsuperexchange
contributions,called below � term s. W hile the latter
term scan besafely neglected in M ott-Hubbard system s,
they substantially m odify the superexchange in CT in-
sulators,and m ay even represent there the dom inating
contribution.35,36 Below wewillanalyzethem in two sit-
uationswhich involve eg degreesoffreedom ,viz. in the
cubiccopper
uorideKCuF3 (Sec.III),and in thecubic
m anganite LaM nO 3 (Sec.IV),and we willshow thatin
KCuF3 they representan essentialpartofthe superex-
change.

III. C O P P ER FLU O R ID E P ER O V SK IT E:K C uF 3

A . Superexchange H am iltonian

The sim plest spin-orbitalm odels are obtained when
transition m etalionsareoccupied by eitheroneelectron
(m = 1),orby nineelectrons(m = 9);in thesecasesthe
Coulom b interactions(2.5)contributeonly in theexcited
state (in the d2 or the d8 con�guration) after a charge
excitation dmi d

m
j
*) d

m + 1

i d
m �1
j between two neighboring

ions. Here we startwith the case ofa single hole in the

d shell,asrealized forthe Cu2+ ionsin KCuF3 with the
d9 con�guration (m = 9).Due to the splitting ofthe 3d
statesin theoctahedral�eld within theCuF6 octahedra,
the hole ateach m agnetic Cu2+ ion occupiesone ofthe
eg orbitals.The superexchangecoupling (2.6)isusually
analyzed in term sofeg holesin thiscase,7 and thishas
becom e a textbook exam ple of spin-orbitalphysics by
now.4,19

O rbitalorder occurs in KCuF3 below the structural
transition at Ts � 800 K .At T < Ts the structure is
tetragonal,with longer Cu� Cu distances within the ab
planes (dab = 8:28 �A) than along the c axis (dc = 7:85
�A),49 which favors strong AF interactions along the c

axis.Below them agnetictransition atTN ’ 38 K ,long-
range m agnetic orderofA-type setsin,50,51 and the or-
dered m om entis�0 = 0:48�B .52

Thesuperexchangebetween the Cu2+ ionsin KCuF3,

H (d9)= H U (d
9)+ H � (d

9); (3.1)

consistsoftwo term s:theU term H U (2.6),and theCT
term H � .FirstweintroducetheU term H U (d9)follow-
ing the generalapproach ofSec. II. It originates from
threedi�erentexcitations,leading to an interm ediated8

con�guration atan excited Cu3+ ion. Using the m odel
Ham iltonian (2.5)to describe the Coulom b interactions
between theeg electrons,one�ndsan equidistantexcita-
tion spectrum of3A 2,1E (1E � and 1E �)and 1A 1 states,
with energies:11,39 U � 3JH , U � JH and U + JH , as
shown in Fig. 1(a). This excitation spectrum is exact,
and theelem entJH fora pairofeg electronsisgiven by
the Racah param etersB and C (seeTableI):

JH = 4B + C: (3.2)

Thisde�nition ofJH willbeused fortwosystem swith eg
orbitaldegreesoffreedom :forthecopper
uorideKCuF3
(considered here), and for the m anganite LaM nO 3 (in
Sec.IV).
In what follows, we will param etrize the m ultiplet

structure of the di�erent transition m etalions by the
ratio of the Hund’s elem ent JH and the intraorbital
Coulom b elem entU ,

� =
JH

U
: (3.3)

Using Eqs. (2.6)and (3.3),one �ndsforeach bond hiji

along a 
 axis(
 = a;b;c)fourcontributions:11

H
(
)

1 = �
J

2
r1

�
~Si�~Sj +

3

4

��1

4
� �

(
)

i �
(
)

j

�

; (3.4)

H
(
)

2 =
J

2
r2

�
~Si�~Sj �

1

4

��1

4
� �

(
)

i �
(
)

j

�

; (3.5)

H
(
)

3 =
J

2
r3

�
~Si�~Sj �

1

4

��1

2
� �

(
)

i

��1

2
� �

(
)

j

�

;(3.6)

H
(
)

4 =
J

2
r4

�
~Si�~Sj �

1

4

��1

2
� �

(
)

i

��1

2
� �

(
)

j

�

;(3.7)

with coupled spin and orbitaloperators.Thecoe�cients,

r1 =
1

1� 3�
; r2 = r3 =

1

1� �
; r4 =

1

1+ �
; (3.8)
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follow from the abovem ultipletstructureofd8 ions.53

As explained below, it is straightforward to under-
stand the generic structure ofthe superexchange term
H U ,given by Eqs.(3.4){(3.7).Here ~Si isa spin S = 1=2
operator,and

P1(ij)= ~Si�~Sj +
3

4
; P0(ij)=

1

4
� ~Si�~Sj; (3.9)

are the spin projection operators on triplet (S = 1)
and singlet (S = 0) spin states for a bond hiji,so one
recognizes the high-spin term (3.4) and three low-spin
term s (3.5){(3.7), respectively. The spin operators in
Eqs. (3.4){(3.7)are accom panied by orbitalpseudospin

operators/ �
(
)

i ,which selectthe type oforbitalsoccu-
pied by holes atsitesiand j,and sim ultaneously dictate
the allowed excited states.
The orbitaloperators�(
)i depend on the direction of

a considered bond hiji,and aregiven by

�
(ab)

i = �
1

4

�
�
z
i �

p
3�xi

�
; �

(c)

i =
1

2
�
z
i; (3.10)

where�zi and �
x
i arePaulim atricesacting on theorbital

pseudospinsand thesigns� in �(ab)i correspond to a and

b axis,respectively. W ith the help of�(
)i one de�nes
nextthe projection operatorsin the orbitalsubspace,

Q
(
)

i�
=
1

2
+ �

(
)

i ; Q
(
)

i�
=
1

2
� �

(
)

i : (3.11)

Fora given cubicaxis
 they project(atsitei)eitheron
the planar orbitalj�i in the plane perpendicular to the

 axis,oron the orthogonaldirectionalorbitalj�ialong
thisaxis.Forinstance,in the casewhere
 isthe caxis,
they projecton the x2 � y2 orbitalin the ab plane,and
on the directional3z2 � r2 orbitalalong the caxis.
Using the projection operators(3.11),the orbitalde-

pendence in Eqs.(3.4)-(3.7)becom estransparent.First

ofall,(1
4
� �

(
)

i �
(
)

j )in Eq.(3.4)accom paniesthe high-
spin 3A 2 excitation asthisstate m ay occuronly when a
pair oforthogonalorbitals is occupied at sites iand j,
described form ally by asuperposition oftwopossibilities,
1

2
(Q i�Q j� + Q i�Q j�). In contrast,the operatorQ i�Q j�

selectstwo orbitalsoriented along the bond hijiforthe
high-energy low-spin 1A 1 excitation,see Eq. (3.7). Fi-

nally,the second H
(
)

2 (3.5) and third H
(
)

3 (3.6) term
correspond to the doubly degenerate low-spin 1E state
which consistsoftwo singletexcitations: (i)an interor-
bitalsinglet with two di�erent orbitals occupied (1E �),
and (ii)adoubleoccupancywithin adirectionalorbitalat
eithersite(1E �)| thesetwo excitationshavethusquite
di�erentorbitaldependences,identicalwith thoseofthe
3A 2 and the 1A 1 excitation,respectively. The sum over
allthe term sH (
)

n ,with n = 1;� � � ;4,givesthe sim plest
version ofthespin-orbitalm odelforthecubiccopper
u-
oride KCuF3 with degenerate eg orbitals. Itsderivation
and m ore details on the classicalphase diagram can be
found in Ref.11.

By considering further the electronic structure of
KCuF3,onecan elucidatetheroleplayed by theCT part
H � in thesuperexchangeHam iltonian (3.1).By analogy
with theCuO 2 planesofthehigh-tem peraturesupercon-
ductors, where the CT processes give the dom inating
contribution to the AF superexchange interaction,35,54

oneexpectsthatthey arealso im portantfora cubiccop-
per(II)
uorideand m odify thesuperexchangein KCuF3.
TheCT term ,

H � (d
9) = JR

X

hijik


�
~Si�~Sj �

1

4

��1

2
� �

(
)

i

��1

2
� �

(
)

j

�

;

(3.12)

with the coe�cient

R =
2U

2� + U p

(3.13)

resulting from the two-hole charge excitation ata com -
m on neighboring 2p� orbitalofa 
uorineion in between
two copper ions,in the processd9ip

6
hiji

d9j
*) d10i p4

hiji
d10j .

Asadoubleholeexcitation isgenerated atasinglebond-
ing orbital2p� within each Cu� F� Cu unit,this term
is necessarily AF.Two holes can m ove to 
uorine from
two neighboring Cu ionsonly ifboth ofthem occupy a
directionaleg orbitalj�i,oriented along the considered
bond (e.g.,3x2 � r2 orbitalsalong thea axis),being the
sim plest CT term discussed recently by M ostovoy and
K hom skii.36 Thereforethisprocessleadsto thesam eor-
bitaldependence in Eq. (3.12)asthe low-spin 1E � and
1A 1 excitations which involve double occupancies ofdi-
rectionalj�iorbitals.

B . Spin exchange constants and opticalintensities

A characteristic feature ofspin-orbitalsuperexchange
m odelswith eg orbitaldegreesoffreedom isthepresence
ofthepurely orbitalinteractionsin Eqs.(3.4){(3.7)and
(3.12),which favorparticulartype ofoccupied orbitals.
LDA+ U calculations55,56 haveindicated thatsuch purely
electronicinteractionswould alreadydrivetheinstability
towardsthe C -type O O (C -O O )phase,with alternating

orbitalsin theabplanes,and repeated orbitalsalong the
caxis,which inducesFM spin exchangein theabplanes,
and strongAF exchangebetween theplanes.Experim en-
tally,this O O sets in below the structuraltransition at
Ts � 800 K ,51 i.e.,atm uch highertem peraturethan the
characteristicenergy scaleofthem agneticexcitations,57

suggesting thatthe JT e�ectplaysan im portantrole in
this instability. This observation is consistent with the
large di�erence between Ts and the N�eeltem perature
TN � 38K ,52 thelatterbeing controlled by them agnetic
partofthe superexchange,and thusthe orbitalcorrela-
tionsdecouplefrom the spin-spin correlations.Thism o-
tivates one to analyze the dependence ofthe m agnetic
exchangeinteractionsand oftheopticalspectralweights
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θ=2π/3

3y  −r

x  −z3x  −r

y  −z22

2

2

2

2

3z  −r22

2

x  −y2

2

2

FIG .2: Schem atic representation ofeg orbitals asobtained
fordi�erentangle�in Eq.(3.15).Pairsoforthogonalorbitals,
form ing a basis in the orbitalspace,di�er by angle � = �.
D irectionaleg orbitalsj�ialongaand baxesareobtained from
the fj3z2 � r

2i;jx2 � y
2ig basis(3.16)by the transform ation

(3.15) with angle � = � 2�=3. D ashed lines for � = � �=3
indicatethepossibleO O ofjy2� z

2
i=jx

2
� z

2
iorbitalsoccupied

by holesin KCuF3,suggested forT < TN in Ref.7.

on thetypeofO O stabilized below thestructuraltransi-
tion.
Hereweareinterested in thelow tem peraturerangeof

T < 500 K ,so weassum eperfectO O given by a classical
ansatzforthe ground state,

j�0i=
Y

i2A

j�A ii

Y

j2B

j�B ij; (3.14)

with theorbitalstates,j�A ii and j�B ij,characterized by
oppositeangles(�A = � �B )and alternatingbetween two
sublatticesA and B in the ab planes. The orbitalstate
atsite i:

j�i= cos
�
�

2

�

jzi+ sin
�
�

2

�

jxi; (3.15)

ishereparam etrized by an angle� which de�nestheam -
plitudesofthe orbitalstates

jzi� (3z2 � r
2)=

p
6; jxi� (x2 � y

2)=
p
2; (3.16)

being a localeg orbitalbasisateach site.Thisand other
equivalentorbitalbasesareshown schem atically by pairs
ofsolid and dashed lines (corresponding to pairs ofor-
bitalsfj�i;j� + �ig)in Fig.2.TheO O statespeci�ed in
Eq.(3.14)isthusde�ned by:

j�A ii = cos
�
�

2

�

jzii+ sin
�
�

2

�

jxii;

j�B ij = cos
�
�

2

�

jzij � sin
�
�

2

�

jxij; (3.17)

with �A = � and �B = � �.

The m agnetic superexchange constantsJab and Jc in
the e�ective spin m odel(2.11) are obtained by decou-
pling spin and orbitalvariables and next averaging the
orbitaloperatorsin thespin-orbitalm odel(3.1)overthe
classicalstate j�0iasgiven by Eq.(3.14).The relevant
averages are given in Table II, and they lead to com -
pactexpressionsforthe superexchange constantsin Eq.
(2.11),

Jc =
1

8
J

n

� r1 sin
2
� + (r2 + r3)(1+ cos�)

+ (r4 + 2R)(1+ cos�)2
o

; (3.18)

Jab =
1

8
J

n

� r1

�3

4
+ sin2 �

�

+ (r2 + r3)
�

1�
1

2
cos�

�

+ (r4 + 2R)
�1

2
� cos�

�2o

; (3.19)

which depend on three param eters,viz. J (2.7),� (3.3)
and R (3.13),and on the O O (3.17)speci�ed by the or-
bitalangle�.ItisclearthattheFM term / r1 com petes
with allthe other AF low-spin term s. Nevertheless,in
the ab planes,where the occupied eg orbitalsalternate,
the large FM contribution (when sin2 � � 1)stillm akes
the m agnetic superexchange Jab weakly FM (Jab <� 0),
while the stronger AF superexchange along the c axis
(Jc � jJabj)favorsquasione-dim ensional(1D)spin 
uc-
tuations.
By considering the superexchangem odel,one can de-

rive aswellthe pure orbitalinteractionswhich stabilize
the O O .The superexchangeinteractionsare anisotropic
below the structuraltransition at Ts. In contrast, at
su�ciently high tem perature T > Ts, when also spin
correlationsm ay beneglected,one�ndsisotropicorbital
interactions,

J
�
c = J

orb
ab =

1

8
J
�
3r1 � r4 � 2R

�
; (3.20)

which m ultiply �(
)i �
(
)

j foreach bond,contributingtoan
orbitalinstability towardsalternating G -typeO O ,while
actually C -type O O is observed below Ts. It is thus
clearfrom experim entthatthisinstability cannotbe of
purely electronic origin,and that,sim ilarly to what is
the casein LaM nO 3,58 itissupported by the lattice.In
fact,although ithasbeen argued thatthe O O iscaused

TABLE II: Averages of the orbital projection operators
standing in the spin-orbitalinteractions in Eqs. (3.4){(3.7)
forthe C -type (orG -type)O O ofoccupied eg orbitalswhich
alternatein abplanes,asgiven by Eqs.(3.17).Nonequivalent
cubic directionsare labelled by 
 = ab;c.


 ab c

�

1

2
� �

(
)

i

��
1

2
� �

(
)

j

��
1

4

�
1

2
� cos�

�2
1

4

�
1+ cos�

�2



1

4
� �

(
)

i
�
(
)

j

�
1

4

�
3

4
+ sin2 �

�
1

4
sin2 �


�
1

2
+ �

(
)

i

��
1

2
+ �

(
)

j

��
1

4

�
1

2
+ cos�

�2
1

4

�
1� cos�

�2



9

prim arily by thesuperexchange,55 theelectronicinterac-
tions(3.20)predictthatTs � 0:1J,and notTs � J,as
observed. Note also that as soon as the AF spin cor-
relationsdevelop along the c axis,one �nds anisotropic
orbitalinteractions,J�ab > J�c ,which am pli�esthe ongo-
ing sym m etry breaking in the tetragonalphase.
Thespectralweightsoftheopticalsubbandsalsofollow

from the superexchange processes,and are determ ined
from the e�ective Ham iltonian (3.1) by the generalre-
lations given by Eqs. (2.13) and (2.15). Following the
excitation spectrum ofFig. 1,one �ndsopticalabsorp-
tion atthreedi�erentenergies(thedegeneracy ofthe1E
state isnotrem oved),so we labelthe respective kinetic

energy contributions K (
)
n by n = 1;2;3. They are de-

term ined atlow tem peratureT <
� 500 K by rigid C -type

O O (3.17),with the classicalaveragesofthe orbitalop-
erators given in Table II. So one �nds for polarization
along the caxis

K
(c)

1 =
1

4
Jr1

�3

4
+ sc

�

sin2 �; (3.21)

K
(c)

2 =
1

4
J(r2 + r3)

�1

4
� sc

�

(1+ cos�); (3.22)

K
(c)

3 =
1

4
Jr4

�1

4
� sc

�

(1+ cos�)2; (3.23)

and forpolarization in the abplane

K
(ab)

1 =
1

4
Jr1

�3

4
+ sab)

�3

4
+ sin2 �

�

; (3.24)

K
(ab)

2 =
1

4
J(r2+ r3)

�1

4
� sab

��

1�
1

2
cos�

�

;(3.25)

K
(ab)

3 =
1

4
Jr4

�1

4
� sab

��1

2
� cos�

�2
: (3.26)

Sim ilarto theexchangeconstantsJab and Jc,thekinetic
energiesdepend on the m ultipletstructure described by
two param eters,viz. J (2.7),� (3.3),and on the O O
(3.17) speci�ed by the angle �. Note that they depend
on these param eters also indirectly,since the spin-spin
correlationsare governed by Jab and Jc aswell.W e an-
alyzethisdependence in Sec.IIID.

