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T he tem perature dependence and anisotropy of optical spectral weights associated w ith di erent
m ultiplet transitions is determ ined by the spin and orbitalcorrelations. To provide a system atic basis
to exploit this close relationship between m agnetisn and optical spectra, we present and analyze
the soin-orbital superexchange m odels for a series of representative orbitaldegenerate transition
m etal oxides with di erent multiplet structure. For each case we derive the m agnetic exchange
constants, which detem ine the spin wave dispersions, as well as the partial optical sum rules.
T he m agnetic and optical properties of early transition m etal oxides w ith degenerate t;y orbitals
(titanates and vanadates w ith perovskite structure) are shown to depend only on two param eters,
viz. the superexchange energy J and the ratio of Hund’s exchange to the Intraorbital Coulom b
Interaction, and on the actualorbital state. In e; system s in portant corrections follow from charge
transfer excitations, and we show that KCuF 3 can be classi ed as a charge transfer lnsulator, whilke
LaM nO 3 is a M ott Insulator w ith m oderate charge transfer contributions. In som e cases orbial
uctuations are quenched and decoupling of spin and orbital degrees of freedom w ith static orbital
order gives satisfactory results for the optical weights. On the exam ple of cubic vanadates we
describe a case where the full quantum spin-orbital physics m ust be considered. T hus Inform ation
on optical excitations, their energies, tem perature dependence and anisotropy, com bined w ith the
results of m agnetic neutron scattering experin ents, provides an in portant consistency test of the
soin-orbitalm odels, and indicates w hether orbitaland/or spin uctuations are in portant in a given
com pound. Published in: Phys. Rev. B 72, 214431 (2005).]
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I. SUPEREXCHANGE AND OPTICAL
EXCITATIONS AT ORBITAL DEGENERACY

T he physical properties of M ott (or charge transfer)
Insulators are dom nated by large on-site C oulom b inter—
actions / U which suppress charge uctuations. Quite
generally, the Coulom b interactions lad then to strong
electron correlations which frequently nvolve orbitally
degenerate states, such as 3d (or 4d) states In transition
m etal com pounds, and are responsble or quite com -
plx behavior with often puzzling transport and m ag—
netic propertiesd The theoretical understanding of this
class of com pounds, w ith the colossalm agnetoresistance
(CM R) m anganites as a prom nent exam ple/= has sub—
stantially advanced over the last decade;? after it becam e
clearthat orbialdegrees of freedom play a crucialrole in
these m aterials and have to be treated on equal footing
w ith the electron spins, which has led to a rapidly devel-
oping eld | orbital physics® D ue to the strong onsite
Coulomb repulsion, charge uctuations In the undoped
parent com pounds are alm ost entirely suppressed, and
an adequate description of these strongly correlated in—
sulators appears possible In tem s of superexchange® At

orbitaldegeneracy the superexchange interactionshave a
rather rich structure, represented by the so-called soin—
orbitalm odels, discovered three decades ago,.£ and ex—
tensively studied in recent years2d0A11213,14,15,1617,18

A though this eld is already quite m ature, and the

rst textbooks have already appearedi?<2? it has been
realized only recently that the m agnetic and the opti-
cal properties of such correlated insulators w ith partly

lled d orbitals are intim ately related to each other, be-
Ing just di erent experin entalm anifestationsofthe sam e
underlying spin-orbitalphysics2%2 W hilk it is clear that
the ow-energy e ective superexchange Ham iltonian de—
cides about the m agnetic interactions, it is not Inme-
diately cbvious that the high-energy optical excitations
and theirpartial sum rules have the sam e roots and m ay
be described by the superexchange as well. In fact, this
Interrelation between the m agnetic and the optical prop—
ertiesm akes it necessary to reanalyze the spin-orbial su—
perexchangem odels, and to extract from them in portant
constraints In posed by the theory on the system param —
eters. W e w ill show that also the opposite holds | som e
general rules apply for the m agnetic interactions in the
correlated insulatorsw ith degenerate (oraln ost degener—
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ate) orbitals, and therefore the m agnetic m easurem ents

In pose constraints on any realistic theory. At the sam e

tin e, we shall argue that such experin ents provide very

usefil nform ation conceming the obitalorder (OO ) and

the strength of quantum  uctuations in a given com —
pound, which can next be em plyed to interpret other
experin ents, including the optical spectroscopy.

T he phenom ena discussed in the present paper go well
beyond the m ore fam iliar situation of a M ott Insulator
w ithout orbital degeneracy, or when the orbial degen—
eracy is lifted by strong Jahn-Teller (JT ) distortions as
forexam ple In the high T, cuprate superconductors. In a
M ott Insulator the optical conductiviy is purely incoher—
ent, and the optical response is found at energies which
exceed the opticalgap. W hen orbital degrees of freedom
are absent, the optical gap is determ ined by the Intraor—
bialCoulom b interaction elem ent U . N aively, onem ight
expect that the high-energy charge excitations at energy

U , which contribute to the optical intensities, are unre—
lated to the low-energy m agnetic phenom ena. H owever,
both energy scales are intim ately related as the superex—
change ollow s from the sam e charge exciations which
are detected by the optical spectroscopy. T he prom inent
exam ple of this behavior is the nondegenerate H ubbard
m odel, where the virtual high-energy exciations deter-
m ‘ne the superexchange® energy J | 1 decides, together
w ith spin correlations, about the spectral weight of the
upper Hubbard band at half- 1ling?2<3 W hen tem pera—
ture increases to an energy scale J, the spin correla—
tions are m odi ed and the total spectral weight in the
optical spectroscopy follow s these changes??

T he superexchange m odels for transition m etal per—
ovskites with partly lled degenerate orbitals have a
m ore com plex structure than for nondegenerate orbitals
and allow both for antiferrom agnetic AF) and for ferro—
m agnetic FM ) superexchange/® These di erent contri-
butions to the superexchange result from the multiplet
structure of excited transition m etal ions which depends
on the Hund’s exchange Jy and generates a com peti-
tion between high-spin and low -spin excitations. The ex—
change interactions are then intrinsically frustrated even
on a cubic Iattice, which enhances quantum e ectsboth
orey 229 and for ty, system s#248 This frustration is
partly rem oved In anisotropic AF phases, which break
the cubic symm etry and e ectively m ay lead to din en-
sionality changes, such as in A -type AF phase realized in
LaM nO3,orin C type AF phase in LavO 3.

W hile rather advanced m any-body treatm ent of the
quantum physics characteristic for spin-orbital m odels
is required in general, we want to present here certain
sin ple principles which help to understand the heart of
the problem and give sin ple guidelines for interpreting
experin ents and nding relevant physical param eters of
the spin-orbitalm odels of undoped cubic nsulators. W e
w illargue that such an approach based upon classicalO O
iswell justi ed in m any known cases, as quantum phe-
nom ena are offen quenched by the Jahn-Teller (JT ) cou—
pling between orbitals and the lattice distortions, which

arepresent below structuralphase transitionsand induce
00 both in spin-disordered and in spn-ordered phases2>
However, we w ill also discuss the prom inent exam ple of
Lav O 3, where assum ing perfect 0O or attem pts to de—
couple spin and orbital uctuations?® fail in a spectac—
ular way and give no more than a qualiative insight
Into certain lim iting cases. Signi cant corrections due
to quantum phenom ena that go beyond such smpli ed
approaches are then necessary for a m ore quantitative
understanding.

In the correlated insulators with partly occupied de—
generate orbitals not only the structure of the superex—
change is complex, but also the optical spectra ex-—
hbi strong anisotropy and tem perature dependence
near the m agnetic transitions, as found in LaM noO 5 2128
the cubic vanadates LavO ;3 and YVO0 372222 and i the
ruthenates3! Tn allthese system s severalexcitations con—
tribute to the excitation spectra, so one may ask how
the spectralw eight redistributes between individual sub-
bands origihating from these excitations. The spectral
w eight distrdbbution is In generalanisotropic already w hen
00 setsin and breaksthe cubic sym m etry, but even m ore
sowhen A type orC typeAF soin orderoccursbelow the
N eel tem perature.

The e ective spin-orbital m odels of transition m etal
oxides w ith partly lled degenerate orbitals depend in a
characteristic way upon those aspects of the electronic
structure which decide whether a given strongly corre—
lated system can be classi ed asaM ott insulatororasa
charge transfer (CT ) insulator. A s suggested in the orig-
inalclassi cation of Zaanen, Sawatzky and A llen32 the
energy ofthed pCT exciation hastobe compared
with the Coulomb interaction U | iU < ,the st
excitation is at a transition m etal ion and the system isa
M ott Insulator, otherwise it isa CT insulator. Both are
strongly correlated insulators, yet in one lim it the dom i-
nant virtualexcitations are ofd  d type, whereas In the
other 1m it they are ofp d type. One may consider
this issue m ore precisely by analyzing the fullm ultiplet
structure, and com paring the lowest excitation energy
(to a high-spin con guration) at a transition m etal ion,
"ig = U 3% , wih that of the lowest CT excitation
(ofenergy ) between a transition m etalion and a ligand
ion 22 Thus we argue that one can regard a given per—
ovskite as a charge transfer insulator if"y5 > , and as
aM otH ubard insulator if"y 5 < . By analyzing these
param eters it hasbeen suggested that the late transition
m etaloxidesm ay be classi ed asCT isulatorst In this
case In portant new contributions to the superexchange
arise, 242338 called below  (charge transfer) tem s, aswe
shall discuss for two ey system s: KCuF'3 and LaM nO 3.

A centralaim ofthispaper isto provide relatively sin —
Pl expressions for the m agnetic exchange constants and
forthe optical spectralw eights that can be used by exper—
In entalists to analyze and com pare their spin wave data
w ith opticaldata. W hile the fi1ll spin-orbialm odels are
rather com plex, they are nevertheless controlled by only
very few physicalparam eters: (i) the superexchange con—



stant J, (i) the nom alized Hund’s exchange , and (iii)
the charge transfer param eter R . T here are two distinct
ways to determ ine these e ective param eters: either (i)
from the originalm uliband Hubbard m odel, or (ii) from
experin ental spin wave and/or optical data. Here the
second approach is of particular interest because the si-
m ultaneous analysis of m agnetian and optics provides a
subtle test of the underlying m odel.

T he paper is organized as ollows. In Sec. II we In-—
troduce the generic structure of the low -energy e ective
Ham iltonian in a correlated insulator wih orbital de—
generacy, and discuss its connection w ith the optical ex—
citations at high-energy. This general form ulation pro—
vides the im portant subdivision of a given spin-orbital
m odel which is necessary to obtain the partial spectral
weights for ndividual m ultiplet transitions. In the re—
m aining part of the paper we concentrate on some se—
Jected cubic perovskites and dem onstrate that this gen—
eral form ulation allow s one to arrive at a consistent in-—
terpretation of the m agnetic and optical experin ents in
these correlated insulators using the superexchange in-—
teractions (Secs. ITLV I), and to deduce the param eters
relevant for the theoreticalm odel from the experim ental
data, w hereever available. W e start in Sec. III w ith the
sim plest spin-orbital m odel for e; holes in KCuF3, and
dem onstrate that this system is in the CT regim e which
changes the comm only used picture of superexchange in
this system In a qualitative way. Next we present and
analyze the spin-orbital m odel w ith e; orbital degrees
of freedom for the undoped m anganie LaM nO 3 in Sec.
IV . Here we show that In this case much sm aller con—
tribbutions arise from the CT processes, and the system
is already In the M ottH ubbard regin e of param eters,
which explains the earlier success ofa sinpli ed e ective
m odel based entirely on d  d excitations and su cient
for a sem iquantitative understanding. This justi es our
approach to the early transition m etal perovskites w ith
tyg degrees of freedom , titanates in Sec. V and vanadates
in Sec. VI, which we treat as M ottH ubbard insulators.
For all these system s we analyze the m agnetic exchange
Interactions and the optical spectral w eights, depending
on the nature ofthe spin correlations in the ground state.
T he paper is concluded in Sec. V II, where we provide a
coherent view on the m agnetic and the optical phenom —
ena and sum m arize the experin ental constraints on the
m odel param eters.

II. GENERAL FORM ALISM

W e consider here e ective m odels w th hopping ele-
m ents betw een transition m etal ions,
X X
Ho= " ny +

y
t‘l Bl ai aj

@a)
i ij; 6

Here"; areorbitalenergies,and t; ;5 aree ective hop—

ping elem ents via ligand orbitals | they depend on the

type of considered orbitals as discussed in Refs. 137 and

38. T he energy scale for the hopping is set by the largest
hopping elem ent t: the (dd ) elem ent in case of g; sys—
tam s, and the (dd ) elementwhen only bonds are con—
sidered in system s w ith degenerate and partly lled %4
orbials. For noninteracting electrons the Ham iltonian
H ( would Jead to tight-binding bands, but n aM ott Insu-
lator the large Coulom b iInteraction U suppresses charge
excitations in the regin e of U t, and the hopping ele-
m ents can only contribute via virtualexcitations, leading
to the superexchange.

T he superexchange In the 3d cubic system sw ih orbial
degeneracy is described by spin-orbial m odels, where
both degrees of freedom are coupled and the orbital state
(ordered or wuctuating) detem ines the spin structure
and excitations, and vice versa. T he num erical and an—
alytical structure of these m odels represents a fascinat—
Ing challenge in the theory, as it ismuch m ore com plex
than that of pure spin m odels. The spih-orbitalm odels
have been derived before in several cases, and we refer
r these derivations to the origihal literatureiid3L316
They describe In low energy regin e the consequences of
virtual charge excitations betw een tw o neighboring tran—
sition metalions, d&f & f df *'d ', which involve an
Increase ofenergy due to the C oulom b interactions. Such
transitions are m ediated by the ligand orbitals between
the two ions and have the sam e roots as the superex—
change 1n a M ott sulator w ith nondegenerate orbitals®
at U t | thus the resulting superexchange interac—
tions will be called U temns. The essential di erence
which m akes it necessary to analyze the excitation ener—
gies In each case separately is caused by the existence of
several di erent excitations. T heir energies have to be
determ ned st by analyzing the eigenstates of the local
Coulomb interactions,

X X

Hj_nt= U l'linl’li#+ U %J n; nj
i i; <
X
+ J iy diydye+df gy dydi
i; <
X
2 J Si 87 22)

w ith = , which in the general case depend on the
three Racah parameters A, B and C 22 which may be
derived from som ewhat screened atom ic values. W hile
the intraorbialCoulom b elem ent
U=A+ 4B + 3C; 2.3)
is identical for all 3d orbitals, the interorbital Coulomb
and exchangeelements, U andJ ,areanisotropicand
depend on the involred pair of orbitals; the values of
J are given in Tabk[d. The Coulomb and exchange
elem ents are related to the Intraorbialelement U by a
relation which guarantees the invariance of interactions
In the orbial space,
Uu=2=0

+ 2J @24)



In caseswhere only the orbitals of one type (g4 or tay)
are partly lled, however, as eg. in the titanates, vana—
dates, or copper uorides, all relevant exchange elem ents
J are the same (see Tabk[) and onem ay use a sin —
pli ed ©m of onsite nteractionsy®

H(O)=UX nivnys + U EJ . n; nj

int it o# 2 H i i
i i; <
X

+ Jy &L, dydy e+ LA dd
i; <
2% SH S: (2.5)

i; <

w ith only two param eters: the Coulomb element U 23)
and a Hund’s exchange elem ent Jy , belng 4B + C for
ey and 3B + C for gy system s, respectively. W e en -
phasize that in the general case when both types of or-
bials are partly lled (as in the m anganites) and both
thus participate In charge exciations, the Ham iltonian
[23) is only approxin ate, and the fi1ll excitation spec—
tra of the transition m etal ions*? which ©llow from Eq.
22) have to be used instead. A f&w exam ples of spectra
prdf & f df "'d} ' charge excitations at transition
metal ions are shown in Fig. [[l. A s a universal feature,
the high-spin exciation is found at energy U 31 In
all cases, provided that Jy is understood as Hund’s ex—
change forthatpartly lledm anifold (g ortyy) ofdegen—
erate d orbitals which participate in charge excitations.
T he structure of the excited states depends on the partly
occupied orbitals® and on the actualvalncem | the
distance between the high-spin and low -spin excitations
Increases w ith the num ber of electrons form 5 (holes
form > 5).

At orbial degeneracy the superexchange which con-
nects ions at sites i and j along the bond hiji nvolves
orbial operators which depend on the bond direction.
T herefore, we introduce the Index = a;b;c to Jabelthe
three a priori equivalent directions in a cubic crystal
In order to analyze the consequences of each ndividual
charge excitation n that contributesto the superexchange
In a given transition m etal com pound w ith degenerate d
orbitals, we shalluse below a generalway ofw riting the
e ective low-energy Ham iltonian as a superposition of

TABLE I: On-site nterorbital exchange elem ents J  for 3d

orbitals as functions of the Racah param eters B and C (for

m ore details see R ef. [39).

orbial Xy vz zZX % ¥ 322 #
Xy 0 3B + C 3B + C C 4B + C
vz 3B + C 0 3B+C 3B+C B+ C
zZX 3B + C 3B + C 0 3B + C B+ C

x> ¥ C 3B+C 3B +C 0 4B + C

322 £ 48 +C B+C B+C 4B+C 0

A @ “4a, A (b)
u+3Jd_ —
u
1A1 2T2
4 U+2dy | —2 —2
15 E
1 —_—
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4
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FIG.1: Energlesofdi & ! df " 1d’;‘ ! charge excitations
in selected cubic transition m etal oxides, as obtained from
Eq. B3 for: @) e; excitations of Cu®® (@) and M n** (&)
ions [in the d° case the spectrum#* was cbtained from Eq.
B2 ©) tog excitations of T £7 (@%) and V' (@) fons. The
splittings between di erent states are due to H und’s exchange
elem ent Jy which refers to a pair of 5 electrons in (a), and

to a pair of thy electrons in (b), respectively.

such individual term s on each bond hiji,

X X

Hy = H O d9); 2.6)

n hijik
with the energy unit Bbsorbed n individual H .’ (ij)
tem s] given by the superexchange constant,
4
ek

2.7)

It Pllows from d  d charge excitationsw ith an e ective
hopping elem ent t between transition m etal ions, and is
the sam e as that obtained in a M ott nsulator w ith non—
degenerate orbitals in the regine of U t& Whike U
is the uniguely de ned on-site intraorbital Coulom b ele—
ment [23), ncreasing upon going from Tito Cu along
the transition m etal series;*242 the de nition ofthe hop—
ping tbetween tw o nearest neighbor transition m etalions
depends on the system 28 Ifdegenerate e; orbirals are in—
volved, it isthe e ective (dd ) hopping element fora -
bond which nvolvesp orbitalson the Intervening ligand
ion (eg. orthe hoppihgbetween two directional3z® #
states along the c axis), w hilke for the system sw ith degen—
erate thy orbitals it stands forthee ective (dd ) hopping
element dueto bondswhich nvolvep orbitalson the
ligand ion.