C . M agnetic interactions in K C uF 3

In orderto apply theaboveclassicaltheory to KCuF3
we need to determ ine the m icroscopicparam eterswhich
decideaboutthesuperexchangeconstants,given by Eqs.
(3.18)and (3.19).In principle,ifthe opticaldata would
alsobeavailable,with thisexperim entalinputonewould
beableto �x thevaluesoftherelevantparam etersJ and
�,and the orbitalangle �. Having only m agnetic m ea-
surem ents,wegiveherean exam pleofanotherapproach
which startsfrom them icroscopicparam etersforthelo-
calCoulom b interaction and Hund’s elem ent suggested
by theelectronicstructurecalculationsperform ed within
the LDA+ U m ethod:55,56 U = 7:5,JH = 0:9 eV | they
lead to � = 0:12. Note thatthese param etersare som e-
what sm aller than the values U = 8:96 and JH = 1:19

50 60 70 80 90
θ (degrees)

0

10

20

30

40

50

J c
 (

m
eV

)

50 60 70 80 90
θ (degrees)

0

1

2

3

4

5

 −
J a

b 
(m

eV
)

Jab

Jc

Jc

FIG .3:(Coloronline)Exchangeinteractions(3.18):Jc (3.18)
and Jab (3.19) for the copper 
uoride m odelas functions of
the orbitalangle � which describes the O O [see Eq. (3.14)].
Thedashed linesshow theU term alone,while thesolid lines
includetheCT contributionsaswell.TheO O induced by the
JT distortions(� ’ 70�)isindicated by dotted line. Param -
eters:J ’ 33:3 m eV,� = 0:12,R = 1:2.

eV deduced for Cu2+ ions in the CuO 2 planes of the
high-tem peraturesuperconductorsby G rantand M cM a-
han using the�xed chargem ethod,59 butwebelievethat
they re
ectbetterthepartly screened interactionswithin
CuF6 units. W e are notaware ofany estim ation ofthe
rem aining m icroscopicparam etersuntilnow,buttaking
intoaccounttheexpected contractionofthe2pwavefunc-
tionsby going from O 2� to F� ions,wearguethattpd is
reduced,while� and U p could besim ilartotheirrespec-
tivevaluesforCuO 2 planes.59 Therefore,itisreasonable
toadopt:tpd = 1:0,� = 4:0,and U p = 4:5eV.Notethat
although the valuesoftpd = 1:0,� and U p could notbe
really estim ated,in the present approach they are not
independentparam eters;also only a linearcom bination
of� and U p entersEq. (3.13),so a change in the value
ofUp could to som eextentcom pensatea m odi�ed value
of�.Thepresentparam eterslead to J ’ 33:3 m eV and
R = 1:2.
Consider now the O O of the occupied orbitals (by

holes)in KCuF3.Recentresonantx-rayscatteringexper-
im entssuggestthatboth sublatticesareequivalent,with
�A = � �B = � in Eq. (3.14),51 but the precise shape
ofthe occupied orbitals in KCuF3 rem ains unresolved.
Therearedi�erentviewsconcerning the type oforbitals
that participate in the O O state. O n the one hand,it
is believed that the orbitalangle � should be close to
the angle �JT ’ 70� (� 0:39�),as given by cos� ’ 1

3
,

which followsfrom thelocallatticedistortions.49 O n the
otherhand,the electronic interactionsin the sym m etry
broken A-AF phasebelow TN would favorinstead alter-
nating (y2 � z2)=(x2 � z2)orbitals,7 with �SE = 60�.In
reality,oneexpectsrathera certain com prom isebetween
theelectronicinteractionsfor�nitespin correlationsand
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those induced by the lattice.Thus,in the presentstudy
ofthe m agnetic exchangeconstantsand opticalspectral
weights we shallconsider a range ofpossible values of
60� < � < 90�,focusing in particularon the above val-
uesfavored by theaboveindividualterm sin thee�ective
Ham iltonian.
First,we dem onstrate thatthe m odelEq.(3.1)isca-

pableofdescribingtheexperim entallyobserved exchange
constants Jexpc ’ 35 m eV and J

exp

ab
’ � 2 m eV.57 Re-

m arkably, the value of jJexp
ab

jis sm aller by m ore than
one orderofm agnitude than Jexpc ,being som e challenge
forthe theoreticalm odel.Consider�rstthe valuesofJc
and Jab for varying angle � which tunes the O O (Fig.
3). W hen only the U part ofthe superexchange H U is
considered,one �nds Jc � 15 m eV and Jab � � 2 m eV.
TheFM term / r1 givesthelargestcontribution forthe
ab planes,which followsfrom the alternation ofhole or-
bitalsin theabplanes,being closeto the planarorbitals
(x2� z2)=(y2� z2)(� = 60�)suggested early on by K ugel
and K hom skii,7 but is partly com pensated by the AF
term s. W hile Jab is only weakly depending on � near
thistype ofO O ,Jc decreasessteadily with increasing �
(Fig.3),astheoverlap between theorbitalsoccupied by
holes along the c axis decreases when the am plitude of
thejzistatesisreduced.O ne�ndsthatusing only theU
term in the superexchange,rather extrem e param eters,
such as U < 4 eV and JH � 0:3 eV (with the present
value oft),would have to be assum ed to reproduce the
experim entalvaluesofJc and Jab.
The CT term (3.12) with R = 1:2 enhances the AF

interaction Jc by a factor larger than two but hardly
changesJab (seeFig.3).O nly then Jc com esclosetothe
experim entalvalueJexpc ’ 35 m eV.57 Asin theU m odel
(atR = 0),the value ofJc decreaseswith increasing �,
and thereisno seriousdi�culty to �tthe param etersin
orderto obtain a reasonableagreem entwith experim ent,
oncethevalueoftheorbitalangle� would beknown.As
an illustrativeexam pleweshow theresultsobtained with
the present param eters in Fig. 3 | one �nds Jc ’ 32
m eV fortheO O which agreeswith thelatticedistortions
(�JT ’ 70�),and Jc ’ 40 m eV for the K ugel-K hom skii
(x2 � z2)=(y2 � z2) orbitals(�SE = 60�). These results
dem onstrate that the CT superexchange term plays an
essentialrole in KCuF3 and so this system has to be
classi�ed asa charge transfer insulator.
Rem arkably,the value ofJab is alm ost una�ected by

theCT term (Fig.3).Thisisdueto thealternating O O
in the ab planes,which m akes the value ofthe orbital
projection


�
1

2
� �

(
)

i

��
1

2
� �

(
)

j

��
in Eq.(3.12)very sm all

indeed in the physicalrangeof� (com pareTableII).In
fact,forthealternatingplanar(x2� z2)=(y2� z2)orbitals

oneoftheoperatorsf
�
1

2
� �

(
)

i

�
;
�
1

2
� �

(
)

j

�
g equalszero,

and the CT contribution vanishes,so one cannotreduce
the value ofjJabjby increasing the AF CT term that
followsfrom H � .
The strong anisotropy of the m agnetic exchange in-

teractionsin KCuF3 is wellillustrated in Fig. 4 by the
ratio jJabj=Jc,being close to 0.07 for either the JT O O

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
R

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

|J
ab

|/J
c

  

η= 0.125

0.1
0.08

FIG .4: RatiooftheexchangeinteractionsjJabj=Jc in KCuF3,
given by Eqs.(3.18)and (3.19),forincreasing chargetransfer
param eter R ,obtained for a few valuesof� and for the O O
induced by the JT e�ect (� ’ 70�,solid lines). The dashed
line showsjJabj=Jc obtained for� = 0:12 and foralternating
(x2 � z

2)=(y2 � z
2)orbitals(�= 60�).

(� ’ 70�),or for the O O suggested by the orbitalsu-
perexchange atT < TN (� = 60�). Note thatforR � 1
the ratio jJabj=Jc does not depend signi�cantly on � in
the interesting rangebetween � = 70� and � = 60�.

D . O pticalspectralw eights for K C uF 3

Now weturn to theopticalspectralweights(2.13)and
determ inethekineticenergiesforthecorrespondingHub-
bard subbands. As discussed in Sec. II,they originate
from di�erent m ultiplet excitations,and depend on the
O O and on the spin-spin correlations (2.12). Here we
analyzein detailthe spectralweightdistribution forpo-
larization along the c axis, where strong exchange in-
teraction Jc controlsthe spin-spin correlationssc (2.12)
which rem ain �nite in a broad tem peratureregim e.
K nowing that the interchain FM exchange coupling

Jab is so weak, we describe the tem perature variation
ofthe spin-spin correlationssc = h~Si�~Si+ 1ic em ploying
theJordan-W ignerferm ionrepresentation60 fora1D spin
chain.O ne�ndsforperfectO O attem peratureT < Ts

sc = � �(1+ �); (3.27)

where

� =
1

N

X

k

jcoskjtanh
�

"k

2kB T

�

; (3.28)

"k = Jc(1+ 2�)jcoskj: (3.29)

Here"k isthe 1D dispersion ofpseudoferm ions.The ex-
change interaction Jc isconstantaslong asthe orbitals
rem ain frozen,and setsthe energy scale forthe tem per-
aturevariation ofsc.Eqs.(3.28)and (3.29)weresolved
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K
n(c

) /J
n=2
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FIG .5:(Coloronline)K inetic energy term sperbond (2.13),
as obtained for the c axis with the O O (3.14) suggested by
the JT distortions(�’ 70�)in KCuF3 (in unitsofJ):high-

spin K
(c)

1
(solid line) and low-spin K

(c)

2;3 (dashed lines), for
increasing tem perature T=Jc.Param etersasin Fig.3.

self-consistently to obtain sc (3.27)asa function oftem -
perature. In the lim it T ! 0 one �nds � = 1=�,and
sc = � (1+ �)=�2 ’ 0:42.Thisvaluerepresentsan excel-
lentanalyticapproxim ation to the exactresult,

s
ex
c = � (log2� 1

4
)’ � 0:4431; (3.30)

obtained forthe1D AF Heisenberg chain from theBethe
ansatz.60

The generaltheory presented in Sec.IIm akesa clear
prediction concerningthetem peraturedependenceofthe
spectralweightsin opticalabsorption.Firstofall,alarge
anisotropy between the polarization along the AF caxis
and the polarization in the (weakly FM )ab plane isex-
pected when the AF (FM ) spin-spin correlations along
the c axis (within the ab planes) develop. Indeed,us-
ing theself-consistentsolution ofEqs.(3.28)and (3.29),

TABLE III: K inetic energies ofthe di�erent Hubbard sub-
bands (K (
)

n ), and total kinetic energies (K (
)) (in m eV),
as obtained for KCuF3 for two representative orbitalstates:
�JT ’ 70� and �SE = 60�. Param eters: J ’ 33:3 m eV,
�= 0:12.

�JT ’ 70� �SE = 60�

T = 0 40 K 300 K T = 0 40 K 300 K

K
(c)

1
3.8 3.9 6.1 3.2 3.3 5.2

K
(c)

2
16.9 16.8 11.9 19.0 18.9 13.4

K
(c)

3
8.9 8.8 6.2 11.2 11.1 7.9

K
(c) 29.6 29.5 24.2 33.4 33.3 26.5

K
(ab)

1
21.3 16.0 16.0 19.5 14.6 14.6

K
(ab)

2
0.0 3.9 3.9 0.0 3.6 3.6

K
(ab)

3
0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

K
(ab) 21.3 20.0 20.0 19.5 18.2 18.2

one�ndsthatthekineticenergy K (c)

1 (which determ ines
the spectralweightofthe high-spin excitation atenergy
U � 3JH )isratherlow (Fig.5).In contrast,thelow-spin

excitationsK (c)

2 and K (c)

3 contribute with largespectral
weightsin thelow tem peratureregim e,re
ecting theAF
correlationsalong the caxis.

W hen the tem perature increases,the spin-spin corre-
lationssc gradually weaken and thekineticenergy redis-
tributes| both low-spin term sK (c)

2 and K (c)

3 decrease,

whilethehigh-spin term K
(c)

1 increasesasm orehigh-spin
excitationsarethen allowed (Fig.5).Fortheconsidered
O O given by �JT ’ 70�,thechangesofthecontributions
at the two lower energies which correspond to n = 1
and n = 2 are particularly large between zero and room
tem perature (up to kB T=Jc ’ 0:8), with the increase

(decrease)ofK (c)

1 [K (c)

2 ]by � 60 (� 33)percentofthe
reference value at T = 0. This leads to rather sim ilar
values ofallthree contributions at room tem perature.
This predicted behavior could be veri�ed by future ex-
perim ents.

The tem perature variation ofthe spectralweightsfor
ab polarization ism ore di�cultto predictasitinvolves
weak sab spin correlationswhich develop in the tem per-
aturerangeT � TN ,and grow with increasing orderpa-
ram eter,sab / jhSzij,below TN .61 Assum ingtheclassical
value forsab = 0:25 atT ! 0,one �ndsthatthe kinetic
energywould com eentirelyfrom thehigh-spin opticalex-
citationsK (ab)

1 ,while the low-spin excitationswould be
fully suppressed (Table III). Above TN the spin system
is controlled by the dom inating AF exchange constant
Jc,and sab ’ 0. Even then the high-spin excitations
at low energy dom inate and have large spectralweight
asa resultofthe persisting O O .Som e decreaseofK (ab)

1

accom panied by theincreaseofK (c)

1 with increasingtem -

perature m akes the anisotropy between K
(c)

1 and K
(ab)

1

considerably lesspronounced,butthisanisotropy ofthe
spectra in the low energy rangerem ainsstillcloseto 3:1
even at room tem perature (Table III). Note also that
thehighestenergy excitation fortheabpolarization van-
ishesat�SE = 60�,and givesanegligiblecontribution for
the JT angle �JT ’ 70�,due to the orbitalcorrelations
within the abplanes.

Finally,wewould liketoem phasizeagain thatknowing
only the exchange constants Jab and Jc in KCuF3,one
is notable to determ ine allthe m icroscopic param eters
ofthe CT m odel. W e em phasize that a better under-
standingofthepropertiesofKCuF3 can beachieved only
by com bining theresultsofm agneticand opticalexperi-
m ents,afterthelatterexperim entshavebeen perform ed.
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IV . C U B IC M A N G A N IT E:LaM nO 3

A . Superexchange m odel

Although eg and t2g electrons behave quite di�er-
ently in LaM nO 3 and are frequently treated as two
subsystem s,2,3 theneutron experim ents62 which m easure
the spin waves in the A-AF phase below TN leave no
doubtthatan adequatedescription ofthem agneticprop-
ertiesrequiresa m agneticHam iltonian oftheform given
by Eq. (2.11),describing superexchange between total
S = 2 spinsofthe M n3+ ions.The high-spin 5E ground
state ateach M n3+ ion isstabilized by the largeHund’s
exchange JH . The situation is here m ore com plex than
eitherin KCuF3 (Sec.III)orin thet2g system sdiscussed
in thefollowing Sections,however,asthesuperexchange
term sbetween M n3+ ionsoriginate from variouscharge
excitations d4id

4
j
*) d5id

3
j, m ade either by eg or by t2g

electrons, leading to di�erent excited states in the in-
term ediate d5 con�guration on a M n2+ (d5i) ion. Such
processesdeterm ine the U term H U (d4)de�ned by Eq.
(2.6),and wereanalyzed in detailin Ref.13,and lead to
the structure ofH U (d4) given below. However,the CT
processes,H � (d4),contribute as welland the com plete
m odelforLaM nO 3 reads

H (d4)= H U (d
4)+ H � (d

4): (4.1)

The superexchange constantJ is here de�ned again by
Eq. (2.7),using an average hopping elem ent along an
e�ective (dd�) bond,t= t2

pd
=��,where �� is an average

CT excitation energy,introduced below in Eq.(4.19).
First we analyze the structure of the U term for

LaM nO 3,H U (d4),due to excitations involving eg elec-
trons. The energiesofthe �ve possible excited states:39

(i)the high-spin 6A 1 state(S = 5=2),and (ii-v)the low-
spin (S = 3=2)states: 4A 1,4E (4E �,4E �),and 4A 2,will
be param etrized again by the intraorbitalCoulom b ele-
m entU (2.3),and byHund’sexchangeJH between apair
ofeg electrons,de�ned in Eq.(3.2).63 Theenergiesofthe
excited statesaregiven in term softheRacah param eters
in Ref.39;in orderto param etrizethisspectrum by JH
we apply an approxim ate relation 4B ’ C which holds
forthespectroscopicvaluesofthe Racah param etersfor
a M n2+ (d5)ion:54,64 B = 0:107 eV and C = 0:477 eV.
Hereweusetheseatom icvaluesasan exam pleofthethe-
ory | using them and Eq.(3.2)one�ndstheexcitation
spectrum :U � 3JH ,U + 3JH =4,U + 5JH =4,U + 5JH =4,
and U + 13JH =4 [Fig. 1(a)]. Unlike JH ,the value ofU
isknown with lessaccuracy | henceweshalluseithere
only as a param eter which can be deduced a posteriori

from the superexchange J which is able to explain the
experim entalvalues for two exchange constantsrespon-
siblefortheA-AF phaseobserved in LaM nO 3 wellbelow
the structuraltransition (hereagain TN � Ts).
Using the spin algebra (Clebsch-G ordon coe�cients),

and m aking a rotation of the term s derived for a
bond hiji k c to the other two cubic axes a and b,

one �nds �ve contributions to HU (d4) due to di�er-
ent (t32ge

1
g)i(t

3
2ge

1
g)j *) (t32ge

2
g)i(t

3
2g)j excitations by eg

electrons,13

H
(
)

1 = �
J

20
r1
�
~Si�~Sj + 6

��1

4
� �

(
)

i �
(
)

j

�

; (4.2)

H
(
)

2 =
3J

160
r2
�
~Si�~Sj � 4

��1

4
� �

(
)

i �
(
)

j

�

; (4.3)

H
(
)

3 =
J

32
r3
�
~Si�~Sj � 4

��1

4
� �

(
)

i �
(
)

j

�

; (4.4)

H
(
)

4 =
J

32
r4
�
~Si�~Sj � 4

��1

2
� �

(
)

i

��1

2
� �

(
)

j

�

;(4.5)

H
(
)

5 =
J

32
r5
�
~Si�~Sj � 4

��1

2
� �

(
)

i

��1

2
� �

(
)

j

�

;(4.6)

wherethe coe�cients

r1 =
1

1� 3�
; r2 =

1

1+ 3�=4
;

r3 = r4 =
1

1+ 5�=4
; r5 =

1

1+ 13�=4
; (4.7)

follow from the above m ultiplet structure ofM n2+ (d5)
ions,and � (3.3) stands for the Hund’s exchange. The
m eaning ofthevariousterm sisstraightforward:the�rst
term H

(
)

1 describesthe high-spin excitationsto the 6A 1

state while the rem aining ones,H (
)
n with n = 2;:::;5,

arisedueto thelow-spin excited states4A 1,4E �,4E � and
4A 2,respectively.Theorbitaldependenceisgiven by the
sam e operators(3.11)asin Sec.III.Sim ilarto the case
ofthe 1E state for the copper 
uoride [see Eqs. (3.5)
and (3.6)],the doubly degenerate 4E state contributes
here with two term scharacterized by a di�erentorbital
dependence in Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5). Note that this de-
generacy would berem oved by thecooperativeJT e�ect,
i.e.,the structuralphasetransition (and associated O O )
driven by the localJT coupling in com bination with the
elastic lattice forces. The resulting sm alllevelsplitting
weneglecthere,and so wesetr3 = r4.
The superexchange m ediated by t2g electrons re-

sultsfrom (t32ge
1
g)i(t

3
2ge

1
g)j *) (t42ge

1
g)i(t

2
2ge

1
g)j excitations

which involve 4T1 and 4T2 con�gurations at both M n
ions: M n2+ and M n4+ . They give low S = 3=2 spins
ofM n2+ ions,and thispartofthe superexchangeisAF.
Using the present units introduced in Eqs. (2.3) and
(3.2),one�ndstheexcitation energies(notshown in Fig.
1): "(4T1;4 T2)’ U + 5JH =4,"(4T2;4 T2)’ U + 9JH =4,
"(4T1;4 T1)’ U + 11JH =4,and "(4T2;4 T1)’ U + 15JH =4,
with the �rst (second)labelstanding for the con�gura-
tion oftheM n2+ (M n4+ )ion,respectively.In theactual
derivation each oftheexcited states,with onet2g orbital
being either doubly occupied or em pty,has to be pro-
jected on therespectiveeigenstatesand thespin algebra
isnextused to constructtheinteracting totalS = 2 spin
states.Thisleadsto the�nalcontribution to HU which,
in a good approxim ation,isorbitalindependent,13

H
(
)

6 =
1

8
J�rt

�
~Si�~Sj � 4

�

: (4.8)
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Here� = (t�=t)2 followsfrom thedi�erencebetween the
e�ectived� d hoppingelem entsalongthe� and � bonds,
and we adopt the Slater-K oster value � = 1=9. The
coe�cientrt standsfora superposition ofthe above t2g
excitationsinvolved in the t2g superexchange,

rt =
1

4

� 1

1+ 5

4
�
+

1

1+ 9

4
�
+

1

1+ 11

4
�
+

1

1+ 15

4
�

�

: (4.9)

Thereisno need to distinguish between thedi�erentex-
citation energies;allofthem aresigni�cantly higherthan
the �rstlow-spin excitation energy forthe con�guration
4A 1,which occursafteran excitation by an eg electron.
W hileearlierstudiesofthesuperexchangeinteractions

in m anganiteswere lim ited to m odelHam iltonianscon-

taining only the U term ,2,12,13,14 the im portance ofthe
CT processes was em phasized only recently.65 For our
purposeswederived theCT term H � (d4)by considering
again excitationsby either� or� electronson the bond
hiji,leadingtotwo-holeexcited statesatan interm ediate
oxygen,d4i(2phiji)

6d4j
*) d5i(2phiji)

4d5j. Unlike in KCuF3
with auniqueCT excitation,however,in thepresentcase
a num berofdi�erentexcited statesoccurswith theexci-
tation energiesdepending on theelectroniccon�guration
ofthe two interm ediate M n2+ ionsatsitesiand j.O ne
�ndsthatthese variousexcitationscan be param etrized
by a single param eter R given by Eq. (3.13),and the
excited states on two neighboring transition m etalions
contribute,asforthe U term ,both FM and AF term s,

H � (d
4) =

1

16
JR

X

hijik


n

c1

�
~Si�~Sj � 4

��1

2
� �

(
)

i

��1

2
� �

(
)

j

�

+
8

5

h

� c2

�
~Si�~Sj + 6

�

+ c3

�
~Si�~Sj � 4

�i�1

4
� �

(
)

i �
(
)

j

�

+
8

5

h

� c4

�
~Si�~Sj + 6

�

+ c5

�
~Si�~Sj � 4

�i�1

2
+ �

(
)

i

��1

2
+ �

(
)

j

�o

+
1

8
JR�ct

X

hiji

�
~Si�~Sj � 4

�

; (4.10)

wherethe coe�cientscn,with n = 1;� � � ;5,and ct arealldeterm ined by � and R via �0= �R:

c1 =
1

4

� 1

1+ 17

4
�0
+

2

1+ 21

4
�0
+

1

1+ 25

4
�0

�

; (4.11)

c2 =
1

2

� 1

1+ 17

8
�0
+

1

1+ 25

8
�0

�

; (4.12)

c3 =
1

16

� 3

1+ 4�0
+

5

1+ 17

4
�0
+

3

1+ 5�0
+

5

1+ 21

4
�0

�

; (4.13)

c4 =
1

5
+

1

10

� 3

1+ 15

8
�0
+

5

1+ 17

8
�0

�

; (4.14)

c5 =
3

5
+

1

160

� 9

1+ 15

4
�0
+

30

1+ 4�0
+

25

1+ 17

4
�0

�

; (4.15)

ct =
1

4

� 1

1+ 17

4
�0
+

2

1+ 19

4
�0
+

1

1+ 21

4
�0

�

: (4.16)

Thecoe�cientscn follow from CT excitationsby eg elec-
trons.Asin thecopper
uoridecase(Sec.III),thelowest
(high-spin)excitation energy willbe labeled by �,

�(6A 1)= �; (4.17)

so the otherpossibleindividual(low-spin)excitationsat
each transition m etalion havethe energies

�(4A 1) = � +
15

4
JH ;

�(4E ) = � +
17

4
JH ;

�(4A 2) = � +
25

4
JH ; (4.18)

These excitation energiesare used here to introduce an
averageCT energy ��,

1
��
=

1

26

� 8

�(6A 1)
+

3

�(4A 1)
+

10

�(4E )
+

5

�(4A 2)

�

; (4.19)

which serves to de�ne the e�ective hopping elem ent
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t = t2pd=
��, and the superexchange energy J (2.7) in

a m icroscopic approach. W e em phasize,however,that
such m icroscopic param eters as ftpd;��;U;JH g willnot
be needed here,and only the values ofthe e�ective pa-
ram eters fJ;�;Rg willdecide about the exchange con-
stantsand theopticalspectralweights.
Each coe�cient cn (4.11),with n = 1;� � � ;5,stands

for an individualprocess which contributes with a par-
ticular orbitaldependence due to an interm ediate state
arising in theexcitation process,and accom panieseither
a FM oran AF spin factor,depending on whetherhigh-
spin or low-spin states are involved. As in the U term
(4.2){(4.8),a pairofdirectionalj�iorbitalsaccom panies
low-spin excitations,while either high-spin or low-spin
excited states are allowed when two di�erent orbitals,
onedirectionaland oneorthogonalto it(planarorbital),
are occupied at the two M n3+ sites. In contrastto the
U term ,also con�gurationswith two planarorbitalsj�i
occupied at sites i and j contribute to H � (d4) in Eq.
(4.10). These term s are accom panied by the projection

operator


(1
2
+ �

(
)

i )(1
2
+ �

(
)

j )
�
in Eq.(4.10).Note that

in thecaseoftheU term such con�gurationsdid notcon-
tribute asthe eg electronswere then blocked and could
notgenerateany superexchangeterm s.Asthe electrons
from an oxygen 2p� orbitalare excited instead to direc-
tionalj�i orbitalsat two neighboring M n3+ ions,again
both high-spin (S = 5=2)and low-spin (S = 3=2)excita-
tions are here possible,giving a stillricher structure of
H � (d4).
The O O in LaM nO 3 is robust and sets in below the

structuraltransition atTs ’ 780 K .66 The orbitalinter-
actions presentin the superexchange Ham iltonian (4.1)
would induce a G -type O O .67 The observed classical
groundstate,which can againbedescribed byEq.(3.17),
correspondsinstead to C -type O O ,asdeduced from the
lattice distortions.Note thatin contrastto KCuF3,the
occupied orbitalsrefernow to electronsand thustheval-
ues of the expected orbitalangle � are > 90� (which
correspondsto cos� <� 0)and so are distinctly di�erent
from the copper 
uoride case. The averages ofthe or-
bitaloperatorsin the orbitalordered state are given in
TableII,includingtheterm s



(1
2
+ �(
)

i
)(1

2
+ �(
)

j
)
�
which

contributenow totheCT partofsuperexchange.Thede-
pendenceon the orbitalangle� suggeststhat,sim ilarto
KCuF3,thesenew term sarem oresigni�cantalong thec
axisforthe O O expected in the m anganites.

B . Spin exchange constants and opticalintensities

For a better understanding ofthe e�ective exchange
interactionsitisconvenientto introduce�rstthet2g su-

perexchangeconstantJt which standsfortheinteraction
induced by thechargeexcitationsoft2g electrons.W hen
theCT term sareincluded,Jt consistsofthetwo contri-
butionsgiven in Eqs.(4.8)and (4.10),

Jt = JtU + Jt� =
1

8
J�(rt+ Rct): (4.20)

This interaction is frequently called the superexchange
between the core spins. W e em phasize that this term
isorbitalindependentand thusisotropic. The coupling
constant Jt has a sim ilar origin as the eg part of the

superexchangeJ(
)e ,which howeverisorbitaldependent
and anisotropic.W eem phasizethatboth Jt and J

(
)
e are

relatively sm allfractionsofJ.

The eg contributions to the e�ective exchange con-
stants (2.11) in LaM nO 3 depend on the orbital state
characterized again by Eqs. (3.17) via the averages of
the orbitaloperators,
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Asthestructuraltransition occursatrelativelyhigh tem -
perature Ts = 780 K ,at room tem perature (and below
it)the O O m ay be considered to be frozen and speci�ed
by an angle � [see Eqs.(3.17)].The orbital
uctuations
are then quenched by the com bined e�ectofthe orbital
partofthe eg superexchangein Eqs.(4.2)-(4.6)and the
orbitalinteractionsinduced by the JT e�ect,13 and the
spinse�ectivelydecouplefrom theorbitals,leadingtothe
e�ectivespin m odel(2.11).Them agnetictransition then
takes place within this O O state,and is driven by the
m agnetic part ofthe superexchange interactions,which
follow from H U (d4)and H � (d4).FortheC -typeO O ,as
observed in LaM nO 3,66 one �nds the e�ective exchange

constantsin Eq.(2.11)asa superposition ofJt and J
(
)
e

afterinserting the averagesofthe orbitaloperators(see
TableII)in Eq.(4.21):
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Considering � = 1=9 to be �xed by the Slater-K oster
param etrization,a com pletesetofparam eterswhich de-
term inesJc and Jab com prises:J (2.7),� (3.3),R (3.13),
and theorbitalangle� which de�nesthephasewith O O
by Eqs.(3.17),referring now to theorbitalsoccupied by
electrons.

Equations (4.22) and (4.23) m ay be further analyzed
in two ways: either (i) using an e�ective m odelwhich
includes only the U superexchange term due to d � d

transitions,aspresented in Ref.13 and discussed in Ap-
pendix A (i.e.,taking R = 0 which im pliesH � (d4)� 0),
or(ii)by considering thecom pleteH (d4)m odelasgiven
by Eq. (4.1),which includes also the CT contributions
to the superexchange (with R > 0). By a sim ilaranal-
ysis in Sec. IIIwe have established that the CT term s
areofessentialim portancein KCuF3 and should notbe
neglected,asotherwise the strong anisotropy ofthe ex-
change constants would rem ain unexplained. Here the
situation isqualitatively di�erent| aswe show in Ap-
pendix A,using som ewhatm odi�ed param etersJ and �
one m ay stillreproduce the experim entalvalues ofthe
exchange constants,deduced from neutron experim ents
forLaM nO 3,62 within the e�ective m odelatR = 0,and
even interpretsuccessfully the opticalspectra.28

Itisim portantto realizethatthehigh-spin eg electron
excitationsplay a crucialrolein stabilizing theobserved
A-AF spin order,asonly theseprocessesareableto gen-
erate FM term s in the superexchange. They com pete
with the rem aining AF term s,and the A-AF phase is
stable only when Jab < 0 and Jc > 0. W e have ver-
i�ed that the term s which contribute to Jab and Jc in
Eqs.(4.22)and (4.23)are allofthe sam e orderofm ag-
nitude as allthe coe�cients frn;rt;cn;ctg are oforder
one. Hence,the superexchange energy J (2.7) is m uch
higher than the actualexchange constants in LaM nO 3,
i.e.,jJabj� J and Jc � J.

Nextwe considerthe kinetic energiesassociated with
thevariousopticalexcitationswhich determ inetheopti-
calspectralweightsby Eq.(2.13).Again,asin the pre-
viously considered caseofKCuF3,thehigh-spin subband
atlow energy isunique and isaccom panied by low-spin
subbands at higher energies. W hile the energetic sepa-
ration between the high-spin and low-spin parts ofthe
spectrum � 4JH islarge,one m ay expectthatthe low-
spin opticalexcitationsm ightbe di�cultto distinguish
experim entally from each other.Aswewillseebelow by
analyzingtheactualparam etersofLaM nO 3,thelow-spin
excitationsoverlap with thed� p CT excitations,and so
such aseparation isindeed im possible| thusweanalyze

here only the globalhigh-energy spectralweightdue to
the opticalexcitations on the transition m etalions,ex-
pressed by the totalkinetic energy K

(
)

LS
forall(eg and

t2g) low-spin term s,and com pare it with the high-spin

one,given by K
(
)

1 . Using the m anganite m odel(4.1)
one�ndsforpolarization in the abplane
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and forpolarization along the caxis
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(4� sc): (4.27)

The opticalspectralweightsgiven by Eqs.(4.24){(4.27)
aredeterm inedbyJ,�,and theorbitalangle�.Notethat
the leading term in the low-spin partcom esfrom the eg
opticalexcitations,while the t2g excitations contribute
only with a relatively sm allweight/ �.