Tn the superexchange Ham iltonian Eq. [2.8) the con-
tributions which originate from all possbl virtual ex—
cirations df df F df "'df * jist add up to the total
superexchange interaction, n which the individualtem s
cannot be distinguished. Yet each of these excitations
nvolves a di erent state in the m ultiplet structure ofat
Jeast one of the transition m etal ions, ie., either In the
d®*! orinthed® ! con guration or in both, depending
on the actualprocess and on the value ofm . A s pointed
out elsewhere? the sam e charge excitations contrbute



to the optical conductiviy, and here they appear at dis—
tinct energies, thus revealing the m ultiplet structure of
the excited transition m etalions. M oreover, they convey

a rich and characteristic tem perature dependence to the

optical spectrum , determ ined by the tem perature varia—
tion ofthe spin—spin and orbitalorbital correlations. W e

em phasize that it is therefore in portant to analyze the

various m ultiplet excitations separately, as they depend

on these correlationsin a di erent way, and w illalso con—
tribute to a quite di erent tem peratuire dependence, aswe

show in thispaper on several exam ples.

A swe will see in m ore detailbelow , the generic struc—
ture of each such individual contrbution is for a bond
hiji given by

Hi'@)) = @+ b S: 8508 tai~y)

2,0\’

~15~5)
+1, Q) (i~ Si Sy5 2 8)

w here the orbitaldependence of the superexchange is de—

scribed by m eans of orbital profction operators Qr(l )
which are expressed in temm s of com ponents of orbital
pseudospin T = 1=2 operators at sites i and j. The
coe clents a, and b,, which m easure the strength of
the purely orbital part and of the spin-and-orbial part
of the superexchange, resgoectively, follow from second-—
order perturbation theory nvolving the charge excitation
n. In the present case of perovskites, w here the bond be-
tween two transition m etal ions through the ligand ion
F or O) connecting them is close to linear (180 ), the
coe clents ap, and by, are of sin ilar m agniude (in con—
trast to the siation in layered com pounds lke LN O,
wih 90 bonds where the purely orbial interaction is
stronger by an order of m agnitude than the spin-and-
orbital interaction?).

Here we consider system s having cubic symm etry at
high tem perature. Yet at low tem perature this symm e~
try is frequently spontaneously broken | usually driven
by the pint e ect of (i) the orbital part of the superex—
change interaction, and (i) the JT coupling ofthe same
degenerate (and therefore JT active) 3d orbitalsto lattice
m odes. The result is the sim ulaneous onset of a m acro-—
scopic lattice distortion and of0 O, ie., a cooperative JT
e ect. Attem peratureswellbelow the transition tem per-
ature Ts of this combined structural and orbial phase
transition, the OO0 is e ectively frozen. The rem aining
superexchange interactions between the spins m ay then
be obtained by replacing the orbialpro pction operators
in Eq. [2Z28) by their expectation valies,

00 tui~g) L L) eig)i= QY i) 2.9)
Obviously, this lads to anisotropic m agnetic interac—
tions,

X X
b, 0 is; S5; 2.10)
n hijik

which will In general induce a further m agnetic phase
transition at lower tem perature. Ik is noteworthy that
In this situation the spin degrees of freedom get decou—
pld from the orbital degrees of freedom , although the
purely orbital (@,) and spin-and-orbial (o) superex—
change tem s are of sin ilar strength. Responsble for
this behavior is the JT contrbution to the structural
phase transition, which enhances Ts above the value it
would have if the transition were driven by orbital su—
perexchange alone.

Starting from the m icroscopic spin-orbial superex—
change m odels, we will analyze the e ective spin m od—
els which arise after such a symm etry breaking at low
tem perature. Rew ritten from Eq. [22I0), they are ofthe
generic form

X X
Sy Sj + Jap
hijizp

Si Sj; (2.11)

hijic

wih two di erent e ective m agnetic exchange interac—
tions: J. along the c axis, and J,, w ithin the ab planes.
The latter J,, interactions could in principle still take
two di erent values in case of nequivalent lattice dis—
tortions (caused, eg. by octahedra tilting or pressure
e ects) m aking the a and b axes inequivalent, but we in—
tend to lim i the present analysis to idealized structures
w ith these tw 0 axesbeing equivalent. W e shallshow that
the spin-goin correlations along the c axisand w ithin the
ab planes,

Sc= hS; Syic; Sap = hS; Syiap; 2.12)
next to the orbial correlations, play an in portant rok
In the intensity distribution in optical spectroscopy.

T he spectral weight In the optical spectroscopy is de—
term ned by the kinetic energy,A2 and re ects the onset
ofm agnetic order*®4? and/or orbital orderi® A s shown
by Ahn and M illis,? in the weak coupling regin e one
can analyze the total spectral weight In optical absorp—
tion using the HartreeFock approxin ation for the rele-
vant tightbinding Ham iltonian. In a correlated nsula—
tor the electrons are aln ost localized and the only ki-
netic energy which is left is associated wih the same
virtual charge excitations that contribute also to the su—
perexchange. Therefore, we w ill discuss here the indi-
vidual kinetic energy tem s K,f ), which can be deter-
m ined from the superexchange [228) using the H elin an-
Feynm an theorem /2
28 dd) - 213)
For convenience, we de ne the K,f ' as positive quanti-
ties. M aking use ofthe generic form ofthe superexchange
contribution H . ' (ij) given by Eq. EH), and assum ing
as above that soin and orbital degrees of freedom are de—
coupled In the tem perature range of interest, we obtain

K{)'= 2Ja,+bbS; S5i o)

Ctis~y) 20 (214)



Each tem K. [3) orighates from a given charge

excitation n for a bond hiji along axis . These tem s
are directly related to the partial optical sum ruk for
individual H ubbard bands, which reads?®

Zl
20 X O myar = -k 2 15)
Z 2

w here ,f ) (!) is the contribution ofband n to the opti-

cal conductivity for polarization along the axis, ap is
the distance betw een transition m etalions, and the tight-
binding m odelw ith nearest neighbor hopping is in plied.
Com parison w ith Eq. [22I4) show s that the intensity of
each band is indeed determ ined by the underlying O O to—
gether w ith the soin-spin correlation along the direction
corresponding to the polarization.

One has to distinguish the above partial sum rule
I3 from the sum rule for the total spectral weight
In the optical spectroscopy for polarization along a cubic
direction , Involving

X
K= 27

n

14 ; ©16)

w hich stands for the total intensity in the optical excita—
tions (due to d d exciations). This quantiy is of less
Interest here as i has a much weaker tem perature de—
pendence and does not allow for a direct insight into the
nature of the electronic structure. In addition, it m ight
be alsomoredi cult to resolve from experin ent.

W hen the low-energy excitations are of CT type, two
holes could also be created w ithin a 2p orbialon a ligand
(oxygen or uorine) ion in between two transition m etal
ions, described by df p°d} f df 1134de" *! processes |
these CT contrbutions lad to additional superexchange
contributions, called below term s. W hilke the latter
term s can be safely neglected in M ott-H ubbard system s,
they substantially m odify the superexchange in CT in-
sulators, and m ay even represent there the dom inating
contrbution 222¢ Below we w ill analyze them in two sit—
uations which involve ey degrees of freedom , viz. In the
cubic copper uoride KCuFz (Sec. ITI), and in the cubic
m anganie LaM nO 3 (Sec. IV ), and we w ill show that In
KCuF; they represent an essential part of the superex—
change.

IIT. COPPER FLUORIDE PEROVSKITE :KCuF3
A . Superexchange H am iltonian

The sinplest spin-orbital m odels are obtained when
transition m etal ions are occupied by either one electron
(m = 1), orby nine electrons (m = 9); In these cases the
Coulom b interactions [22H) contribute only in the excited
state (in the d? or the d® con guration) after a charge
excitation df df ¥ df * 1dr; ! between two neighboring
jons. Here we start w ith the case of a singke hole in the

d shell, as realized for the Cu?" ions in KCuF 3 with the
d® con guration m = 9). D ue to the splitting of the 3d
states in the octahedral eld within the C uFg octahedra,
the hole at each m agnetic Cu®* ion occupies one of the
gy orbitals. T he superexchange coupling 228) isusually
analyzed in tem s of ¢; holes in this case;. and this has
becom e a textbook exam ple of spin-orbital physics by
now 242

O roital order occurs in KCuF3 below the structural
transition at Tg 800 K.At T < T; the structure is
tetragonal, w th longer Cu Cu distances w ithin the ab
plnes (dyp = 828 A) than along the c axis (d. = 785
A)*2 which favors strong AF interactions along the c
axis. Below them agnetic transition at Ty ’ 38 K, long-
range m agnetic order of A -type sets n 223 and the or-
deredmoment is o= 048 g 22

T he superexchange between the Cu?*

ions in KCuF's,

H@)=Hy@)+H &) Bd1)

consists of two term s: the U term Hy [2.8), and the CT

tem H . Firstwe introduce the U tem Hy @°) olow-
ing the general approach of Sec. [0. It orighates from

three di erent excitations, leading to an intem ediate &

con guration at an excited C* fon. Using the m odel
Ham itonian [ZH) to describe the Coulomb interactions
betw een the ¢4 electrons, one nds an equidistant excita—
tion spectrum of%A,,'E (E and 'E ) and 'A; states,
with energiesdis? U 3%, U J and U + Jyq, as
shown in Fig. 0l@@). This excitation spectrum is exact,
and the elem ent Jy for a pair of e, electrons is given by

the Racah param etersB and C (see Tabk I):

JH:4B+C: (3-2)

Thisde nition ofJ willbe used fortwo system sw ith e
orbitaldegreesof freedom : forthe copper uorideK CuFs
(considered here), and for the m anganite LaM nO 5 (n
Sec.[).