C . M agnetic interactions in LaM nO 3

It is a challenge for the present theoreticalm odelto
describeboth them agneticexchangeconstants62 and the
anisotropic opticalspectralweights28 using only a few
e�ectiveparam etersfJ;�;Rgand theorbitalangle�.W e
shallproceed now som ewhatdi�erently than in Sec.III,
and analyzetheexperim entaldata using prim arily these
e�ectiveparam eters,whilewewilldiscussafterwardshow
they relateto theexpectationsbased on thevaluesofthe
m icroscopicparam etersfound in the literature.
The experim entalvaluesofthe exchange constants,62

Jab = � 1:66 m eV and Jc = 1:16 m eV,im pose rather
severeconstraintson them icroscopicparam etersand on
the possible O O in LaM nO 3. The AF interaction Jc is
quite sensitive to the type ofoccupied orbitals (3.17),
and increases with increasing am plitude ofjzi orbitals
in the ground state,i.e.,with decreasing orbitalangle
�.Sim ultaneously,theFM interaction � Jab isenhanced.
Already with the e�ective m odel(at R = 0) it is not
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straightforward to determ inetheparam etersJ and �,as
we discuss in Appendix A. This m odelis in fact quite
successful,and a reasonableagreem entwith experim ent
could be obtained both for the m agnetic exchange con-
stants and for the opticalspectralweights,taking the
experim entalexcitation spectrum .28 Here we willinves-
tigate to what extent this e�ective m odelgives robust
resultsand whetherthe CT processescould play an im -
portantrolein LaM nO 3.

By analyzingtheCT term sin thesuperexchange[com -
pare Eqs. (4.22),(4.23)]one concludes that these con-
tributionsarepredom inantly AF.Therefore,itm ightbe
expected thata highervalue of� than 0.16 used in Ap-
pendix A would ratherbe consistentwith the m agnetic
experim ents. Increasing � gives an increased coe�cient
r1,so notonly theFM term in J
 isthen enhanced,but
alsotheopticalspectralweightK ab

1 which correspondsto
the high-spin transition. Sim ultaneously,the angle � is
som ewhatincreased,butthe dependence ofthe spectral
weightK ab

1 on theangle� issoweakthatthehighervalue
of� dom inatesand asom ewhatlowervalueofJ than 170
m eV used in Appendix A hasto be chosen. Altogether,
theseconsiderationsled usto selecting J = 150m eV and
� = 0:181asrepresentativeparam etersforwhich weshow
below thataconsistentexplanation ofboth m agneticand
opticaldata ispossible.

After these two param eter values have been �xed,it
is ofinterestto investigate the dependence ofthe e�ec-
tive exchange interactions on the CT param eter R and
on the orbitalangle �. Asin the KCuF3 case,one �nds
a strongerincrease ofJc with increasing R,while these
term sare weakerand lead to nonm onotonic changesfor
Jab (Fig. 6). First of all, with the present value of
� = 0:181,atR = 0 theAF interaction Jc iscloseto zero
forangles� � 100�,while the FM interaction Jab < � 2
m eV is som ewhat too strong. W ith increasing R one
�ndsthatJc increases,whiletheFM interaction Jab ini-
tially becom es weaker when R increasesup to R = 0:3
and theterm / c1 dom inatestheCT contribution to Jab
[seeEq.(4.22)].AthighervaluesofR,however,theFM
contributions due to c3 � c2 < 0 and c5 � c4 < 0 start
to dom inate,and Jab decreaseswith increasing R,par-
ticularly forsm allvaluesof� < 90�. O ne �ndsthatthe
experim entalvaluesofboth exchangeconstantsare well
reproduced forR = 0:6and attheorbitalangle� = 102�.

Although this�tisnotunique,onehasto realizethat
theexperim entalconstraintsim posed on theparam eters
areindeed rathersevere| asweshow below thepresent
param eters give a very reasonable and consistent inter-
pretation ofthe experim entalresults for LaM nO 3. For
theaboveparam eterstheFM and AF term stoJc alm ost
com pensate each other in the U term ,and a consider-
ableAF interaction along thecaxisarisesm ainly dueto
the CT contributions(Fig.7).Thisqualitatively agrees
with the situation found in KCuF3,where the CT term
wasofcrucialim portance and helped to explain the ob-
served large anisotropy between the values ofexchange
constants. Also the CT term which contributes to Jab
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FIG .6:(Coloronline)SuperexchangeconstantsforLaM nO 3:
(a)Jc along the c axis,and (b)Jab in the ab plane,asfunc-
tionsoforbitalangle�which de�nestheC -typeO O ,seeEqs.
(3.17).D ashed linesforincreasing R = 0,0.15 and 0.30 from
bottom to top;solid linesforR = 0:6. Note thatthe depen-
dence ofJab on R is nonm onotonic. Horizontaldotted lines
indicate the experim entalvaluesofRef. 62 for LaM nO 3;di-
am ond and circle show theexperim entalvaluesofJc and Jab
for�= 102�.Param eters:J = 150 m eV,�= 0:181.

isAF and increaseswith increasing angle�,whiletheU
term isFM butweakensatthe sam e tim e. Thisresults
in a quite fastdependence ofthe FM interaction Jab on
� (Fig.7).

O ne thus recognizes a sim ilar dependence ofthe ex-
change constants � Jab and Jc on the orbital angle �

(Fig. 7) as that found before with the U term alone
(seeFig.15 in Appendix A).TheCT term shavem ainly
two consequences:(i)a largeAF contribution to the in-
teraction along the c axisJc,and (ii)an increase ofthe
orbitalanglewellabove� = 90�.Thesetrendsarerobust
in the realistic param eterrange.Therefore,one expects
thattheoccupied eg orbitalsapproach thefrequently as-
sum ed alternating directionalorbitals in the ab planes
(3x2 � r2)=(3y2 � r2) with � = 120�,but cannot quite
reach them . Indeed,we have veri�ed thatorbitalswith
� � 120� are excluded by the present calculations,as
then the FM interaction within the ab planes changes
sign and becom esweakly AF.Thus,the m echanism for
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FIG . 7: (Color online) Superexchange interactions � Jab

(4.22) and Jc (4.23) as functions ofthe orbitalangle �,ob-
tained within the superexchange m odel (4.1) for LaM nO 3

(solid lines).Contributionsdueto theU term and dueto the
CT term toboth exchangeconstants(� Jab and Jc)areshown
bydashed and dashed-dotted lines,respectively.Isotropicand
orbitalindependent t2g term s superexchange term s JtU and
Jt� (4.20) are: 1.45 and 0.83 m eV.Experim entalvalues62

of� Jab and Jc (indicated by diam ond and circle) are well
reproduced at angle � = 102�. Param eters J = 150 m eV,
�= 0:181,R = 0:6.

theobserved A-AF phaseislost,and onehasto conclude
thatangles� > �JT areexcluded.
Indeed,wehavefound thatthe orbitalangle� ’ 102�

reproduceswelltheexperim entaldata forboth exchange
constants (Fig. 7),and is thus som ewhat sm aller than
the angle �JT = 108� deduced from the lattice distor-
tions in LaM nO 3.69 This can be seen as a com prom ise
between theorbitalinteractionsinvolving thelatticeand
the purely electronicsuperexchangeorbitalinteractions,
so itisreasonableto expectthat� < �JT .
Finally,weem phasizethattheeg electron excitations,

contributing both to the U and to the CT processesin
the superexchange, are FM for all cubic directions,70

and only due to a substantial t2g term which follows
from low-spin (AF) excitations,Jt = 2:28 m eV,the ex-
change interaction along the c axischangesitssign and
becom esAF.Alltogether,thepresentanalysisshowsthat
the t2g superexchangeplaysa decisive rolein stabilizing
the observed A-AF spin order| withoutitalready the
undoped LaM nO 3 would be a ferrom agnet. This pecu-
liarsituation followsfrom thelargesplitting between the
high-spin and low-spin excitations � 3 eV in LaM nO3,
which islargerthan in any othertransition m etalcom -

pound considered in thispaper,due to the factthatthe
d shellis half-�lled in the M n2+ excited states.18 This
leadstorelatively largeFM contributions,even when the
orbitalsarenotso closeto theidealalternation ofdirec-
tionaland planarstates(asfound alongthecaxis),which
would m axim ize the averages of the orbitaloperators,
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,that controlthe weightofthe high-spin

term s,see Table II. Thisresultisrem arkable butagain
qualitatively the sam e as found in the e�ective m odel
ofAppendix A. However,quantitatively the t2g term is
heresom ewhatstronger,asJt isnow increased by � 35%
overits value Jt = 1:7 m eV deduced from the e�ective
d � d m odelwith U term s only. As a com m on feature
one �nds that Jt � 2 m eV,so we em phasize that the
superexchange prom oted by t2g electrons is quite weak
and is characterized by a sm allvalue ofJt � 4� 10�3 t
(or� 0:01tforthe superexchangebetween S = 3=2 core
spins2,71)which providesan im portantconstraintforthe
realisticm odelsofm anganites.

D . O pticalspectralw eights in LaM nO 3

Considernow the tem perature dependence ofthe op-
ticalspectralweights(2.15). Asthe orbitaldynam icsis
quenched up to room tem perature T � 300 K ,it suf-
�ces to consider the tem perature dependence ofthe in-
tersitespin-spin correlations(2.12).W ederived theseby
em ploying theso-called O guchim ethod72 (seeAppendix
B),which is expected to give rather realistic values of
spin correlations functions for the large spins S = 2 in
LaM nO 3 in the entire tem perature range. Thereby we
solved exactly the spin-spin correlations fsab;scg on a
single bond hiji coupled to neighboring spins by m ean-
�eld (M F) term s,proportionalto the order param eter
hSzi.A realisticestim ateofthe m agnetictransition can
beobtained byreducingtheM F resultobtained forS = 2
spinsby an em piricalfactor� 0:71.73 Usingtheexchange
interactions obtained with the present param eters,one
�ndsTN ’ 143 K which reasonably agreeswith the ex-
perim entalvalue ofT exp

N
= 136 K .62 The calculationsof

spin-spin correlationsare straightforward,and we sum -
m arize them in Appendix B. Both correlation functions
sab and sc changefastcloseto TN ,re
ecting thetem per-
ature dependence ofthe Brillouin function which deter-
im eshSzi,and rem ain �nite atT � TN .
Thelargesplitting between thehigh-spin and low-spin

excitationsm akesitpossibletoseparatethehigh-spin ex-
citationsfrom the rem aining onesin the opticalspectra,
and to observethe tem peraturedependence ofitsinten-
sity forboth polarizations.Asin thee�ectivem odel,28,74

the present theory predicts that the low-energy optical
intensity exhibitsa ratherstrong anisotropy between the
ab and c directions. It is particularly pronounced and
closeto 10:1 atlow tem peratureswhen the spin correla-
tionsjsabjand sc are m axim al(Fig. 8). Unfortunately,
this anisotropy at T ! 0 in only weakly dependent on
theorbitalangle�,soitcannothelp toestablish thetype
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FIG .8: (Color online) Anisotropy of the low-energy spec-

tralweights in LaM nO 3,given by the ratio K
(ab)

1
=K

(c)

1
,for

increasing tem perature T,as obtained for: � = 102� (solid
line),� = 108� (dashed line),� = 98� (dashed-dotted line).
The arrows indicate the N�eeltem perature TN derived from
the exchange constants in each case (see text). Param eters:
J = 150 m eV,� = 0:181.

ofO O realized in the ground state ofLaM nO 3,and its
possible changes with increasing tem perature. In fact,
when theparam etersare�xed and only theorbitalangle
� is changed,a di�erent value ofthe N�eeltem perature
followsfrom the m odi�ed exchangeconstants,being the
m ain reason behind thesom ewhatdi�erenttem perature
dependence ofthe ratio K (ab)

1 =K
(c)

1 (Fig.8).

O ne �nds a very satisfactory agreem ent between the
presenttheory and the experim entalresults ofRef. 28,
as shown in Fig. 9. W e em phasize, however, that
thetem peraturevariation oftheopticalspectralweights
could also be reproduced within the e�ective m odelat
R = 0,28,74 showingthattheCT term slead onlytom inor
quantitative m odi�cations. Note also thatatthis stage
no�tism ade,i.e.,thekineticenergies(2.13)which stand
fortheopticalsum rulearecalculated usingthesam epa-
ram etersasfound aboveto reproducetheexchangecon-
stantsin Fig.7.Therefore,such a good agreem entwith
experim entdem onstratesthatindeed thesuperexchange
interactionsdescribethespectralintensitiesin theoptical
transitions.W enote,however,thattheanisotropyin the
rangeofT > TN issom ewhatlargerin experim entwhich
m ight be due to either som e inaccuracy ofthe O guchi
m ethod ordue to the experim entalresolution.

The distribution of the optical intensities K
(
)
n and

theirchangesbetween thelow (T ’ 0)and thehigh tem -
perature (T = 300 K ) regim e are sum m arized in Table
IV.Attem peratureT = 0one�ndsthatfortheabpolar-
ization theentirespectralintensity originatesfrom high-
spin excitations. This result follows from the classical
value ofthe spin-spin correlation function sab = � 1 pre-
dicted by the O guchim ethod. Asquantum 
uctuations

0 100 200 300
0

40

80

120

160

K
n(a

b)
 (

m
eV

)

0 100 200 300
T (K)

0

25

50

75

100

K
n(c

)  (
m

eV
)

(a)

(b)

n=1

n>1

n=1

n>1

FIG .9: (Color online) K inetic energies per bond (in m eV)
asfunctionsoftem perature T,obtained forLaM nO 3 forthe
high-spin (solid lines,n = 1) and for the low-spin (dashed
lines,n > 1)excitationsatthe M n ionsforpolarization: (a)

in the ab planes,K (ab)
n ,and (b)along the c axis,K (c)

n . The
totalkineticenergiesK (
) aregiven bythelongdashed-dotted
lines,while the verticaldotted linesindicate the value ofTN
derived within the present m odel(see text). Filled circles
show the experim entalintensities28 at low energy (n = 1).
Param eters:J = 150 m eV,� ’ 0:181,R = 0:6,and �’ 102�.

in theA-AF phasearesm all,75 thepresentresultisnearly
accurate.W hen thetem peratureincreases,one�ndscon-
siderabletransferofopticalspectralweightsbetween low
and high energies,discussed also in Ref.28,with alm ost
constanttotalintensitiesK (
) forboth 
 = aband c(see
also Fig.9).Theopticalweightsobtained fortheJT an-
gle�JT = 108� aresim ilarto thosefor� = 102�,showing
again thatthe opticalspectroscopy isalm ostinsensitive
to sm allchangesoftheorbitalangle.In contrast,for�JT
the exchange constants (and hence also the estim ated
valueofTN )aretoo low.
W hile the e�ective param eters fJ;�;Rg used in this

Section givea very satisfactory description ofboth m ag-
netic and opticalproperties ofLaM nO 3, the values of
the m icroscopic param eters,such asthe Coulom b inter-
action on the M n ions U ,and on the oxygen ions Up,
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TABLE IV: Exchange constants J
 [see Eqs. (4.22) and

(4.23)],kinetic energiesforhigh-spin (K (
)

1
)and forlow-spin

(K (
)

LS
) excitations [see Eqs. (4.24){(4.27)],and totalkinetic

energies K (
)

tot
(allin m eV),for a bond within an ab plane

(
 = ab)and along a c axis(
 = c),as obtained forthe O O
given by the orbitalangle �’ 102� which reproducesthe ex-
perim entalexchangeconstants,62 and fortheanglesuggested
by the lattice distortions,�JT . Param eters: J = 150 m eV,
�’ 0:181,R = 0:6.

�’ 102� �JT = 108�

T (K ) 0 300 0 300
Jab � 1:66 � 1:06
Jc 1:16 0:95

K
(ab)

1
140.1 94.2 135.8 88.1

K
(ab)

LS
0.0 38.1 0.0 42.1

K
(ab)

tot 140.1 132.3 135.8 130.2

K
(c)

1
13.7 42.9 12.6 41.2

K
(c)

LS
80.0 44.0 74.9 40.1

K
(c)

tot 93.7 86.9 87.5 81.3

the Hund’sexchange JH ,the charge transferparam eter
�,and the d� p hopping elem enttpd,are notuniquely
determ ined. O ne could attem ptto �x these param eters
using theatom icvalueofHund’sexchangeJH = 0:9 eV.
W ith � = 0:181 it leads to U ’ 5:0 eV,quite close to
other estim ates,43 while the value ofR = 0:6 suggests
then that,taking the com m only accepted43,64 value of
the CT energy � = 5:0 eV,the oxygen Coulom b ele-
m ent is large, Up ’ 7 eV.This value of Up is larger
than usually obtained Up � 4 eV foroxygen ions,asfor
instance by analyzing the param etersofthe three-band
m odelforCuO 2 planes.59 W enote,however,thattheop-
ticaldata28 suggesta som ewhatreduced valueofHund’s
exchange JH � 0:7 eV (using the present units),so it
could be thatthe localexchange interactionsare som e-
whatscreened in reality.

Fortunately,when the opticaldata are available,also
the position ofthe low-energy excitation is known,and
thism ay serve asan additionalexperim entalconstraint
for the param eters.20 This excitation is found at about
2.0 eV,28 indicating that U � 3JH ’ 2:0 eV.W ith this
constraintone�nds,using again � = 0:181,thatU ’ 3:7
eV and JH ’ 0:67 eV.These param eters give the low-
spin 4A 1 and 4E excitationscloseto 4.5eV,in agreem ent
with experim ent.28 Sotheabovevaluesofthem icroscopic
param eters fU;JH g appear to be consistent both with
the present value of� and with the spectra. Further-
m ore,for these em piricalparam etersone �nds R = 0:6
either with � = 5:0 and U p ’ 2:3 eV,orwith � = 4:2
and Up ’ 4:0 eV.These values,particularly the second
set,are perfectly acceptable and in the usually consid-
ereed range.54,64 Taking the abovevalue ofU ’ 3:7 and
J = 150 m eV,one �ndst= 0:37 eV,a som ewhatlower
valuethan thatwhich followsfrom thee�ectivem odelof
Appendix A.Altogether,theseresultsindicate,contrary

to what is frequently assum ed,42,54 that the local ex-
change interactionsare som ewhatscreened in reality by
covalency e�ects,and thatatthe sam e tim e the screen-
ing oftheintraorbitalCoulom b interaction U isstronger
than estim ated before.43,64

V . C U B IC T ITA N IT ES

A . Spin-orbitalsuperexchange m odel

Perovskitetitanates,LaTiO 3 and YTiO 3,are intrigu-
ing exam ples ofM ott insulators with orbitaldegrees of
freedom due to t2g electrons: in the ground state the
Ti3+ ions are in the t12g con�guration. In an idealper-
ovskitestructurethet2g orbitalsaredegenerate,butlat-
tice distortions m ay contribute to the m agnetic ground
state76,77,78,79 and to the M ott transition80 | here we
do notintend to discussthiscontroversialissue.
In an idealcubic system each t2g orbitalisperpendic-

ular to a single cubic axis,for instance the jxyi orbital
liesin theabplaneand isperpendicularto thecaxis.It
is therefore convenient to introduce the following short
hand notation forthe orbitaldegreeoffreedom :15

jai� jyzi; jbi� jzxi; jci� jxyi: (5.1)

Thelabels
 = a;b;cthusreferto thecubicaxesperpen-
dicularto the planesofthe respectiveorbitals.
Thesuperexchangespin-orbitalm odel(2.8)in cubicti-

tanatescouplesS = 1=2spinsand theorbitalt2g degrees
offreedom atnearestneighborTi3+ ions.Dueto largeU
theelectron densitiessatisfy thereby thelocalconstraint
ateach site i,

nia + nib + nic = 1: (5.2)

In titanatesthereisno need to considerCT processes,as
thesesystem sareM ott-Hubbard insulators1 and noqual-
itativelynew e�ectsapartfrom som enegligiblerenorm al-
ization ofthee�ectiveparam etersfJ;�gcould arisefrom
CT excitations.Thissim pli�esourconsiderations,so we
analyze the superexchange in the leading order ofper-
turbation theory,given by thecontributionswhich result
from virtualexcitations between the neighboring Ti3+

ions,(t12g)i(t
1
2g)j *) (t22g)i(t

0
2g)j.Thesechargeexcitations

involvetheCoulom b interactionsin the d2 con�guration
ofa Ti2+ ion,param etrized asbeforeby theintraorbital
Coulom belem entU ,and byHund’sexchangeelem entJH
for a pair oft2g electrons,de�ned as follows (see Table
I),39

JH = 3B + C: (5.3)

The charge excitations lead to one offour di�erent ex-
cited states39 shown in Fig.1(b):thehigh-spin 3T1 state
atenergy U � 3JH ,and three low-spin states| degen-
erate 1T2 and 1E states at energy U � JH ,and an 1A 1
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stateatenergy U + 2JH .Asbefore,theexcitation ener-
giesareparam eterized by �,de�ned asin Eq.(3.3),and
weintroducethe coe�cients

r1 =
1

1� 3�
; r2 =

1

1� �
; r3 =

1

1+ 2�
: (5.4)

O ne �nds the following com pactexpressionsfor the su-
perexchangeH U (d1)asgiven by Eq.(2.6):15,81

H
(
)

1 =
1

2
Jr1

�
~Si�~Sj +

3

4

��

A
(
)

ij �
1

2
n
(
)

ij

�

; (5.5)

H
(
)

2 =
1

2
Jr2

�
~Si�~Sj �

1

4

��

A
(
)

ij �
2

3
B
(
)

ij +
1

2
n
(
)

ij

�

;

(5.6)

H
(
)

3 =
1

3
Jr3

�
~Si�~Sj �

1

4

�

B
(
)

ij ; (5.7)

where

A
(
)

ij = 2
�

~�i� ~�j +
1

4
ninj

�(
)
; (5.8)

B
(
)

ij
= 2

�

~�i
 ~�j +
1

4
ninj

�(
)
; (5.9)

n
(
)

ij = n
(
)

i + n
(
)

j : (5.10)

As in Secs. III and IV the orbital (pseudospin) op-

erators fA
(
)

ij ;B
(
)

ij ;n
(
)

ij g depend on the direction of
the hiji bond. Their form follows from the sim ple
observation15,82 that only two t2g orbitals (
avors) are
active along each cubic axis,e.g. if
 = c,the active
orbitals are a and b [see Eq. (5.1)],and they give two
com ponentsofthepseudospin T = 1=2operator~�i.Here

the operators fA (
)

ij
;B

(
)

ij
g describe the interactions be-

tween theactiveorbitalsalongtheparticularbond,which
includethequantum e�ectsduetotheir
uctuations,and
takeeithertheform ofa scalarproduct~�i� ~�j,orlead to
a sim ilarexpression,

~�i
 ~�j = �
x
i �

x
j � �

y

i
�
y

j
+ �

z
i�

z
i; (5.11)

which involvesdoubleexcitationsdueto�+i �
+

j and ��i �
�
j

term s (as in the U < 0 Hubbard m odel). The interac-
tionsalong axis
 are tuned by the num berofelectrons
occupying active orbitals,n(
)i = 1� ni
,which is�xed
by the num ber ofelectrons in the inactive orbitalni
,
becauseofthe constraint(5.2).

B . Spin exchange constants and opticalintensities

The exchange constant for a bond hiji along axis 

isobtained from Eqs. (5.5){(5.7)by averaging overthe
orbitalstatesatboth sitesiand j,

J
 =
1

2
J(r1 + r2)

D

A
(
)

ij

E

�
1

3
J(r2 � r3)

D

B
(
)

ij

E

�
1

4
J(r1 � r2)

D

n
(
)

i + n
(
)

j

E

: (5.12)

The cubic titanates are known to have particularly
pronounced quantum spin-orbital 
uctuations, and
their proper treatm ent requires a rather sophisticated
approach.15,81 Here we shallignore this com plex quan-
tum problem ,and shallillustrate the generaltheory by
extracting the m agnetic exchange constants from Eq.
(5.12),and the opticalspectralweights(2.15),using an
ansatzfortheO O in theground state,in analogy to the
approach em ployed in Secs.IIIand IV forthem oreclas-
sicaleg system s.
In generala classicalorbitalstatein thetitanateswith

G dFeO 3-type lattice structure can be param etrized as
follows,

j 1i = �jai+ �jbi+ 
jci;

j 2i = �jai+ �jbi+ 
jci;

j 3i = �jai+ �jbi� 
jci;

j 4i = �jai+ �jbi� 
jci; (5.13)

with realcoe�cientsand norm alized (�2 + �2 + 
2 = 1)
wavefunctions at each site. The occupied orbitals j ii
refer to four sublattices (i = 1;� � � ;4), with Ti1(000),
Ti2(100), Ti3(001), Ti4(101) positions.43,83 The m inus
signsin j 3iand j 4ire
ecta m irrorsym m etry present
in the G dFeO 3 structure.Note thatthisstateresem bles
G -type O O ,and is thus di�erent from the C -type O O
encountered foreg orbitals[dueto thechangeofsign for
the jciorbitalsin Eqs.(5.13)along the caxis].
Using the ansatz (5.13) one �nds after a straightfor-

ward calculation the exchangeconstants,

Jc =
1

2
J

h

(r1 + r2r3)(1� 

2)2

� (r1 � r2)(1� 

2)
i

; (5.14)

Jab =
1

4
J

h

2(r1 + r2r3)(

2 + ��)2

� (r1 � r2)(1+ 

2)
i

: (5.15)

They are determ ined once again by: (i) the superex-
change param eterJ given by Eq.(2.7),with tstanding
now forthe e�ective (dd�)hopping elem ent,(ii)Hund’s
exchange elem ent � (3.3),84 and (iii) the orbitalstate
(5.13),speci�ed in the present case by the coe�cients
f�;�;
g.
Following thegeneraltheory ofSec.II,theopticalex-

citations corresponding to the high-spin Hubbard band
atenergy U � 3JH (n = 1),and to thetwolow-spin Hub-
bard bandsatU � JH (n = 2)and U + 2JH (n = 3)of
Fig. 1(b),have totalintensities given by the respective

kinetic energiesK (
)
n ,see Eq.(2.15).Using the classical

wavefunctionsgiven by Eqs.(5.13),one�ndsthefollow-
ing opticalspectralweights:
| forpolarization along the caxis,

K
(c)

1 = Jr1

2(1� 


2)
�3

4
+ sc

�

; (5.16)

K
(c)

2 =
4

3
Jr2(1� 


2)
�

1�
1

4


2

��1

4
� sc

�

;(5.17)
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K
(c)

3 =
2

3
Jr3(1� 


2)2
�1

4
� sc

�

; (5.18)

| forpolarization in the abplane,

K
(ab)

1 = Jr1

h1

2
(1+ 
2)� (
2+ ��)2

i�3

4
+ sab

�

; (5.19)

K
(ab)

2 = Jr2

h1

2
(1+ 
2)+

1

3
(
2+ ��)2

i�1

4
� sab

�

;(5.20)

K
(ab)

3 =
2

3
Jr3(


2 + ��)2
�1

4
� sab

�

: (5.21)

ThekineticenergiesK (
)
n depend on thesam eparam eters

fJ;�gastheexchangeconstants(5.14)and (5.15),on the
orbitalstate (5.13)via the coe�cientsf�;�;
g,and on
the spin-spin correlations(2.12).

C . A pplication to LaT iO 3 and Y T iO 3

Itisnow straightforwardtoinvestigatethedependence
ofthe m agnetic and the opticalproperties in the four-
sublattice classicalstate (5.13)on the e�ective param e-
tersfJ;�gand on thetypeofO O given bythecoe�cients
f�;�;
g. A priori,the average electron density in the
jciorbitals,nc = hnici,isdi�erentfrom the densitiesin
the other two orbitals (na and nb),and the cubic sym -
m etry ofthe expectation valuesJ
 and K 


n isexplicitly
broken by the O O given by Eq. (5.13),unless allthe
orbitalam plitudesareequal,

� = � = 
 =
1
p
3
; (5.22)

asargued in Refs.76,77.Firstweconsiderthisisotropic
stateand evaluatetheexchangeconstantsJ
 forincreas-
ing Hund’s param eter �. O ne �nds then AF superex-
changeJ
 � 0:4J which decreaseswith increasing� [Fig.
10(a)],butthe interactionsrem ain AF in the physically
relevantrange of� < 0:28. Note thatthisclassicalcon-
sideration seriouslyoverestim atestheactualexchangein-
teraction asoneexpectsinstead J
 � 0:16J when quan-
tum e�ects are included.15 Nevertheless,having no in-
form ation aboutthe opticalexcitations,we give here an
exam ple ofestim ating the exchange constantsand opti-
calspectralweightsusing the spectroscopic values43 for
Hund’s exchange JH ’ 0:59,and for Coulom b intraor-
bitalinteraction ofU = 4:8 eV,which give � = 0:123.
Assum ingnow ahoppingparam etert= 0:2eV,one�nds
J ’ 33 m eV which givesJ
 ’ 14 m eV.W hile onem ight
expectthatthee�ectiveU issom ewhatreduced asin the
caseofLaM nO 3,and thevalueof� would then belarger,
the presentcrude estim ate isaccidentally quite close to
the experim entalvalue ofJexp = 15:5 m eV.85

In theAF state,realized in LaTiO 3,allthreeHubbard
subbandscontributein theopticalspectroscopy,and tak-
ing the N�eelstate with sab = sc = � 0:25 one �nds the
highestspectralweightatT = 0 forn = 2 [Fig. 10(b)].
For the realistic value � � 0:123 the spectralweight of
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FIG .10: (Color online) M agnetic and opticalproperties of
LaTiO 3, as obtained for the classical wavefunctions (5.13)
with isotropicorbitalam plitudes(5.22),forincreasing Hund’s
exchange�= JH =U :(a)exchangeinteractionsJc = Jab,and

(b) kinetic energy term s K (
)
n at T = 0: high-spin (n = 1,

solid line),and low-spin interm ediate-energy (n = 2,dashed
line) and high-energy excitation (n = 3,long-dashed line).
The totalkinetic energy K (
) isshown by the dashed-dotted
line.

the lowest-energy (high-spin)Hubbard subband K
(
)

1 is
relatively weak,and issim ilarto thatofthe n = 3 low-
spin excitation atthe highestenergy [Fig.10(b)].Note,
however,thatin early opticalexperim entsthe intensity
wasfound tobepracticallyindependentofenergy!,86 so
di�erent excitations m ight be di�cult to separate from
each other.
Letusverify now whetherthe wavefunctionsasgiven

by Eqs.(5.13)could also lead to isotropicAF statesfor
other choices oforbitalam plitudes than in Eq. (5.22).
Thus, we considered equalam plitudes � and 
 in the
statesparam etrized by �,

� = 
 = (1� �)
1
p
3
+ �

1
p
2
; (5.23)

with 0 < � < 1. The norm alization condition gives
� = (1 � �2 � 
2)1=2 which vanishes at � = 1. As
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FIG .11: ExchangeinteractionsJc and Jab,Eqs.(5.12)(solid
and dashed line)for the titanite m odelfor di�erenttypesof
orbitalorder given by Eqs. (5.13). The coe�cients in the
wavefunctions (5.13) vary between the isotropic state � =
� = 
 = 1=

p
3 and the state with linear com binations of

jai=jbiand jciorbitals,with thecoe�cientsgiven by:�= 
 =
1=
p
3+ �(1=

p
2� 1=

p
3)and � = (1� �

2
� 


2)1=2.Param eters:
�= 0:123.

expected,the exchange interactions are anisotropic for
sm all� > 0 (Fig.11). The increasing occupancy ofthe
c orbitals with increasing � results in a som ewhat en-
hanced exchangeinteraction Jab nearthe isotropicstate
(for � < 0:5),while the interaction Jc decreasesalm ost
linearly.87 Atlargerorbitalanisotropytheinteraction Jab
decreasesaswell. Itisrem arkable thatthe AF interac-
tions becom e again isotropic close to � = 
 = 1=

p
2

which gives a large charge density nc ’ 0:5 in the jci

orbitals,butthisfeatureisnotgenericand willlikely be
m odi�ed by quantum e�ects. Note also that the state
at � = 0 in not a FM state,contrary to som e earlier
suggestions.43

Finally we rem ark that the tem perature dependence
ofthe opticalspectralweights can again be studied in
a sim ilar way as for LaM nO 3,by solving the spin-spin
correlation functionsatincreasingtem peratureusing the
m ethod ofAppendix B for S = 1=2 spins. Having no
experim entaldata neither for LaTiO 3 nor for YTiO 3,
weshalllim itourselvesto m akingpredictionsconcerning
the overallchange ofthe spectralweights between low
tem perature T � 0 where the spin-spin correlationsare
m axim al,and room tem perature T � TN (orT � TC ),
where the spin-spin correlationsm ay be neglected. W e
take rigid classicalwave functions with O O (5.13) and
discuss �rst AF states. Apart from the isotropic AF
phase(5.22),called stateA,weconsiderin TableV also
som ewhat m odi�ed orbitalam plitudes,as proposed by
Itoh etal.:88

� = 0:690; � = 0:452; 
 = 0:565; (5.24)

called here state B . O ne �nds thatthe exchange inter-

actionsJc and Jab arethen ratheranisotropic(seeTable
V),so we believe that this state can be experim entally
excluded on the basisofthe neutron data.85

Dueto theAF orderin theground stateforthewave-
functions A and B ,the lowest energy high-spin excita-
tionsare suppressed atlow tem perature,butwe predict
thattheirweightshould increasebyabout50% abovethe
m agnetic transition (Table V). An even stronger tem -
perature dependence is predicted for the low-spin part
ofthe spectra with its intensity decreasing by a factor
2 when the m agnetic order is lost. Thus,the spectral
weightisshifted from the high-energy to the low-energy
partoftheopticalspectrum with increasingtem perature,
and thetotalspectralweightdecreases,both featuresbe-
ing typicalofAF bonds. An experim entalcon�rm ation
of this trend would also allow one to identify the en-
ergy splitting between the high-spin and low-spin parts
ofthe upperHubbard band,and to determ ine the value
ofHund’sexchange JH from experim ent. Although the
anisotropy in spectralweights found in the state (5.24)
proposed by Itoh etal.88 m ightbe too weak to be seen
experim entally,thepredicted anisotropy in theexchange
interactionsiscertainly detectable.