In what Pllows, we will param etrize the multiplet
structure of the di erent transition metal ions by the
ratio of the Hund’s element Jy and the intraorbital
Coulomb element U,

p— JH .

33
5 33)
Using Egs. 28) and [E3), one nds for each bond hiji
alonga axis ( = a;bjc) Hur contrbutionst
s d. s s+ O 0 3.4)
1 - 2r1 i Jj 4 4 i 3 7 K
(_ J 11 o
H, = Erz Sy Sj Z Z i 3 I 35)
1= I ss, 2L 01 0 g
3 20 TR 2 4 3 T
09, s, 22 o1 O3
‘ R E S S S S A
w ith coupled spin and orbialoperators. The coe cients,
1 1
n = P = I3= o ;= ; (38)

1 3 1 1+



Hllow from the above m ultiplet structure ofd® jons33
A s explained below, it is straightforward to under-
stand the generic structure of the superexchange tem
Hy,givenby Egs. BA){B). Here S; isa spin S = 1=2
operator, and
. 3 . 1
P;(j) = Si S5+ 2 Po (1J) = 2 Si Sy; (3.9)
are the soin projction operators on triplkt (S = 1)
and singlkt (S = 0) soin states for a bond hiji, so one
recognizes the high-spin term [B4) and three low -spin
term s [B3){ BX0), respectively. The spin operators in
Egs. [B4){ BX) are accom panied by orbital pssudospin
operators / 1( ) , which select the type of orbitals occu—
pied by holks at sites i and j, and sin ultaneously dictate
the allow ed excied states.
T he orbital operators 1( ) depend on the direction of
a considered bond hiji, and are given by

1 P 1

b

= 3y P25 610
where { and § arePaulim atrices acting on the orbital

(ab)
i

pseudospins and the signs  in correspond to a and
b axis, respectively. W ih the help of 1( ' one de nes

next the profction operators in the orbital subspace,
(311)

For a given cubic axis they proct (at site i) either on
the planar orbial j i in the plane perpendicular to the
axis, or on the orthogonaldirectionalorbial j i along
this axis. For lnstance, In the case where is the c axis,
they profct on the x> ¥ orbital in the ab plane, and
on the directional 3z° ¥ orbitalalong the c axis.
U sing the profction operators [E1l), the orbital de—

pendence in Egs. ZA)-[Z7) becom es transparent. F irst

ofall, (% 1( ) j( ') in Eq. [EA) accom panies the high—

spin %A, excitation as this state m ay occur only when a
pair of orthogonal orbitals is occupied at sites i and j,
described form ally by a superposition oftw o possibilities,
%(Qin + Qi Q5 ). In contrast, the operator Q ; Q 5
selects two orbitals ordented along the bond hiji for the
high-energy low -spin 'A; excitation, see Eq. ). Fi
nally, the second H, ' [H) and third H,' [ tem
correspond to the doubly degenerate low-spin 'E state
w hich consists of two singlet excitations: (i) an interor-
bital singlet with two di erent orbitals occupied (E ),
and (i) a doubl occupancy w ithin a directionalorbialat
etthersite (E ) | thesetwo excitationshave thus quite
di erent orbital dependences, dentical w ith those of the
*A, and the A, excitation, respectively. The sum over
a]lthetennerf ),wji:hn =1;
version ofthe spin-orbitalm odel for the cubic copper u-
oride KCuF3 with degenerate e; orbitals. Its derivation
and m ore details on the classical phase diagram can be
found in Ref. [11.

74, gives the sim plesty

By considering further the elctronic structure of
K CuF'3, one can elucidate the roke played by the CT part
H in the superexchange H am iltonian [Z1l). By analogy
w ith the CuO , planes of the high-tem perature supercon—
ductors, where the CT processes give the dom inating
contribution to the AF superexchange interaction 2324
one expects that they are also in portant for a cubic cop—
per(Il) uorideandm odify the superexchange in KCuFs.
TheCT tem,

X

H @) = JR s;s. = 1 o 1 0o
Tog o2 2 17
hijik

312)

w ith the coe cient

2U
R= —— (313)
2 +Up

resulting from the two-hole charge excitation at a com -
m on neighboring 2p orbialofa uorine ion in between
tw o copper ions, in the process dfpﬁijidg ¥ d}opﬁijid§0 .
A sa double hol excitation is generated at a single bond-
Ing orbital 2p within each Cu F Cu uni, this tem
is necessarily AF . Two holes can move to uorine from
tw o neighboring Cu ions only if both of them occupy a
directional e; orbital j i, ordented along the considered
bond (eg. 3x®> ¥ orbitals along the a axis), being the
simnplest CT temn discussed recently by M ostovoy and
K hom skii2® T herefore this process leads to the sam e or—
bital dependence in Eq. [EIJ) as the low-spin 'E  and
A, excitations which volve double occupancies of di-
rectional j i orbitals.

B . Spin exchange constants and optical intensities

A characteristic feature of spin-orbital superexchange
m odels w ith e; orbitaldegrees of freedom is the presence
of the purely orbial nteractions in Eqgs. [B4) { B and
[E17), which favor particular type of occupied orbitals.
LDA+U calulations?®2® have indicated that such purely
electronic interactions would already drive the instability
towards the C type OO (C -©0) phase, w th alemating
orbitals in the ab planes, and repeated orbitals along the
c axis, which inducesFM sgoin exchange in the abplanes,
and strong AF exchange betw een the planes. E xperin en—
tally, this OO sets in below the structural transition at
Ts 800 K3 ie. at much higher tem perature than the
characteristic energy scale of the m agnetic excitations,;>
suggesting that the JT e ect plays an In portant role in
this instability. This observation is consistent w ith the
large di erence between T; and the N eel tem perature
38 K32 the latterbeing controlled by the m agnetic
part of the superexchange, and thus the orbial correla—
tions decouple from the soin-goin correlations. Thism o—
tivates one to analyze the dependence of the m agnetic
exchange interactions and of the optical spectralweights



FIG .2: Schem atic representation of e; orbitals as cbtained
fordi erentangle inEq. (EI9). Pairs oforthogonalorbitals,
form ing a basis In the orbital space, di er by anglke =

D irectionaley orbitals j ialong a and baxesare obtained from
the £8z?> #i;%* vigbasis [314) by the transfom ation
BEI3) with angle = 2 =3. Dashed lines or = =3
indicate thepossbl 00 of ¥* Zi=k®> Zioritalsoccupied
by holes In KCuF'3, suggested for T < Ty in Ref.ll.

on the type 0of0 O stabilized below the structuraltransi-
tion.

Here we are Interested in the low tem perature range of
T < 500 K, so we assum e perfect O O given by a classical
ansatz for the ground state,
Y Y

Jads

i2A 2B

Joi= Js 157 3.14)

w ith the orbitalstates, ja i and Jjg iy, characterized by
opposite angles (o = B ) and altemating between two
sublattices A and B in the ab planes. The orbital state
at site i:

j i= cos > i+ sin > ®i; (315)
is here param etrized by an angle which de nesthe am —
plitudes of the orbial states

p- p-
¥i G2 F)=6 ki &€ )= 2; @16
being a localey orbitalbasis at each site. T his and other
equivalent orbitalbases are shown schem atically by pairs
of solid and dashed lines (corresponding to pairs of or—
bitalsfj i;7 + ig) nFigl. The0O state speci ed in
Eq. I2) is thusde ned by:

jads = cos - Fii+ sh RKisi
jgily = cos - Fiy shn > xiy; 317)
w ith A= and B =

T he m agnetic superexchange constants J,, and J. In
the e ective spin m odel EZTl) are obtained by decou-—
pling spin and orbital variables and next averaging the
orbital operators in the spin-orbitalm odel [Zl) over the
classical state § (i as given by Eq. [EI4). T he relevant
averages are given in Tabl [0, and they lad to com -
pact expressions for the superexchange constants n Eq.

1),

1 n
J. = §J gsn? + @+ r3) L+ cos )
o
+ @+ 2R)1L+ cos ¥ ; (348)
J lJn 3+'2 +(+)1l
= = Z+ sh r, + T ~ cos
ab 8 g 4 2 3 >
1 20
+ (r4+ 2R) 5 COSs H (3.19)
which depend on three param eters, viz. J ), BJ)

and R [BI3), and on the 00 [BIA) speci ed by the or-
bitalangle . tisclarthattheFM temm / 1 com petes
w ih all the other AF low-soin tem s. Nevertheless, in
the ab planes, where the occupied g; orbitals altemate,
the large FM contrbution W hen sin® 1) stillm akes
the m agnetic superexchange J,, weakly FM  (Jap < 0),
while the stronger AF superexchange along the c axis
Je Tap ) Bvors quasionedin ensional (1D ) spin  uc-
tuations.