It is quite rem arkable that an isotropic FM ground
state ofYTiO 3 can also be described classically by the
O O state with foursublattices,butthe phase factorsin
the wavefunctionshaveto be then selected di�erently:81

j�1i =
1
p
3
(jai+ jbi+ jci);

j�2i =
1
p
3
(� jai� jbi+ jci);

j�3i =
1
p
3
(� jai+ jbi� jci);

TABLE V: Exchange constants J
, kinetic energies for

Hubbard subbands K (
)
n and totalkinetic energies K (
) (all

in units of J) for two orbital ordered states suggested for
LaTiO 3: state A (5.22),and state B (5.24)reported in Ref.
88,and for the O O state suggested for YTiO 3 in Ref. 81.
Param eter:� = 0:123.

LaTiO 3 YTiO 3

state A (5.22) state B (5.24) state F (5.25)
T = 0 T � TN T = 0 T � TN T = 0 T � TC

Jc 0.407 0.428 -0.148
Jab 0.407 0.351 -0.148

K
(c)

1
0.176 0.264 0.172 0.258 1.057 0.792

K
(c)

2
0.465 0.232 0.476 0.238 0.000 0.190

K
(c)

3
0.118 0.059 0.124 0.062 0.000 0.000

K
(c) 0.759 0.555 0.772 0.558 1.057 0.982

K
(ab)

1
0.176 0.264 0.207 0.311 1.057 0.792

K
(ab)

2
0.465 0.232 0.451 0.226 0.000 0.190

K
(ab)

3
0.118 0.059 0.107 0.053 0.000 0.000

K
(ab) 0.759 0.555 0.765 0.590 1.057 0.982
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j�4i =
1
p
3
(jai� jbi� jci): (5.25)

W e call this state the orbital F state. Neglecting

again orbital(quantum )
uctuations,one �ndshA(
)ij i=

hB
(
)

ij i = 0 in this state,while n
(
)

i = 4

3
. At �nite �

thisleadsindeed to an isotropicFM statewith exchange
constants,

J
FM
c = J

FM
ab = �

2

3
J�r1r2; (5.26)

in lowest order / �,89 so this type of O O leads to a
m arkedly di�erentexchangeconstantfrom thatgiven by
Eq. (5.14). Assum ing again the sam e param eters as
above one �nds JFM
 ’ � 5 m eV, which is som ewhat
higher than the experim entalvalue Jexp
 ’ � 3 m eV.90

However,in view ofthe sim plicity ofthe presentconsid-
erationsthisagreem entcan be regarded assatisfactory.
Considernow the spectralweightsin theopticalspec-

troscopy. O ne �nds rather sim ple expressions for the
(isotropic)opticalspectralweightsforthe F state:

K
(
)

1 =
2

3
Jr1

�3

4
+ s


�

; (5.27)

K
(
)

2 =
2

3
Jr2

�1

4
� s


�

; (5.28)

K
(
)

3 = 0: (5.29)

Thus,theopticalspectrum ofYTiO 3 would bequitedif-
ferentfrom that ofLaTiO 3 (see Table V). For the FM
state at T = 0 (with s
 = 1

4
) only the high-spin spec-

tralweightK (
)

1 = 2

3
Jr1 contributes,and forthepresent

param etersK (
)

1 ’ J. Thus,future opticalexperim ents
on YTiO 3 com bined with m agnetic experim ents could
help to determ ine the superexchange constant J. Fur-
therm ore,forthe FM F orbitalstate (5.25)one �ndsat
high tem peratuream oderatereduction ofthelow-energy
spectralweightby � 25% ,and a corresponding increase
forthe higherenergy excitation n = 2 [the third excita-
tion doesnotcontribute aslong asthe O O rem ainsthe
sam e asin Eqs. (5.25)]. The energy di�erence between
these excitationsis2JH (Fig.1),so they m ightserveto
determ ine thisparam eterfrom the opticalspectroscopy.
The above resultsshow once again thatthe m agnetic

interactionsand theopticalspectralweightsdepend in a
crucialwayon theunderlyingorbitalstate.O ncetheO O
in F state (5.25)hasbeen �xed,the exchangeconstants
JFMc (5.26)were com pletely determ ined by the superex-
change J (2.7),and by Hund’s exchange param eter �.

For the opticalspectralweights K (
)
n (5.27){(5.29) one

needs in addition the spin-spin correlation function s
.
M ost im portantly,a strong tem perature dependence of
the opticalspectra follows here from a classicalorbital
picture,and thisshould bea crucialexperim entaltestof
the validity ofthe presentapproach.

V I. C U B IC VA N A D A T ES

A . Spin-orbitalsuperexchange m odel

The last exam ple ofspin-orbitalphysics we want to
give here are the cubic vanadates,in which the orbital
degrees offreedom originate from the t22g con�guration
ofthe V 3+ ions present in the ground state. Here our
goalwillbe to answerthe question to whatextentthese
system s could be described by decoupling spin and or-
bitaldegrees of freedom and assum ing classicalstates
with O O .TheO O in thecubicvanadatesiscom plem en-
tary to the spin order| the C -type AF phase isfound
forG -typeO O ,and theG -typeAF phaseisaccom panied
by C -type O O .91 Here we shallconsider in m ore detail
G -typeO O ,relevantforthecaseofLaVO 3.W ewillshow
in particularthatthesuperexchangespin-orbitalm odel16

allowsoneto understand them icroscopicreasonsbehind
the C -AF phase observed in LaVO 3,and predicts that
jJcj� Jab,as actually observed.92 The com parable size
ofFM and AF exchange constants Jc and Jab,respec-
tively,isunexpected when considering theG oodenough-
K anam ori-Anderson rules,34 which would suggest that
jJcjisby a factorJH =U sm aller.
In the case of the vanadates the superexchange

between the S = 1 spins of V 3+ ions in a per-
ovskite lattice results from virtual charge excitations
(t22g)i(t

2
2g)j *) (t32g)i(t

1
2g)j. These charge excitations in-

volve the Coulom b interactions in the d3 con�guration
ofa V 2+ ion,param etrized fora pairoft2g electrons,as
for the titanates,by the intraorbitalCoulom b elem ent
U ,and by Hund’s exchange elem ent JH [see Eq. (5.3)
and Table I].39 The excitation spectrum which leads to
the superexchange m odelincludes three states:16 (i) a
high-spin state 4A 2 at energy U � 3JH ,(ii) two degen-
erate low-spin states 2T1 and 2E at energy U ,and (iii)
a 2T2 low-spin state at energy U + 2JH (Fig. 1). W e
param etrize itby two coe�cients: r1 = 1=(1� 3�)and
r3 = 1=(1 + 2�). A generalHam iltonian was already
given in Ref. 16;here we shallanalyze itassum ing that
thexy (jci)orbitalsaresingly occupied ateach V 3+ ion,
as concluded from experim ent93,94 and from electronic
structure calculations.95 Therefore, the electron densi-
ties in the rem aining two orbitals satisfy at each site i
the localconstraint,

nia + nib = 1: (6.1)

O ne�ndsthen thatthesuperexchangeHU (d2)forabond
hijialong the caxisconsistsof

H
(c)

1 = �
J

3
r1(2+ ~Si�~Sj)

�1

4
� ~�i� ~�j

�

; (6.2)

H
(c)

2 = �
J

12
(1� ~Si�~Sj)
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4
� �

z
i�

z
j � �

x
i �

x
j + 5�yi�

y

j
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; (6.3)

H
(c)

3 = �
J

4
r3(1� ~Si�~Sj)
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; (6.4)

and fora bond in the abplane,

H
(ab)

1 = �
1

6
Jr1

�
~Si�~Sj + 2

��
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4
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: (6.5)
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; (6.6)

H
(ab)

3 = �
1
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1� ~Si�~Sj
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�
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i �
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�
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j + �

z
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z
j

�

; (6.7)

where the operators~�i describe orbitalpseudospinsT =
1=2 de�ned (foreach direction 
)by the orbitaldoublet
fjyzi;jxzig � fjai;jbig. Ateach site ithere isprecisely
one electron in these two orbitals,and both ofthem are
activealong the caxis.
It has already been shown before20 that the quan-

tum 
uctuationsplay a decisive role in LaVO3,and the
observed29 anisotropy and tem perature dependence of
the high-spin excitations in opticalspectroscopy is re-
produced when the theory includes them . In the next
Sec. VIB we willpresentnow the lim itations ofa sim -
pli�ed approach which iswidely accepted94 and assum es
thattheO O in LaVO 3 isquiterigid already atthem ag-
netictransition.Q uantum 
uctuationslead toim portant
correctionswhich go beyond thispictureand m odify the
tem perature variation ofthe opticalspectralweights,as
wediscussin Sec.VIC.

B . Spin exchange constants and opticalspectral

w eights for alternating orbitalorder

Afterdecoupling ofspin and orbitalvariables,the ef-
fective spin exchangeconstantsJc and Jab in Eq.(2.11)
can be obtained from Eqs.(6.2){(6.7)by averaging over
orbitalcorrelations,asderived in Ref.20,

Jc = �
1

2
J

h

�r1 � (r1 � �r1 � �r3)

�

�1

4
+ h~�i� ~�ji

�

� 2�r3h�
y

i �
y

ji

i

; (6.8)

Jab =
1

4
J

h

1� �r1 � �r3

+ (r1 � �r1 � �r3)
�1

4
+ h�zi�

z
ji

�i

: (6.9)

They are determ ined by the orbitalcorrelations,which
result not only from the superexchange H U (d2) but
also from the interactionswith the lattice (from the JT
term ),20 asdiscussed in detailin Sec.VIC.Hereweshall
consider�rstclassicalstateswith alternating jaiand jbi
orbitalsin theabplanes:G -typeO O when theseorbitals
alternate also along the c axis,and C -type O O for re-
peated eitherjaiorjbiorbitalsalong the c axis. These

classicalstatesare frequently assum ed asa consequence
ofa strong JT term and observed G dFeO 3 distortions.94

Such classicalorderwould naturally follow from a strong
JT e�ect,butitisstillcontroversialwhetherthe JT in-
teraction isactually thatstrong in thevanadates.Fortu-
nately,there are already experim entalresultswhich can
help toresolvethiscontroversy,and weaddressthisissue
in m oredetailin Sec.VIC.
First we consider the lim it of strong JT interaction

with rigid O O .Thisim pliesh~�i� ~�ji’ h�zi�
z
ji= � 1

4
along

each bond forG -type O O ,so one �nds from Eqs. (6.8)
and (6.9)�xed valuesofthe exchangeconstants:

J
C �A F
c = �

1

2
J�r1; (6.10)

J
C �A F

ab
=

1

4
J[1� �(r1 + r3)]: (6.11)

TheFM interaction JC �A Fc increasesin lowestorderlin-
early with Hund’s exchange �,and the above values of
the exchangeconstantsgiveC -AF spin order.
W hetherornotsuch a classicalO O isrealized in the

ground state,can be investigated by analyzing the con-
sequences ofthe present theory for the distribution of
spectralweightin the opticalspectroscopy. The optical
spectralweightsfollow byaveragingtheindividualcontri-
butionsto thesuperexchange,seeEqs.(2.13)and (2.15).
O ne�ndsforG -type O O the opticalspectralweights:
| forpolarization along the caxis,

K
(c)

1 =
1

3
Jr1

�
sc + 2

�
; (6.12)

K
(c)

2 =
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3
J
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1� sc

�
; (6.13)

K
(c)

3 = 0; (6.14)

| forpolarization in the abplane,
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1 =
1
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Jr1
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; (6.15)
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2 =
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; (6.16)

K
(ab)

3 =
1

4
Jr3

�
1� sab

�
: (6.17)

Asin allothercases,they depend on two m odelparam e-
ters,J and �,and on the spin-spin correlationsfsc;sabg
(the O O isalready �xed).
Again,asin the case ofLaM nO 3 (Sec. IV),the anal-

ysisofthe opticalspectra suggeststhatthe e�ective pa-
ram etersaresom ewhatdi�erentfrom theatom icvalues,
prim arily due to the screening ofboth Coulom b U and
Hund’s exchange JH . W e use here the param eters de-
duced from the neutron experim ents98 and from the op-
ticalspectra29 | one �nds20 J = 40 m eV and � = 0:13.
These values im ply that Jc ’ � 4:3 m eV and Jab ’ 6:8
m eV,which lead to a M F estim ateofthetransition tem -
peratureT M F

N ’ 270K .Thisvaluehasto bestillreduced
by an em piricalfactor73 (close to 68% for S = 1) to
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estim ate the e�ect oftherm al
uctuations,so one �nds
TN � 180 K in reasonable agreem ent with the experi-
m entalvalue of140 K .97 W e note thatthe above values
oftheexchangeconstantsarein good agreem entwith the
neutron experim ents.92

Itisinstructiveto testthisclassicalapproach by ana-
lyzingitspredictionsfortheopticalspectralweights.W e
evaluated the spin correlation functionsforbondsin the
ab plane and along the c axisusing the O guchim ethod,
and used an orderparam eterhSzi atneighboring sites,
which acts on the considered bond by M F term s and
vanishes at TN = 0:4J,as explained in Ref. 20. The
correlation sc forFM bondsalong the c axiscan be ob-
tained analytically,20 whilesab fortheAF bondswasde-
term ined byanum ericalapproach described in Appendix
C. As expected, the spectralweight due to the high-
spin excitationsdom inates for c polarization. However,
when the O O is perfect, the anisotropy between K

(c)

1

and K
(ab)

1 atT = 0,being close to 8:1 (Fig. 12),isnow
lesspronounced than in thecaseofjointspin and orbital
dynam ics.20 Atlow tem peraturethelow-spin excitations
dom inatethe opticalspectralweightforabpolarization.
O ne �ndsthatthe low-energy spectralweightalong the
c axis K (c)

1 decreases with increasing tem perature. Si-
m ultaneously,the low-energy spectralweight in the ab
planesK (ab)

1 increases,and the anisotropy goesdown to
� 5 :2 atT = 0:85J (i.e.,atT ’ 300 K forTN = 140
K ).Itis quite rem arkable thatthe presentclassicalap-
proach gives qualitatively a very sim ilar distribution of
the spectralweights and their tem perature dependence
fortheFM and AF bondsin LaVO 3 and in LaM nO 3 (cf.
Figs.9 and 12).

A crucialtestofthe presenttheory concernsthe tem -
perature dependence of the high-spin spectral weight

along the c axis K (c)

1 , which according to experim ent
decreases by about 50% between low tem perature and

TABLE VI: Exchange constants J
 and optical spectral

weights K (
)
n (allin unitsofJ) as obtained for: LaVO 3 (C -

AF phasewith G -typeO O ),and forYVO 3 (G -AF phasewith
C -type O O ) at T = 0 and above the m agnetic transition at
T = 0:85J (� 300 K ).Param eters: � = 0:13 and TN = 140
K .

LaVO 3 YVO 3

C -AF phase G -AF phase
T (K ) 0 300 0 300
Jc -0.107 0.224
Jab 0.171 0.171

K
(c)

1
1.640 1.181 0.0 0.0

K
(c)

2
0.0 0.280 0.586 0.494

K
(c)

3
0.0 0.0 0.465 0.392

K
(ab)

1
0.219 0.471 0.249 0.471

K
(ab)

2
0.916 0.532 0.871 0.532

K
(ab)

3
0.436 0.253 0.415 0.253
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) /J
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FIG .12: K ineticenergy term s(in unitsofJ)perbond (2.13),
asobtained fortheC -AF phaseofthecubicvanadates:high-
spin K

(
)

1
(solid lines) and low-spin K

(
)

2
(dashed lines) and

K
(
)

3
(long-dashed lines),forincreasing tem peratureT=J:(a)

along the FM c axis (
 = c); (b) within the AF ab plane
(
 = ab).In part(a)theexperim entalpointsfrom Ref. 91 for
thelow-energy spectralweightwere reproduced,afterproper
rescaling to m atch the value ofK (
)

1
atT ! 0. Param eters:

�= 0:13.