By considering the superexchange m odel, one can de—
rive as well the pure orbial interactions which stabilize
the O O . T he superexchange interactions are anisotropic
below the structural transition at Tg. In contrast, at
su ciently high temperature T > T4, when also soin
correlationsm ay be neglected, one nds isotropic orbital
interactions,

orb _

1
J. = Jg = §J 3r; 7] 2R ; (320)

whichmultiply ;| |’ Breach bond, contrbuting to an
orbital instability towards altemating G type OO, whike
actually C type OO is observed below Tg. It is thus
clear from experin ent that this Instability cannot be of
purely electronic origin, and that, sin ilarly to what is
the case in LaM nO 3,22 i is supported by the lattice. Tn
fact, although it hasbeen argued that the OO is caused

TABLE II: Averages of the orbital projction operators
standing in the spin-orbital interactions in Egs. [ { D)
for the C type (or G +ype) 00 ofoccupied e5 orbitals which
altemate in abplanes, as given by Eqgs. [EI7) . N onequivalent

cubic directions are labelled by = abjc.
ab c
1 () 1 () 101 2 1
2 i 2 3 7 2 COSs Zl+cos
1 )y ) 13 . 2 1 a2
T 7 gt sn 7 sn
1 () 1 () 1 1 1
s+ s+ 5 7 5 T cos 71 ocos




prim arily by the superexchange,?® the electronic interac—
tions [B20) predict that T 0:1J, and not T, J, as
observed. Note also that as soon as the AF spin cor-
relations develop along the ¢ axis, one nds anisotropic
orbital interactions, J,,, > J,,which ampli es the ongo—
ing symm etry breaking in the tetragonalphase.

T he spectralw eights ofthe opticalsubbands also follow
from the superexchange processes, and are determ ined
from the e ective Ham iltonian [BJl) by the general re—
lations given by Egs. [I3) and E2I9). Follow ing the
excitation spectrum of Fig. [, one nds optical absorp-
tion at three di erent energies (the degeneracy ofthe'lE
state is not rem oved), so we label the respective kinetic
energy contrbutions Krf ) by n = 1;2;3. They are de—
term ined at low tem perature T < 500 K by rigid C “ype
00 [EI), with the classical averages of the orbital op—
erators given in Tabl[d. So one nds or polarization
along the c axis

3
K9 = 20 + s s ; 321)
4 4
© 1 1
K2 = ZJ (r2 + r3) Z < (1+ CcOos ); (3.22)
() _ 1 1 2
K 3 = ZJI’4 Z s 1+ cos ); (323)
and for polarization in the ab plane
1 3 3
(ab) .2
K = -Jn -+ s — + sin ; 324
1 4 I 2 ab) 2 ( )
K P = o) & s 1 foos ; (B25)
4 4 2
1 1 1 2
(ab)
K = —-J — — cos : 326
3 2 Iy 2 S > ( )

Sin ilar to the exchange constants J, and J., the kinetic
energies depend on the m ultiplet structure describbed by
two param eters, viz. J [Z21), [B3), and on the 00

[BEIA) speci ed by the angle . Note that they depend
on these param eters also indirectly, since the spin-soin
correlations are govemed by J;, and J. aswell. W e an—
alyze this dependence in Sec. [IIIDI.

C . M agnetic interactions in K C uF;

In order to apply the above classical theory to KCuF'3
we need to determ ine the m icroscopic param eters w hich
decide about the superexchange constants, given by E gs.

[EI8) and EI9). In principle, if the opticaldata would
also be available, w ith this experim ental input one would
beablto xthevaluesofthe relevant param etersJ and

, and the orbital angle . Having only m agnetic m ea—
surem ents, we give here an exam ple of another approach
which starts from the m icroscopic param eters for the lo—
calCoulomb interaction and Hund’s elem ent suggested
by the electronic structure calculations perform ed w ithin
the LDA+U method222 U = 75,J4 = 09&V | they

lad to = 0:12. Note that these param eters are som e-
what an aller than the values U = 896 and Jy = 1:19

J; (meV)

0 [ PR S PR S PR S S PR NP ] O
50 60 70 80 90
0 (degrees)

FIG .3: (Colronlne) E xchange interactions 18) : J. BEI8)
and J,, [ Pr the copper uoride m odel as fiinctions of
the orbital angle which describbes the 00 [see Eq. [31A)].
T he dashed lines show the U temm alone, while the solid lines
include the CT contributionsaswell. The OO0 induced by the
JT distortions ( ’ 70 ) is indicated by dotted lne. Param —
eters: J/ 333mev, = 0:12,R = 12.

eV deduced for Cu?t ions ;n the CuO, planes of the
high-tem perature superconductorsby G rantand M &M a—
han using the xed chargem ethods? but we believe that
they re ectbetterthe partly screened interactionsw ithin
CuF¢ units. W e are not aware of any estin ation of the
rem aining m icroscopic param eters until now , but taking
Into account the expected contraction ofthe 2p wavefinc-
tions by going from 0% toF Jons, we argue that toq Is
reduced, while and U, could be sin flarto their respec—
tive values ©r Cu0 , planes2? T herefore, it is reasonable
toadopt: g = 10, = 40,andU, = 4:5€V .Notethat
although the values oft,g = 10, and U, could not be
really estin ated, in the present approach they are not
Independent param eters; also only a linear com bination
of and U, entersEq. [BI3), so a change in the value
of U, could to som e extent com pensate am odi ed value
of .Thepresent parameterslead to J / 333 m &V and
R=12.

Consider now the OO of the occupied orbials (y
holes) in KCuF 5. Recent resonant x-ray scattering exper—
In ents suggest that both sublattices are equivalent, w ith

A = g = T Eq. BI4) 2 but the precise shape
of the occupied orbials in KCuF3; rem ains unresolved.
There are di erent view s conceming the type of orbials
that participate in the OO state. On the one hand, i
is believed that the orbital angle should be close to
theangke s 7 70 ( 039 ), asgiven by cos ' %,
which llow s from the local lattice distortions:*2 O n the
other hand, the electronic interactions in the symm etry
broken A-AF phase below Ty would favor instead alter—
nating (* Z)=? Z) orbitals with ¢z = 60 . In
reality, one expects rather a certain com prom ise betw een
the electronic interactions for nite spin correlationsand



those induced by the lattice. T hus, in the present study
of the m agnetic exchange constants and optical spectral
weights we shall consider a range of possible values of
60 < < 90 , focusing in particular on the above val-
ues favored by the above individualterm s in thee ective
Ham ilttonian.

F irst, we dem onstrate that the m odelEq. [El) is ca—
pable ofdescribing the experim entally observed exchange
constants J&*P / 35meV and J5° ' 2meV3 Re-
m arkably, the value of ¥ jis smaller by more than
one order ofm agnitde than J&*P, being som e challenge
for the theoreticalm odel. Consider st the values of &
and J,p for varying angle which tunes the OO0 ' i.
[@). W hen only the U part of the superexchange Hy is
considered, one nds & 15mevV and Jyp
TheFM tem / r; gives the largest contribution for the
ab planes, which follow s from the altemation of hole or-
bitals In the ab planes, being close to the planar orbials
&x?> Z)=F°> Z) ( = 60) suggested early on by K ugel
and K hom skii,) but is partly com pensated by the AF
term s. W hile J,p is only weakly depending on  near
this type 0f 00, J. decreases steadily w ith increasing
F ig.[d), as the overlap between the orbitals occupied by
holes along the ¢ axis decreases when the am plitude of
the ¥i states isreduced. One ndsthatusingonly theU
term In the superexchange, rather extrem e param eters,
such as U < 4 &V and Jy 03 &V (wih the present
value of t), would have to be assum ed to reproduce the
experim ental values of J. and Jg.y, .

The CT termm [BIJ) with R = 12 enhances the AF
Interaction J. by a factor larger than two but hardly
changes J,p, (seeFig.[d). O nly then J. com es close to the
experin entalvalie J&P / 35meV 2! As in the U m odel

@t R = 0), the value of J. decreases w ith increasing ,
and there isno seriousdi culty to t the param eters in
order to obtain a reasonable agreem ent w ith experin ent,
once the value ofthe orbitalangle wouldbeknown.As
an illistrative exam ple we show the results obtained w ith
the present param eters n Fig. O3 | one nds & ' 32
m eV orthe 00 which agreesw ith the lattice distortions
(gt 7 70 ),and J. " 40 meV for the KugelK hom skii
x?> Z)=(° Z£) orbitals (sg = 60 ). These resuls
dem onstrate that the CT superexchange tem plays an
essential role in KCuF; and so this system has to be
classi ed as a charge transfer insulator.

Ream arkably, the value of J,, is aln ost una ected by
theCT tem Fig.[d) . This is due to the altemating 0 O

In the ab planes, which m akes the value of the orbital
profction £ U 1 j() nEq. BIY) very small
indeed in the physical range of  (com pare Tablkl[d). In
fact, rthe altemating planar (x> Z)=? Z£) orbitals
one of the operators £ % 1( ) ; % j( ) g equals zero,
and the CT contribution vanishes, so one cannot reduce
the value of {J,,jby increasing the AF CT temm that
follow s from H

The strong anisotropy of the m agnetic exchange in-
teractions in KCuF 3 is well illustrated in Fig. @ by the
ratio {J,p FJ., being close to 0.07 for either the JT 0O

2mev.

10

0.00 L

FIG .4: Ratio ofthe exchange interactions J.p FJc. m KCuFs,
given by Egs. [318) and [EI9), for increasing charge transfer
param eter R , cbtained for a few values of and for the 00O

induced by the JT e ect ( ’ 70 , solid lines). The dashed
line show s T, FJc obtained for = 0:12 and for alkemating
®? Z)=(® Z) orbials ( = 60 ).

(" 70), or for the 00O suggested by the orbial su—
perexchangeat T < Ty ( = 60 ). Note that orR 1
the ratio 7., F7J. does not depend signi cantly on In
the Interesting rangebetween = 70 and = 60 .

D . Optical spectralweights for KCuF 3

Now wetum to the optical spectralw eights [2213) and
determ ine the kinetic energies for the corresponding H ub—
bard subbands. A s discussed 1n Sec. [0, they originhate
from di erent muliplet excitations, and depend on the
00 and on the spin-spin correlations [Z17). Here we
analyze in detail the spectralweight distrbution for po-
larization along the c axis, where strong exchange in—
teraction J. controls the spin-spin correlations s. [2212)
which rem ain nite In a broad tem perature regin e.

Know Ing that the interchain FM exchange coupling
Jap Is s0 weak, we describe the tem perature variation
of the spIn-spin correlations s = hS; Si+ 11 em plying
the Jordan-W igner form jon representation® fora 1D spin
chain. One nds orperfect 00 at temperature T < Tg

Sc = @+ ); (327)
where
1 X . "
= ¥ ) joosk jtanh ok T ; (328)
" = Jc.(0+ 2 )jooskd: (329)

Here "y isthe 1D dispersion of pseudoferm ions. T he ex—
change Interaction J. is constant as long as the orbitals
rem ain frozen, and sets the energy scale or the tem per-
ature vardation of s.. Egs. [328) and [329) were solved
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FIG .5: (Coloronline) K inetic energy tem s per bond 2213,
as obtained for the ¢ axis wih the 00 [I4) suggested by
the JT distortions ( 7 70 ) in KCuF3 (nh unitsof J): high—
soin K 1(C) (solid line) and low-spin Kz(c; (dashed lines), for
increasing tem perature T=J.. Param eters as in Fig.[d.

self-consistently to obtain s. [Z27) as a fiinction oftem —
perature. h the Iim* T ! O one nds = 1=, and
se= @+ )=27 042.Thisvalie represents an excel
lent analytic approxin ation to the exact resul,

5= (og2 1)’

C

0:4431; (3.30)

obtained forthe 1D AF Heisenberg chain from the Bethe
ansatz 20

T he general theory presented in Sec. [IIm akes a clear
prediction conceming the tem perature dependence ofthe
spectralw eights In opticalabsorption. F irst ofall, a lJarge
anisotropy between the polarization along the AF c axis
and the polarization in the Wweakly FM ) ab plane is ex—
pected when the AF EFM ) spin-spin correlations along
the c axis within the ab planes) develop. Indeed, us—
ing the selfconsistent solution of Egs. [328) and [E29),

TABLE III: K inetic energies of the di erent Hubbard sub-

bands (Kn( )), and total kinetic energies K Y (@@ mev),
as obtained for KCuF3; for two representative orbital states:

gt 7 70 and sg = 60 . Parameters: J / 333 mev,
= 042.
gt 770 sg = 60

T=0 40K 300K T=0 40K 300K
K, 38 3.9 6.1 32 33 52
K, 169 168 119 190 189 134
K 8.9 8.8 62 12 111 79
K @ 296 295 242 334 333 265
K, 213 160 160 195 146 146
K27 00 3.9 3.9 0.0 36 36
K 00 01 01 0.0 0.0 0.0
K© 213 200 200 195 182 182

11

one nds that the kinetic energy Kl(c) (W hich determ ines

the spectralweight of the high-soin excitation at energy
U 3% ) isratherlow Fig.[H). In contrast, the low -spin

excitations K Z(C) and K 3(°) contrbute w ith large spectral
weights in the low tem perature regin e, re ecting the AF

correlations along the c axis.

W hen the tem perature increases, the spin-spin corre-
lations s. gradually weaken and the kinetic energy redis—

trbutes | both low-spin tem sK Z(C) and K 3(°) decrease,

while the high-spin tem K\ increasesasm ore high-spin
excitations are then allowed  ig.[H). For the considered
00 given by g1 ’ 70 ,the changes ofthe contrbutions
at the two lower energies which correspond ton = 1
and n = 2 are particularly lJarge between zero and room
tem perature (Up to kg T=J. ” 0:=8), wih the increase
(decrease) of K ;” K .,”1by 60 ( 33) percent of the
reference value at T = 0. This leads to rather sim ilar
valies of all three contrbutions at room tem perature.
T his predicted behavior could be veri ed by future ex—
perin ents.

T he tem perature variation of the spectral weights for
ab polarization ismore di cult to predict as it involves
weak s;p spin correlations which develop in the tem per-
ature range T Ty , and grow w ith increasing order pa—
ram eter, s, / 1S?ijbelow Ty 2 A ssum ing the classical
valie ors;p, = 025at T ! 0, one ndsthat the kinetic
energy would com e entirely from the high-spin opticalex—
citations K ;' , while the Jow -spin excitations would be
fi1lly suppressed (Tablk[Id). Above Ty the spin system
is controlled by the dom nating AF exchange constant
Je, and sz © 0. Even then the high-spoin excitations
at low energy dom inate and have large spectral weight

as a result of the persisting O O . Som e decrease ofK fab)

accom panied by the increase ofK 1(°)

w ith increasing tem —
perature m akes the anisotropy between K 1(C) and K fab)

considerably less pronounced, but this anisotropy of the
spectra in the low energy range rem ains still close to 3:1
even at room temperature (Table [[I). Note also that
the highest energy excitation for the ab polarization van—
ishesat sg = 60 , and givesa negligible contribution for
the JT angle sr ’ 70 , due to the orbital correlations
w ithin the ab planes.

F inally, we would lke to em phasize again that know iIng
only the exchange constants J;, and J. in KCuF'3, one
is not able to detem ine all the m icroscopic param eters
of the CT model. W e amphasize that a better under-
standing ofthe properties ofK CuF 3 can be achieved only
by com bining the results ofm agnetic and optical experi-
m ents, after the latter experin ents have been perform ed.



Iv. CUBIC MANGANITE:LaM nO3
A . Superexchange m odel

Alhough e; and tpy electrons behave quite di er-
ently in LaM nO3; and are frequently treated as two
subsystem s/2= the neutron experin ents?? which m easure
the spin waves in the A-AF phase below Ty Ilave no
doubt that an adequate description ofthem agnetic prop—
erties requires a m agnetic H am iltonian ofthe form given
by Eq. [, describing superexchange between total
S = 2 spinsoftheM n** ions. The high-spin ’E ground
state at each M n>" on is stabilized by the large Hund’s
exchange Jy . T he situation is here m ore com plex than
either in KCuF; (Sec.[I) orin the tpy system sdiscussed
n the follow ing Sections, how ever, as the superexchange
term s between M n®* ions originate from various charge
excitations did ¥ ddi, made either by e; or by tyg
electrons, lrading to di erent excited states in the in—
tem ediate d° con guration on a M rf* (&) ion. Such
processes detem ine the U tem Hy d?) de ned by Eq.
[228), and were analyzed in detailin Ref. |13, and lead to
the structure of Hy @) given below . However, the CT
processes, H @* ), contrbute as well and the com plete
m odel for LaM nO 3 reads

H@)=Hyd)+H @): @1)
T he superexchange constant J is here de ned again by
Eq. [, using an average hopping elem ent along an
e ective dd ) bond, t= §d= , where is an average
CT excitation energy, introduced below in Eq. [EI19).

First we analyze the structure of the U tem fHor
LaM nO3, Hy (@), due to excitations volving ey elec-
trons. The energies of the ve possble excited states??
() the high-spin A, state(S = 5=2), and (itv) the low-—
sin (S = 3=2) states: A1, “E (E ,°E ),and A,, will
be param etrized again by the intraorbital Coulomb ele—
mentU [23), and by Hund’s exchange Jy betw een a pair
ofe, electrons, de ned in Eq. [B2) £ The energiesofthe
excited states are given In term s ofthe R acah param eters
In Ref. 139; In order to param etrize this spectrum by Jy
we apply an approxin ate relation 4B ’/ C which holds
for the spectroscopic values of the R acah param eters for
aMn? (@) on#?® B = 0:107 eV and C = 0477 &V .
Hereweuse these atom ic valuesasan exam ple ofthe the—
ory | using them and Eq. [EJ) one nds the excitation
spectrum : U 3% ,U + 3Jy =4,U + 5Jy =4,U + 5Jy =4,
and U + 137y =4 Fig.[d@)]. Unlke Jy , the valie of U
isknown w ith Jless accuracy | hence we shalluse it here
only as a param eter which can be deduced a posteriori
from the superexchange J which is able to explain the
experin ental values for two exchange constants respon—
sble forthe A-AF phase observed in LaM nO 3 wellbelow
the structural transition there again Ty Ts).

U sing the spin algebra (C bsch-G ordon coe cients),
and making a rotation of the temm s derived for a
bond hiji k c to the other two cubic axes a and b,
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one nds ve contrbutions to Hy @*) due to di er-
ent (tggeé)i@geé)j ¥ (té’geé)i(’ég)j excitations by ey
electrons}3
Bi'- Smsisre ;0 a2
20 4 i 3
H2<)=3_Jr23isj 4} OO @3)
160 T3
H3()=ér3sisj 4 % N @4
i)' = —r 8; S5 P T
32 2 i 2 j
H5()=ir5 S;i S5 4 1o 1 o ; 4.6)
32 2 i 2 j
w here the coe cients
- 1. B 1
N 713 =
1 1
BT Rt s BT Ty @7

Hllow from the above multiplet structure of M n?* (@)

ions, and B3) stands for the Hund’s exchange. The

m eaning ofthe various tem s is straightforward: the rst
term H, ' describes the high-spin excitations to the A ;

state while the rem aining ones, Hn( ' wihn = ;i:5;5,

arise due to the low -spin excited states ‘A, *E ,*E and

A ,, respectively. T he orbital dependence is given by the

sam e operators [3l) as in Sec. . Sin ilar to the case

of the 'E state for the copper uoride [see Egs. [B3)

and [X4)], the doubly degenerate *E state contributes
here w ith two tem s characterized by a di erent orbital
dependence n Egs. [4) and [A3). Note that this de—
generacy would be ram oved by the cooperative JT e ect,
ie., the structuralphase transition (and associated 0 0)

driven by the localJT coupling in com bination w ith the

elastic lattice forces. The resulting an all level splitting

we neglect here, and soweset r3 = ry.