T = 300K .29 In thepresenttheorybasedupon frozenO O
this decrease am ounts only to about 27% [Fig. 12(a)],

and the m axim alpossible reduction ofK (c)

1 reached in
the lim itofT ! 1 isby 33% .Thisresultsuggeststhat
the frozen O O scenario in LaVO 3 is excluded by exper-

im ent;further argum entssupporting this point ofview
are given in Sec. VIC. Note also thatthe actualvalues
ofK (c)

1 ,shown in Refs.20 and 74,had to be reduced to
m atch the classicalprediction atT = 0.
A second classicalstatewith C -type O O ,asproposed

forthelow tem peratureG -AF phaseofYVO 3,94 givesan
AF exchangeconstantalong the caxis,

J
G �A F
c =

1

4
J(1� �r3); (6.18)

whilethevalueofJG �A F
ab

isthesam easJC �A F
ab

,seeEq.
(6.11),so in the present classicalapproach it does not
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changewhen theO O changesfrom theG -typetoC -type.
In contrast,depending on the type ofO O ,the exchange
constant along the c axis can be either FM or AF,as
suggested by experim ent91 and con�rm ed by thedata in
Table VI. The actualvalues estim ated with the sam e
param eters as for LaVO 3 are: Jc = 9:0 and Jab = 6:8
m eV.Hereone�ndsthatJc > Jab asin experim ent,but
theagreem entwith theexperim entalvalues,98 Jexpc = 3:1
and Jexp

ab
= 2:6m eV,ism uch poorer.Hence,weconclude

thatquantum e�ectsbeyondthepresentclassicalanalysis
such as orbital
uctuations,16 orbitalPeierls e�ect,98,99

and spin-orbit coupling,100 play here an im portant role
and haveto be included in a quantitativetheory.
Furtherm ore,while the weights in the ab planes are

given by spin-spin correlations sab,as in Eqs. (6.15){
(6.17), for the spectralweights in the C -type O O one
�ndsalong the caxis

K
(c)

1 = 0; (6.19)

K
(c)

2 =
1

4
J
�
1� sc

�
; (6.20)

K
(c)

3 =
1

4
Jr3

�
1� sc

�
: (6.21)

W eevaluatedthesespectralweights(seeTableVI)forthe
standard value of� = 0:13 and for the spin-spin corre-
lation function sc determ ined within theO guchim ethod
for an AF bond along the c axis (Appendix C),stabi-
lized by the above value ofthe AF interaction Jc,and
taking again TN = 0:4J. Itisalong thisaxiswhere the
theorypredictsam arkedlydi�erentbehaviorofthespec-
tralweights from that found above for G -type O O ,see
Table VI. In spite ofAF bonds in allthree directions,
the spectralweight distribution is again anisotropic |
theweightsareconsiderably higherfortheabplanesdue
to the broken cubic sym m etry in orbitalspace. In ad-
dition,the spectralweightsobtained in abplanesatlow
tem perature di�er between the two AF phases,as the
M F term sare largerin G -AF phase and m ake thiscase
som ewhatcloserto the classicallim itofsab = � 1.Par-
ticularly theprediction thatK (c)

1 = 0,followingfrom the
classicalC -typeO O ,iseasy to verify.In fact,theexper-
im entaldata arepuzzling asone �ndsinstead �nite and
tem perature dependentspectralweightalso forthe low-
energy regim ein theG -AF phaseofYVO 3,29,30 pointing
out once again that the presentcalculation with frozen
O O isoversim pli�ed.

C . C om posite spin-orbitaldynam ics in LaV O 3

Finally,wedem onstratethatthescenarioofstrong JT
interaction,quenching the orbitaldynam ics,cannotap-
plytoLaVO 3.W edosobyinvestigatingitsconsequences
fortheorbitaltransition tem peratureTo and forthetem -
perature dependence ofthe opticalintensity K (c)

1 ofthe
lowestm ultiplettransition.Consider�rstthe transition
tem peratureTo associated with the phasetranstion into

the state with O O .W e have already seen in Secs. III
and IV thatstrongorbital-latticecouplingin aperovskite
structure would in factnecessarily decouple orbitaland
spin degrees offreedom and lead to To � TN ,contra-
dicting the experim ent.29

The JT coupling between the JT-active local lat-
tice m odesQ i and the pseudospin (orbital)variables�zi
(which refer to the active fjai;jbig orbitals along the c
axis)m ay be written asfollows,

H JT = g
X

i

Q i�
z
i +

1

2

X

i

Q
2
i; (6.22)

where Q i isthe appropriate linearcom bination ofcoor-
dinatesoftheligand ionsnextto site i.Theabovelocal
coupling induceslocaldistortionsand an associated en-
ergy gain ofE JT = g2=8 (the JT energy) per site,and
m oreovergeneratesa cooperativeJT e�ectin thefollow-
ing way. Asthe oxygensare shared by two neighboring
vanadium ionsin theperovskitestructureofLaVO 3,the
JT distortionsQ i atnearest-neighborsitesarenotinde-
pendent from each other. Hence the electron densities
in jai=jbi orbitals at two vanadium ions at sites i and
j in the ab plane (see inset in Fig. 13) get coupled to
each other,basically because they depend on the actual
displacem ent � ofthe shared oxygen ion. M ore specif-
ically,this displacem ent generates interactions between
theorbitals7,101 and one�nds,taking careoftheorthog-
onality constrainton the Q i variables,

H ab(ij)= JJT �
z
i�

z
j; (6.23)

with the interaction constant being given by JJT =
2�EJT = 1

4
�g2. Here the coe�cient� isdeterm ined by

the phonon spectrum ,viz. by allbranchesin which the
localcoordinates Q i participate,101 and � < 1 (see e.g.
Refs. 102 and 58 for how to estim ate � for the per-
ovskite lattice). The JT interaction (6.23) re
ects the
cooperative nature ofthe JT problem . Itfavorsorbital
alternation and thussupportsthesuperexchangeorbital
interaction J�

ab
,20 and the orbitalm odelrelevantforthe

C -AF phaseofLaVO 3 isthen

H � = J
�
c

X

hijikc

�

~�i� ~�j �
1

4

�

+ Vab

X

hijikab

�
z
i�

z
j; (6.24)

with Vab = J�
ab
+ JJT . The �rst term follows from the

spin-orbitalm odel,and J�c = Jr1.
W hile the superexchange contribution to Vab is sm all

(adopting the values of Ref. 26, J�ab ’ 2 m eV, i.e.,
J�
ab
� J�c ’ 33 m eV),one �ndsthatyetVab > J�c ifone

assum es� = 1,i.e.ifonebasicallyidenti�estheJT inter-
action with the JT energy,and furtheracceptsthe esti-
m ateforE JT � 27 m eV given in Ref.26.Then theIsing
term quenchesthe J�c-driven orbitaldynam icsand leads
to a cooperativetransition atTo which lockstheorbitals
in allthreedirections.However,oneshould beawarethat
the totalenergy decreaseproduced by the JT distortion
ofthelattice,E 0

JT ,asobtained in an abinitio calculation
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FIG . 13: (Color online) O rbitaltransition tem perature To

forincreasing JT interaction JJT in: orbital-only m odel[Eq.
(6.24),dashed line],and spin-orbitalm odel[Eqs. (6.24)and
(6.25),solid line],com pared with the N�eeltem perature TN
(dashed-dotted line). Both To and TN in units ofJ�

c . The
insetshowsintersiteorbitalcorrelationsdueto JT distortions
in LaVO 3.

such as in Ref. 26,actually equals E 0
JT = E JT + E o

JT ,
i.e. it com prisesboth the localenergy gain E JT ,which
doesnotcontributeto theordering,101 aswellastheJT
orderingenergyE o

JT = zabJJT =8= �EJT .TheJT contri-
bution to Vab isthereforegiven by JJT = 2�E 0

JT =(1+ �),
and since � is usually appreciably sm aller than 1 one
should expectthatJJT isde�nitely sm allerthan E0JT ,so
thatitism orelikely thatactually Vab <� J�c.
To gain m ore insightin the role ofthe JT interaction

we perform ed exact diagonalization ofeight-site chains
alongthecaxis,com bined with aM F treatm entoftheor-
bitalinteractionsin theabplane,todeterm inetheorbital
transition tem perature To. As expected,it scales with
JJT in the regim e oflarge JT interaction JJT > 0:1J�c
(but stillJJT <

� 2J�c) as shown in Fig. 13,as was also
found in Ref.26.However,weweresurprised to seethat
M otom e et al.26 have discarded this result considering
itto be \an artefactofthe M F treatm ent",and argued
thatthecouplingbetween neighboringsitesisdeterm ined
solely by J�c . The latterappliesonly in the lim itofex-
trem ely anisotropiccoupling,Vab � J�c ,which isnotrel-
evanthere.In fact,itisa classicalresult101 thatthe JT
coupling ofEq.(6.22)also inducesintersite interactions
between theorbitalsasin Eq.(6.23)which m ay actually
dom inateoverthesuperexchangeterm and determ ineTo
in the lim it oflarge g. As To is 20-80% above TN in
otherRVO 3 (R= Ce,Pr,Nd,Y,etc.) com pounds,91 itis
notplausiblethatforR= La itisdeterm ined by superex-
change alone. Therefore we argue that as the ab plane
correlationsareofIsing-type,theM F resultshould bein
fact a reasonable estim ate for To. Thus,the proxim ity
ofthe orbitaland the m agnetic transitionsin LaVO 3,29

<
τ iτ i+

1>

0.0 0.5 1.0T/Jc
τ
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FIG .14: (Color online)Tem perature dependence of: (a)op-

ticalspectralweightofthehigh-spin transition,K (c)

1
,in units

ofJ (J istheprincipalenergy scaleofthespin-orbitalm odel),
and (b) orbitalcorrelations h~�i � ~�i+ 1i along the c axis (bot-
tom ),as obtained for | the spin-orbitalm odelEqs. (6.26),
as given in Ref. 16,with sm allJJ T = 0:2J�

c (solid lines),
and | the orbitalm odelEq. (6.24) with JJ T = 1:6J�

c ,as
analyzed in Ref.26 (dashed lines).

To � TN (’ 0:4J),im plies that the JT interaction is
sm all,JJT � 0:1J�c,and the JT splitting ofthe xz=yz-
doublet is actually sm aller than the superexchange en-
ergy scaleitself,� JT = zabJJT =2= 2JJT � 0:2J�c.
Furtherm ore,asthespin and orbitalexchangeinterac-

tionsareinterrelated,20,26 spin disordershouldreducethe
e�ective orbitalexchange J�c . Indeed,we have veri�ed
thatthisfollowsfrom thefullspin-orbitalsuperexchange
m odel16 which containsan extra term ,

H s� =
1

2
J
�
c

X

hijikc

�
~Si�~Sj� 1

�h�

1� �� �
r3

r1

��

~�i� ~�j+
1

4

�

� �

i

;

(6.25)
describing the coupling ofspins and orbitals along the
c axis. However,To obtained from the com plete spin-
orbitalm odel,

H U (d
2)’ H � + H s�; (6.26)

has about the sam e value as that found from H � alone
(see Fig. 13),and the estim ate � JT ’ 0:2J�c rem ains
valid.
M oreover,one �nds that for large JJT (e.g., JJT =

2E 0
JT = 54 m eV,i.e. for � = 1 and E 0

JT = 27 m eV ’

0:8J�c,following Ref.26)thetem peraturedependenceof

theopticalintensity K (c)

1 derived from H � isweak below
300 K (Fig. 14),so adding orbitalcorrelations in this
rangeofparam etersto thespin correlationsofSec.VIB
cannotim prove the agreem entwith experim ent. Hence,
this analysis clearly shows that: (i) a substantialvari-
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ation ofK (c)

1 below 300K (� J,see Fig.14) observed
in Ref.29 isobtained only forsm allJJT ;(ii)while nei-
therspin correlationsforfrozen O O ,nororbitalcorrela-
tions that follow from H � alone would su�ce,only the
fullspin-orbitalm odel(6.26)thatincludescoupled spin-
orbital
uctuationsisabletoexplainalargeenhancem ent
of K (c)

1 at low tem perature. This was indeed dem on-
strated in Ref. 20,where spin and orbitalcorrelations
were treated self-consistently,and only then the strong
tem peraturedependenceofK (c)

1 could besuccessfully re-
produced by the theory.
Sum m arizing,on com paringtheresultsofFigs.13and

14with theexperim entaldata,29 onehastoconcludethat
the proxim ity ofTo and TN in LaVO 3 im plies thatJJT
isin factm uch sm allerthan the totalenergy associated
with the cooperative JT distortion E 0

JT ’ 27 m eV es-
tim ated in Ref. 26. The enhanced opticalconductivity
along the c axis29 also suggests that the localsplitting
� JT issm allerthan the dynam icalorbitalexchange J�c,
thussupporting the scenario of
uctuating orbitals16 in
LaVO 3. Therefore,the assum ption ofrigid O O ,which
was so successfulfor LaM nO 3,fails for LaVO 3 and the
fullquantum spin-orbitalm any-body problem hasto be
treated explicitly.20

V II. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

Them ain purposeofthispaperwastom aketheexper-
im entalconsequences ofthe superexchange spin-orbital
m odelsforcorrelated transition m etaloxideswith orbital
degeneracy m ore transparent. W e form ulated a general
approach to the spectralweightsin opticalspectroscopy
and illustrated iton severalexam pleswith di�erentm ul-
tiplet structure. W hile a generalfeature ofallthe su-
perexchange spin-orbitalm odels is a tendency towards
enhanced quantum 
uctuations,9,15 wegavereasonswhy
in m any situationssuch 
uctuationsare quenched. O ne
then arrivesatm uch sim plerreduced m odels,wherecer-
tain states with O O allow for a good insight into the
m echanism sresponsibleforthem agneticinteractionsand
forthe opticalspectralweights.The com m on feature of
allthese cases is that the knowledge ofonly a few ef-
fective param eters,the superexchangeenergy J,Hund’s
exchange � and the charge-transferparam eterR,issuf-
�cient to work out the quantitative predictions of the
theory fora given typeoforbitalordered state.In som e
ofthese cases the theoreticalm odels sim plify so m uch
thatitiseven possible to perform calculationswith the
help ofa pocketcalculator.
The casesofcopper
uoride KCuF3 and the m angan-

ite LaM nO 3 turned out to be sim pler, and could be
understood with frozen O O and quenched orbital dy-
nam ics below the structuraltransitions which occur at
m uch higher tem peratures than the N�eeltem perature,
Ts � TN . However,we have also seen thatparticularly
in t2g system s,in thecubic titanatesand vanadates,the
orbitaldynam ics m ay not be quenched. Therefore,in

som e cases only the fullquantum m any-body problem
givesproperanswersforthe experim entalsituation.
W e cam e to these conclusions by analyzing in detail

the consequences ofdecoupling ofthe spin and orbital
degrees in states with rigid O O and by com paring the
predictions of the theory with the experim ental data,
whereveravailable.In the undoped m anganite LaM nO 3

we could provide a consistent explanation ofthe m ag-
neticand opticalexperim entaldata by deducing theval-
uesofthe abovee�ectiveparam etersfJ;�;Rg,and next
showing thatboth the m agnetic exchange constantsJab
and Jc,and the anisotropy and the tem perature depen-
dence ofthe low-energy opticalspectralweightscan be
reproduced by the theory in a satisfactory way. In the
caseofthe copper
uorideKCuF3 opticaldata werenot
available,butthe constraintsin the theory given by the
exchangeconstantsareso strong thatwecould conclude
that the insulating state in this com pound has charge-
transfer character. It rem ains to be veri�ed by future
experim ents to what extent the predictions m ade here
concerning theopticalspectralweightsand based on the
classicalpicturewith orderedeg orbitalsapplytoKCuF3.
AlsoforLaTiO 3 and YTiO 3 weinvestigated theclassi-

calstateswith O O given by certain wavefunctionswhich
guarantee that the observed isotropic AF or FM states
arerealized.Asin allothercases,the theory predictsin
such statesaratherpronounced tem peraturedependence
and spectralweighttransfersin the opticalspectra near
the m agnetic transition. Future experim ents willhave
to establish whetherand to whatextentsuch a scenario
relaying on rigid O O could be valid. However,already
withoutthese data we could dem onstrate,by looking at
theexchangeconstants,thattherearecertain indications
thatorbital
uctuations play a role and thus the quan-
tum physicsm ightdom inate here overthe therm al
uc-
tuationsofthe spinsalone.
The case ofthe cubic vanadate LaVO 3 really shows

TABLE VII:Valuesofthee�ectiveparam etersofspin-orbital
m odels:superexchangeJ (in m eV),Hund’sparam eter�,the
CT param eterR ,and the m icroscopic param etersconsistent
with these e�ective param eters: intraorbitalCoulom b inter-
action U ,Hund’sexchange JH ,and the energy ofthe lowest
CT excitation � (allin eV),deduced from the presentanal-
ysis ofthe m agnetic and opticalproperties ofrepresentative
transition m etalcom pounds with perovskite structure. The
valuesofJH and U in case ofLaVO 3 and LaM nO 3 were ob-
tained from theopticalspectra,whiletheonesforKCuF3 are
the sam e asin Ref.55.

LaVO 3 LaM nO 3 KCuF3

param eters orbitals t2g eg eg

e�ective J 40 150 33
� 0.13 0.18 0.12
R < 0:4 0.6 1.2

m icroscopic U 3.8 3.8 7.5
JH 0.50 0.67 0.90
� > 5:0 3.5 4.0
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thatone m ay encounterthe fullcom plexity ofthe spin-
orbitalsuperexchangem odelwhen thespinsand orbitals

uctuate coherently,and these 
uctuationsare essential
to geta m eaningfulquantitative description ofthe opti-
caldata. This case in particular dem onstrates the im -
portance of com bining the m agnetic and opticaldata.
W hereastheclassicalanalysisofthespin 
uctuationsfor
frozen orbitals seem s to su�ce to explain the exchange
constantsin LaVO 3,by lookingattheopticsonerealizes
thatthe picture offrozen O O induced by large JT cou-
pling is here m isleading,and the com plete spin-orbital
dynam icshasto be considered instead.

Before concluding this paper,we sum m arize in Table
VIIthee�ectiveparam etersofthespin-orbitalm odels,103

and thepossiblevaluesofthem icroscopicparam eters|
the Coulom b interaction U ,Hund’s exchange JH ,and
the charge transfer energy �,that are consistent with
these e�ective param eters. The values ofthe superex-
change constant are 33 < J < 40 m eV for KCuF3 and
LaVO 3,while for LaM nO 3 the value ofthis param eter
is m uch higher,J � 140 m eV.This di�erence re
ects
a ratherhigh value ofthe e�ective hopping param etert
in the undoped m anganite. By considering the optical
data ofLaVO 3 and LaM nO 3 we cam e to the conclusion
thatHund’sexchangeJH issom ewhatreduced from the
respectiveatom icvalues,54 and wegivealready thesere-
duced param etersin TableVII,accom panied by thecor-
responding valuesofU .

Sum m arizing,wehaveillustrated a com m on approach
to the optical and the m agnetic data in M ott insula-
tors with orbitaldegeneracy, which provides the basis
fora bettertheoreticalunderstanding ofthe experim en-
talconstraintson the underlying phenom ena and on the
m odelparam eters. It is a unique feature ofthese sys-
tem sthatthe superexchange interactions,and the spin,
orbital,and com posite spin-and-orbitalcorrelations in-
duced by them , are responsible for the distribution of
spectralweightin the opticalexcitations.W e hope that
extending thepresentanalysisofthehigh-energy excita-
tions in the upper Hubbard band by an analysisofthe
low-energy excitationsthatoccurin doped system s,will
allow to develop a quantitative theoreticalapproach de-
signed to describetheopticalspectra ofdoped transition
m etalinsulators.
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A P P EN D IX A : EFFEC T IV E M O D EL FO R

LaM nO 3

Here we present an analysis ofthe m agnetic and op-
ticaldata within an e�ective d � d m odelfor LaM nO3,
given by the H U (d4) term alone,i.e.,assum ing R = 0
in Eq. (4.10). Unlike in KCuF3,the alternating O O in
LaM nO 3 refersto theorbitalsoccupied by electrons,and
is characterized by a single angle � in Eqs. (3.17). W e
perform ed an analysisoftheexchangeconstantsJc (4.23)
and Jab (4.22)asfunctionsofthe e�ectiveparam etersJ
and�.Althoughtheseparam eterscannotbeuniquelyde-
term ined,wehaveveri�edthatonlyanarrow rangeofthe
orbitalangle � � 90� � 100� givesreasonableagreem ent
with experim ent. Here we present the results obtained
with J = 170 m eV and � = 0:16.
Bothexchangeconstantsexhibitaratherstrongdepen-

denceon theorbitalangle� (Fig.15).In contrastto the
case ofKCuF3,the e�ective m odelparam etersobtained
at R = 0 su�ces to explain even alm ost quantitatively
the observed exchange constants in LaM nO 3. This re-
sultisalso consistent104 with the earlieranalysisofRef.
13. Due to the strong dependence ofthe exchange con-
stantsJab and Jc on theangle�,onecan excludetheO O
ofalternating directional(3x2 � r2)=(3y2 � r2)orbitals,
obtained with � = 120� in Eqs.(3.17).
W hile it is frequently assum ed that the t2g superex-

change (4.20) is large,the present analysis shows that
a consistent description ofthe m agnetic properties re-
quiresinstead a ratherm oderate value of Jt in LaM nO 3.
Forthe presentparam etersone �ndsJt = 1:70 m eV,105

and Jt increases by � 35% when the CT term s are in-
cluded (seeSec.IV C).Although itm ightbeargued that
Jt � 2 m eV istoo largeasthe experim entalvalueofTN
in CaM nO 3 isonly 110K ,106 onedealsheredefacto with
di�erentvaluesofthe U ,JH and � param eters,nam ely
with those for M n2+ ions instead ofthe ones for M n3+

ions,which apply in theinterm ediateexcited statescon-
tributing to thesuperexchangein CaM nO 3.Yetthedif-
ferencesin these param etervaluescannotbe large from
the very nature oftheir physicalorigin,and so Jt for
LaM nO 3 cannot di�er by m ore than a factor of2 from
thevalueofthet2g-induced superexchangein CaM nO 3.13

Thissupportsour�ndingthatasm allratioJt � 4� 10�3 t
correspondsto realisticparam etervaluesforLaM nO 3.
Next we consider the tem perature dependence ofthe

spin-spin correlations and the optical spectralweights
(2.15). As in the full m odel discussed in Sec. IV D,
one m ay assum e frozen O O in the relevanttem perature
range below room tem perature,and derive the tem per-
ature dependence of the opticalspectralweights from
that ofthe intersite spin-spin correlations (2.12), with
thelatterdeterm ined in a clusterm ethod asexplained in
Appendix B. Using the exchange interactions obtained
with the present param eters at � = 94� (Fig. 15),one
�nds the em piricalestim ate73 TN ’ 146 K ,which rea-
sonably agreeswith the experim entalvalue T exp

N
= 136

K .62 TheAF bondsfeelstaggered M F term sforT < TN ,
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FIG . 15: (Color online) Superexchange interactions � Jab

(4.22)and Jc (4.23)asfunctionsofthe orbitalangle � (solid
lines), obtained within the e�ective superexchange m odel
H U (d4) (R = 0). Experim entalvalues62 of� Jab and Jc for
LaM nO 3 (indicated by circle and diam ond)are nearly repro-
duced for the O O with � = 94�. Param eters: J = 170 m eV,
�= 0:16.

so the spin-spin correlationssc had to be determ ined by
a num ericalsolution,asexplained in Appendix B.Both
correlation functions change fast close to TN ,re
ecting
the tem perature dependence of the Brillouin function,
and rem ain �nite atT � TN [Fig.16(a)].

Thee�ectivem odelalsoallowsonetodiscussthequal-
itativefeaturesofthespectralweightdistribution in the
opticalspectra.The theory predictsthatonly high-spin
opticalexcitationsareallowed atT = 0fortheFM bonds
in the ab planes,and one �nds for this polarization a
large kinetic energy K (ab)

1 [Fig. 16(b)]. In contrast,the
opticalexcitationsfortheAF bondsalong thecaxisare
predom inantly of low-spin character, and thus the ki-
netic energy K

(c)

1 is rather sm all, resulting in a large

anisotropy K (ab)

1 :K (c)

1 � 10:1 ofthelow-energy optical
intensities con�rm ed by experim ent.28 W hen the tem -
peratureincreasesand thespin-spin correlationsweaken,
thisanisotropy isreduced,butrem ainspronounced also
atT > TN and stillexceeds2 :1 atT = 300 K due to
thepersistingO O .Asshown elsewhere,74 alsoaquantita-
tiveanalysisofthepresente�ectivem odelgivesa rather
satisfactory agreem entwith theopticaldata28 in theen-
tire tem perature range. In contrast, the totaloptical
intensitieshave a m uch weakertem perature dependence
and anisotropy [Fig.16(b)].Thus,the m ain featureson
theexperim entallyobservedintensitydistribution and its
tem peraturevariation in theopticalspectra28 arewellre-
produced already by the presente�ectivem odel.

Finally,weverifywhethertheusedparam etersJ = 170
m eV and � = 0:16could bederived from them icroscopic
param eters ofthe CT m odel. The value ofJH = 0:90
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FIG .16:(Coloronline)Tem peraturedependenceof:(a)spin-
spin correlationsh~Si�~Sji
 for
 = a;c,and theorderparam e-

terhSz
i(dashed line);(b)kinetic energiesK (
)

1
forthehigh-

spin excitations,standing forthe opticalintensities(2.15)at
low energy along 
 = a;c axes(solid lines),and totalkinetic
energies K (
) (long-dashed lines), as obtained for LaM nO 3

within thee�ectivesuperexchangem odelH U (d4)fortheO O
given by an angle �’ 94�.Param etersasin Fig.15.

eV followsfrom thespectroscopicvaluesoftheB and C
Racah param eters,64 so � = 0:16 im plies U ’ 5:6 eV.
K nowing thevalueofJ,thisleadsto an estim ated e�ec-
tived� d hopping elem entt’ 0:49 eV.Indeed,one�nds
that these m icroscopic param eters are in the expected
range.The e�ective Coulom b interaction wasestim ated
within the e�ective d� d m odelforLaM nO3 asU � 5:5
eV from spectroscopicdata,43 sotheagreem entiscloseto
perfect.Furtherm ore,taking theusually accepted values
oftpd = 1:5 eV and � = 5:0 eV,following Refs. 64 and
43,one �ndsa very plausible value ofthe e�ective hop-
ping param etert= t2pd=� = 0:45 eV,again quite close
to the value derived above. Note that the experim en-
tal m agnetic interactions in doped bilayer m anganites
were explained with a sim ilarvalue oft= 0:48 eV �xed
by experim ent.107 Thisfavorablecom parison em phasizes
once again ourm ain conclusion thatthe relevantm odel
param eters can be derived by com bining the results of
m agneticand opticalexperim ents,wheneveravailable.



31

A P P EN D IX B : SP IN -SP IN C O R R ELA T IO N S IN

LaM nO 3

Here we describe brie
y a sim ple m ethod which we
used to determ inethespin-spin correlation functionssab
and sc for a pair ofinteracting spins S = 2 at nearest
neighborM n ionsin LaM nO 3.Thespin-spin correlations
wereobtainedbyperform ingastatisticalaverageoverthe
exacteigenstatesfora single(FM orAF)bond,found in
thepresenceofM F term sactingateach spin ofthebond
and originating from itsneighboring spins.This,in fact,
is the sim plest cluster M F theory,known in the theory
ofm agnetism as the O guchim ethod.72 As long as the
M F term svanish (atT > TN ),one �ndsforthe various
eigenstates with degeneracy (2Stot + 1),labeled by the
totalspin Stot = 0;1;� � � ;4,

hStotj~Si�~SjjStoti=
1

2
Stot(Stot+ 1)� 6: (B1)

Depending on Stot the scalarproducthStotj~Si�~SjjStoti
variesbetween � 6 and 4.
Consider�rsta FM bond hijiin theabplane,with the

Ham iltonian given by,

H
(ab)

ij = � jJabj~Si�~Sj � hab(S
z
i + S

z
j); (B2)

wherefortheA-AF phasewith uniform orderparam eter
in the ab plane hSzi= hSzii the identicalM F acting at
both spinsis

hab = (3jJabj+ 2Jc)hS
zi: (B3)

At T > TN the eigenenergies ofH (ab)

ij follow from Eq.
(B1). For T < TN the order param eter hSzi could in
principle be determ ined self-consistently in the present
clusterapproach. However,to gain a qualitative insight
into the tem peraturedependence ofsab itsu�cesto use
a self-consistentsolution ofthe M F equation,

hSzi =
2S + 1

2
coth

�2S + 1

2

TN

2T
hSzi

�

�
1

2
coth

�1

2

TN

2T
hSzi

�

: (B4)

As the M F value kB T
M F
N = 4(2jJabj+ Jc) is overesti-

m ated,it is appropriate to use in Eq. (B4) the value
ofTN after an em piricalreduction,73 leading to TN ’

0:705T M F
N .O ne�ndsan analyticsolution forsab:

sab =
4z4 � 3z2 � 5z1 � 6z0
z4 + z3 + z2 + z1 + z0

; (B5)

where the term s zi refer to the subspaces oftotalspin
Stot,

z4 = 1+ 2coshx + 2cosh2x + 2cosh3x

+ 2cosh4x; (B6)

z3 = (1+ 2coshx + 2cosh2x + 2cosh3x)

� exp(� 4�jJabj); (B7)

z2 = (1+ 2coshx + 2cosh2x)exp(� 7�jJabj);(B8)

z1 = (1+ 2coshx)exp(� 9�jJabj); (B9)

z0 = exp(� 10�jJabj); (B10)

with x = �hab and � = 1=kB T. Note that the term
/ z3 is absent in the num erator ofEq. (B5),because
hStot = 3j~Si�~SjjStot = 3i= 0 [see Eq.(B1)].
Foran AF bond hijialong thecaxistheHam iltonian

isgiven by

H
(c)

ij
= Jc~Si�~Sj � hc(S

z
i � S

z
j); (B11)

wherethe m olecular�eld

hc = (4jJabj+ Jc)hS
zi: (B12)

alternates between the sites i and j, so hSzii =
� hSzji = hSzi. Unlike for the FM bond, the �eld
hc couples now states which belong to di�erent val-
ues of Stot (but to the sam e value of Sztot). The
staggered M F plays no role for Sztot = 4, while for
Sztot < 4 the eigenstates have been found by di-
agonalizing the m atrices, with diagonal elem ents fol-
lowing from Eq. (B1), and o�diagonal ones / hc:
| forSztot = 3,

 
4Jc � hc

� hc 0

!

; (B13)

| forSztot = 2,
0

B
B
B
B
@

4Jc � 2
q

3

7
hc 0

� 2
q

3

7
hc 0 � 4

q
1

7
hc

0 � 4
q

1

7
hc � 3Jc

1

C
C
C
C
A
; (B14)

| forSztot = 1,

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

4Jc �

q
15

7
hc 0 0

�

q
15

7
hc 0 � 16p

70
hc 0

0 � 16p
70
hc � 3Jc �

q
21

5
hc

0 0 �

q
21

5
hc � 5Jc

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (B15)

| forSztot = 0,
0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

4Jc � 4p
7
hc 0 0 0

� 4p
7
hc � � � 12p

35
hc 0 0

0 � 12p
35
hc � 3Jc � 2

q
7

5
hc 0

0 0 � 2
q

7

5
hc � 5Jc � 2

p
2hc

0 0 0 � 2
p
2hc � 6Jc

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

:

(B16)
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In thisway a com plete setofeigenstatesfjnig with en-
ergiesfE ng forn = 1;2;� � � ;25 wasdeterm ined.Finally,
the spin-spin correlation function sc was found using a
standard form ula

sc =
1

Z

X

n

hnj~Si�~Sjjniexp(� �En); (B17)

whereZ =
P

n
exp(� �En)isthe partition function.

A P P EN D IX C :SP IN -SP IN C O R R ELA T IO N S IN

LaV O 3 A N D IN Y V O 3

Theshort-rangespin-spin correlationss
 forthecubic
vanadates were determ ined using the O guchim ethod72

for a bond ofinteracting S = 1 spins. As in the case
ofLaM nO 3 (see Appendix B),we solve exactly a single
FM (AF) bond hiji with interaction Jc (Jab),and the
M F term s/ hSzioriginatingfrom neighboringspinsand
acting on each spin ofthe bond.In the presentcasethe
scalarproductisgiven by

hStotj~Si�~SjjStoti=
1

2
Stot(Stot+ 1)� 2: (C1)

For a FM bond,now along the c axis,one �nds an
analytic solution.20 This problem is analogous to that
given by Eq. (B3). Using the M F approxim ation,the
orderparam eterhSziwasdeterm ined from Eq.(B4)with
S = 1,and T M F

N = 4(2Jab+ jJcj)=3 wasreduced to TN ’

0:684T M F
N as appropriate for S = 1 spins.73 The �nal

resultforsc reads

sc =
z2 � z1 � 2z0
z2 + z1 + z0

; (C2)

where the term szi originate from di�erentsubspacesof
totalspin Stot = 2;1;0,

z2 = 1+ 2coshx + 2cosh2x; (C3)

z1 = (1+ 2coshx)exp(� 2�jJcj); (C4)

z0 = exp(� 3�jJcj): (C5)

Here

hc = (4Jab + jJcj)hS
zi; (C6)

x = �hc and � = 1=kB T;com parewith Eq.(B12).
Foran AF bond hijiin theabplanetheM F Ham ilto-

nian isgiven by

H
(ab)

ij
= Jab~Si�~Sj � hab(S

z
i � S

z
j); (C7)

In analogy to an AF bond in LaM nO 3 (seeAppendix B),
thecorrelation function sab can befound num erically by
considering the subspacesofSztot.The m olecular�eld,

hab = (3Jab + 2jJcj)hS
zi; (C8)

does notcontribute to the highesteigenenergiesE 8;9 =
Jab in thesubspaceofSztot = 2 [cf.with Eq.(B3)],while
the rem aining eigenstateshad to be found by diagonal-
izing the m atricescorresponding to othervaluesofSztot:
| forSztot = 1,

 
Jab � hab

� hab � Jab

!

; (C9)

| forSztot = 0,

0

B
B
B
@

Jab � 2p
3
hab 0

� 2p
3
hab � Jab � 2

q
2

3
hab

0 � 2
q

2

3
hab � 2Jab

1

C
C
C
A
: (C10)

By solving the above eigenproblem s, we determ ined a
com plete set ofeigenstates fjnig,with energies E n,la-
beled by n = 1;2;� � � ;9. Therefore,the spin-spin corre-
lation function sab for two interactings S = 1 spins on
an AF bond followsin thepresentcasefrom an equation
sim ilarto Eq. (B17),with the relevantm atrix elem ents
hnj~Si�~Sjjninow given by Eq.(C1).
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