The superexchange mediated by ty elctrons re—
sults from (G,e]): (Byeh); F  (Byel)i (G eh); excitations
which fwolve *T; and *T, con gurations at both M n
ions: Mn?* and Mn? . They give ow S = 3=2 spins
ofM n?* ions, and this part of the superexchange isAF .
U sing the present units introduced in Egs. [3) and
[3E2), one ndsthe excitation energies ot shown in F ig.
: "CTy/T2) * U+ 5Ju =4, "(To/ T2) * U + 9Ju =4,
"OT A Ty) " U+ 110y =4,and " (T, T1) 7 U+ 153y =4,
wih the st (second) label standing for the con gura—
tion ofthe M n?* M n*") ion, respectively. In the actual
derivation each ofthe excited states, w ith one tp4 orbital
being either doubly occupied or em pty, has to be pro-
“cted on the respective eigenstates and the spin algebra
is next used to construct the interacting totalS = 2 spin
states. This krads to the nalcontribution to Hy which,
in a good approxin ation, is orbital ndependent,*3

) 1

H''= 5T T SiSy 4 48)



Here = (t =t)?® Dllows from the di erence between the
e ectived dhoppingelmentsalongthe and bonds,
and we adopt the SlaterX oster value 1=9. The
coe clent r stands for a superposition of the above tyq
excitations nvolved in the ty superexchange,

— .9

1+
T here isno need to distinguish between the di erent ex-
citation energies; allofthem are signi cantly higherthan
the rst low-spin excitation energy for the con guration
*A 1, which occurs after an excitation by an e, electron.
W hile earlier studies of the superexchange interactions
In m anganies were Iim ited to m odel H am iltonians con—

n
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taining only the U tem 2224344 the inportance of the
CT processes was em phasized only recently£2 For our
purposeswe derived the CT termm H (d*) by considering
again excitations by either or electronson the bond
hiji, leading to tw o-hole excited states at an Interm ediate
oxygen, df @pnij1)°d] § & @pusi)*d3. Unlke in KCuF's
w ith a unique C T excitation, however, In the present case
a numberofdi erent excited states occursw ith the exci-
tation energies depending on the electronic con guration
ofthe two interm ediate M n?* ions at sites i and j. O ne
nds that these various excitations can be param etrized
by a single param eter R given by Eq. [EI3), and the
excited states on two neighboring transition m etal ions
contribute, as forthe U temm , both FM and AF tem s,

B @) = LR * o s s, 4 X O L1 oo
16 SR 2 + 2 3
hijik .
gh ! O O
+ g e S; Sj+6 + 3 S Sj 4 Z N 3
gh 1 O () °
+ g q S; Sj+6 + o Si Sj 4 E+ N -+ 5
1 X
+ ZIR o Si S5 4; (4.10)
hiji
where the coe cientsc,,withn = 1; 75, angirealldeterm ned by and R via 0= R:
1 1 2 1
R S S R U B @
1 ! + ! 4a2)
S = =z 7
g 2 1+ 20 1+20
1 3 5 3 5 @13)
S = — 7
16 14409 140 1450 14200
-2 > > ; @.14)
I T I P
_ 3+ 1 9 N 30 N 25 . @15)
> 75 160 1+ 120 1440 141107
1 1 2 1
CT Qs Dot Ty mot Ty @10
[
The coe cientsc, ollow from CT excitationsby ey elec— (4E) _ + EJH ;
trons. A s in the copper uoride case (Sec.[IIl), the lowest 4
(high-spin) excitation energy w illbe labeled by , Ca,) = i ?JH ; 418)

(A1)= ; 417
so the other possble individual (low -spin) excitations at
each transition m etal ion have the energies
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(Ap) = + ?JH;

T hese excitation energies are used here to introduce an
average CT energy ,
1 1 8
= — +
26 (A1)

3,
(‘Aq)

0 .,
(‘E)

; (419
(Az) ( )

which serves to de ne the e ective hopping elm ent



t = t;d= , and the superexchange energy J €.1) 1
a m icroscopic approach. W e em phasize, however, that
such m icroscopic param eters as ftq; ;U;Jg g willnot
be needed here, and only the values of the e ective pa-—
ram eters £J; ;R g will decide about the exchange con—
stants and the optical spectral weights.
Each coe cient ¢, [EI), with n = 1;
for an individual process which contributes wih a par-
ticular orbital dependence due to an intem ediate state
arising in the excitation process, and accom panies either
aFM oran AF spin factor, depending on whether high—
soin or low-spin states are nvolved. As In the U tem
[E2) { [£8), a pair of directional j i orbitals accom panies
JIow -spin excitations, while either high-soin or low -spin
excited states are allowed when two di erent orbitals,
one directionaland one orthogonalto it (planar orbial),
are occupied at the two M n®* sites. In contrast to the
U tem , also con gurationsw ih two planar orbials j 1
occupied at sites i and j contrbute to H @?) i Eq.
[Z10). These term s are accom panied by the profction

operator ¢+ ’)&+ [’) nEq. EI0.Note that

In the case ofthe U tem such con gurationsdid not con-—
tribute as the g electrons were then blocked and could

not generate any superexchange tem s. A s the electrons

from an oxygen 2p orbitalare excited Instead to direc—
tional § i orbitals at two neighboring M " ions, again

both high-spin (S = 5=2) and low -spin (S = 3=2) excita—
tions are here possble, giving a still richer structure of
H @).

The OO In LaM nO 3 is robust and sets in below the
structural transition at Ts 7 780 K £8 The orbital inter—
actions present in the superexchange H am iltonian [£1)
would induce a G-type 00 £ The observed classical
ground state, which can again be described by Eq. [B17),
corresponds Instead to C type 00, as deduced from the
lattice distortions. N ote that in contrast to KCuF'3, the
occupied orbitals refernow to electrons and thus the val-
ues of the expected orbital angle are > 90 (which
corresponds to cos < 0) and so are distinctly di erent
from the copper uoride case. The averages of the or—

bial operators in the orbital ordered state are given in
Tabk[, ncding thetems ¢+ )&+ ') whih
contrbute now to the CT part of superexchange. T he de—
pendence on the orbitalangle suggests that, sin ilar to
KCuF3, these new tem sarem ore signi cant along the c

axis forthe 0 O expected In the m anganites.

B . Spin exchange constants and optical intensities

For a better understanding of the e ective exchange
Interactions it is convenient to introduce rst the 4 su-

;5, stands
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perexchange constant J which stands for the interaction
induced by the charge excitations oft,g electrons. W hen
the CT tem s are included, J; consists of the two contri-
butions given in Eqgs. [L8) and [EI0),

1
Je= Jw + I = éJ (rt+ RCt): (4.20)

This interaction is frequently called the superexchange
between the core spins. W e em phasize that this tem
is orbital independent and thus isotropic. T he coupling
constant J; has a sin ilar origin as the e; part of the
superexchange Je( ) , which however is orbital dependent

and anisotropic. W e em phasize that both Ji and Je( " are
relatively sn all fractionsof J.

The e¢; contributions to the e ective exchange con—
stants [2Z10l) in LaM nO3; depend on the orbial state
characterized again by Egs. [BI1) via the averages of
the orbital operators,

1 0 g 3 5 Dj E
Je() = —J - I —I —I3 — o) .()
16 5, 8 8 g
SR ST N
R 2 3
1 nbD (y 1 ()E
+ —JR o = [ =
16 o2 g
N §(c q)i () )
> i D4 ’ ’ Eo
+ §(05 a) I, o 1y o @21)
5 2 i 2 3

A sthe structuraltransition occurs at relatively high tem -
perature Tg = 780 K, at room tem perature (and below
i) the OO m ay be considered to be frozen and goeci ed
by an angle [see Egs. BIA)]. The orbital uctuations
are then quenched by the combined e ect of the orbial
part of the e, superexchange n Egs. [A2)-[A4) and the
orbital nteractions induced by the JT e ect}2 and the
soinse ectively decouple from the orbitals, leading to the
e ective spin m odel[PZTdl) . T hem agnetic transition then
takes place w thin this OO state, and is driven by the
m agnetic part of the superexchange interactions, which
Hllow from Hy @) andH (@?). Forthe C +ype 00, as
cbserved in LaM nO 3,2% one nds the e ective exchange
constants in Eq. 1)) as a superposition of J; and Jo '
after inserting the averages of the orbital operators (see
Tabk[@ n Eq. EZ2):
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+ 1JRn 2+8 3+ in? +8 1+ 2O+J 4 22)
— ¢ — ©os - C — + shh - — + cos ;
64 1 5 3 Q 2 5 G5 Qq 2 t
J 1,02 3 n? 4 2 a+ ) + ! a+ )ZO
= — — 11 —-r, sin -r cos - cos
° 16 5 1 g” 4 8
1 n 5 8 s 3 e}
+ aJR g l+ cos Y+ T C3 @ sin +§ G a1l ocos ¥ + Je: (4 23)
[
Considering = 1=9 to be xed by the ShterKoster here only the global high-energy spectral weight due to

param etrization, a com plete set of param eters which de-
temm ines J. and J., comprises: I 22), BA),R E1J),
and the orbitalangle which de nesthe phassewih OO
by Egs. [BI0), referring now to the orbitals occupied by
electrons.

Equations [£22) and [E23) m ay be fiirther analyzed
In two ways: either (i) using an e ective m odel which
Includes only the U superexchange tem due to d d
transitions, as presented in Ref. [13 and discussed In Ap-
pendix Bl (1e. takingR = 0 which impliessH (@*) 0),
or (1) by considering the com plete H (d*) m odelas given
by Eq. E), which includes also the CT contributions
to the superexchange wih R > 0). By a sin ilar anal-
ysis in Sec. we have established that the CT tem s
are of essential In portance n KCuF'3 and should not be
neglcted, as otherw ise the strong anisotropy of the ex—
change constants would rem ain unexplained. Here the
situation is qualitatively di erent | aswe show In Ap-
pendix B], using som ewhat m odi ed param eters J and
one m ay still reproduce the experin ental values of the
exchange constants, deduced from neutron experim ents
forLaM no 3,22 within thee ectivemodelatR = 0, and
even interpret successfiilly the optical spectra 28

It is in portant to realize that the high-spin ¢4 electron
excitations play a crucialrole in stabilizing the ocbserved
A-AF spin order, as only these processes are able to gen—
erate FM temm s In the superexchange. They com pete
w ih the rem aining AF tem s, and the A-AF phase is
stable only when J;, < 0 and J. > 0. W e have ver-
i ed that the tem s which contribute to Jy and J. in
Egs. [E22) and [£23) are all of the sam e order of m ag—
nitude as all the coe cients fr, ;1 ;G ;69 are of order
one. Hence, the superexchange energy J [Z21) is much
higher than the actual exchange constants in LaM nO 3,
ie, Japj Jand J. J.

N ext we consider the kinetic energies associated w ith
the various optical excitations w hich determ ine the opti-
cal spectralweightsby Eq. 2ZI3). Again, as in the pre—
viously considered case ofK C uF'3, the high-soin subband
at low energy is unigue and is accom panied by low -soin
subbands at higher energies. W hile the energetic sepa-
ration between the high-spin and low -spin parts of the
spectrum 4% is large, one m ay expect that the low—
soin optical excitations m ight be di cul to distinguish
experim entally from each other. A swe will see below by
analyzing the actualparam etersofLaM nO 3, the low -soin
excitations overlbp w ith thed pCT exciations, and so
such a separation is indeed in possble | thuswe analyze

the optical excitations on the transition m etal ions, ex—
pressed by the total kinetic energy K L(S) for all (e; and
ty) low-spin tem s, and com pare it with the high-spin
one, given by K 1( ). Using the m anganite m odel )
one nds forpolarization in the ab plane

1 3
K, * = —Jr 6+ sap) i sin?> (424)
ay 103 3 1 1
Kig = -J —r —+ sn + -3 1 —cos
8 40 4 A 2
1 1 2 1
—rs — cos +2 n @ Sb); (4 25)
8 2
and for polarization along the c axis
K () _ 1 6 L2,
1= 4—0Jr1( + sc)sin® ; 4 26)
h
K(C) = }J i:|: sin® +Er 1+ cos )
Ls 8~ 40°° 47"
1 1
+ 5r5(1+ s P+2nrn @4 s): @27)

T he optical spectralw eights given by Eqgs. [E24) { [E22)

aredeterm inedby J, ,andtheorbitalangle .Notethat
the leading term in the low -spin part com es from the g4

optical excitations, while the tpy excitations contribute

only with a relatively sn allweight /

C . M agnetic interactions in LaM nO 3

Tt is a challenge for the present theoretical m odel to
describe both the m agnetic exchange constants®? and the
anisotropic optical spectral weights?® usihg only a few
e ectiveparam etersfJ; ;Rgandtheorialanglke .We
shall proceed now som ewhat di erently than in Sec.d,
and analyze the experin entaldata using prim arily these
e ective param eters, whilewew illdiscuss afterw ardshow
they relate to the expectationsbased on the values ofthe
m icroscopic param eters found in the literature.

T he experin ental values of the exchange constants,®?
Jap = 166mevV and & = 116 meV, inpose rather
severe constraints on the m icroscopic param eters and on
the possble OO0 in LaM nO ;3. The AF interaction J. is
quite sensitive to the type of occupied orbitals [ZI7),
and increases w ith increasing am plitude of i orbitals
In the ground state, ie., wih decreasing orbital angle

. Sin ultaneously, the FM interaction Jp isenhanced.
A Iready with the e ective model (@t R 0) it is not



straightforw ard to determ ine the param eters J and , as
we discuss in Appendix Bl. This m odel is in fact quite
successfil], and a reasonable agreem ent w ith experin ent
could be obtained both for the m agnetic exchange con—
stants and for the optical spectral weights, taking the
experin ental excitation spectrum 28 Here we w ill nves-
tigate to what extent this e ective m odel gives robust
results and whether the CT processes could play an in -
portant role in LaM nO 3.

By analyzingtheCT tem s in the superexchange [com —
pare Egs. [E22), [E23)] one concludes that these con-
trbbutions are predom inantly AF . T herefore, it m ight be
expected that a higher value of than 0.16 used in Ap—
pendix [B] would rather be consistent w ith the m agnetic
experin ents. Increasing gives an increased coe cient
r1,sonotonly the FM temn in J isthen enhanced, but
also the optical spectralweight K £ which correspondsto
the high-spin transition. Sinulaneously, the anglke is
som ew hat increased, but the dependence of the spectral
weightK ?° on theangle issoweak that thehighervaluie
of dom hnatesand a som ew hat lowervalue ofJ than 170
meV used in Appendix [B] has to be chosen. A ltogether,
these considerations led usto selecting J = 150m &V and

= 0:181 as representative param eters forw hich we show
below that a consistent explanation ofboth m agnetic and
opticaldata is possble.

A fter these two param eter values have been xed, it
is of interest to Investigate the dependence of the e ec—
tive exchange Interactions on the CT param eter R and
on the orbitalanglke . Asin the KCuF; case, one nds
a stronger increase of J. with increasing R, while these
term s are weaker and lad to nonm onotonic changes for
Jap Fig. [@). First of all, with the present value of

= 0:{181,atR = 0theAF interaction J. is close to zero
for angles 100, while the FM interaction J.p < 2
meV is som ewhat too strong. W ih increasing R one

nds that J. increases, while the FM interaction J,, Ini-
tially becom es weaker when R ncreasesup to R = 03
and theterm / ¢ dom natesthe CT contrbution to J.p
e Eq. E22)]. At higher values ofR , how ever, the FM
contributions due to ¢ g < 0 and ¢ g < 0 start
to dom inate, and J,p, decreases w ith increasing R, par—
ticularly for anallvaluesof < 90 . One nds that the
experin ental values of both exchange constants are well
reproduced forR = 06 and at the orbitalangle = 102 .

A though this t isnot unigque, one has to realize that
the experim ental constraints in posed on the param eters
are indeed rather severe | aswe show below the present
param eters give a very reasonable and consistent inter—
pretation of the experin ental results for LaM nO 3. For
the above param etersthe FM and AF tem sto J. alm ost
com pensate each other n the U tem , and a consider-
ablk AF interaction along the c axis arisesm ainly due to
the CT contrbutions Fig.[d). This qualitatively agrees
w ith the situation found in KCuF 3, where the CT tem
was of crucial I portance and helped to explain the ob—
served large anisotropy between the values of exchange
constants. Also the CT temm which contrbutes to Jap
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FIG .6: (Colronline) Superexchange constants for LaM nO 3 :
(@) Jc along the c axis, and (o) J.p In the ab plane, as func-
tions of orbitalangle which de nestheC +typeO0O0 ,seecEgs.
[ . D ashed lines for increasing R = 0, 0.15 and 0.30 from

bottom to top; solid lines for R = 0:6. N ote that the depen—
dence of J;, on R is nonm onotonic. H orizontal dotted lines
indicate the experin ental values of Ref. |62 for LaM nO 3; di-
am ond and circle show the experin ental valies of J. and Jap
for = 102 .Parameters: J = 150mev, = 0:181.

isSAF and increases w ith increasing angle , whilk theU

term is FM but weakens at the sam e tim e. This results

In a quite fast dependence of the FM interaction J,, on
Fig.0.

O ne thus recognizes a sin ilar dependence of the ex—
change constants Jp and J. on the orbial anglk
Fig. [@) as that ound befPre wih the U term alone
(seeFig.[[3 in Appendix[El). The CT tem shavem anly
two consequences: (i) a large AF contribution to the in-
teraction along the c axis J., and (i) an increase of the
orbialanglkwellabove = 90 . T hese trendsare robust
In the realistic param eter range. T herefore, one expects
that the occupied e; orbitals approach the frequently as-
sum ed altemating directional orbitals in the ab planes
@Bx? P)=QBy* PY)wih = 120, but cannot quite
reach them . Indeed, we have veri ed that orbitals w ith

120 are excluded by the present calculations, as
then the FM interaction within the ab planes changes
sign and becom es weakly AF . T hus, the m echanian for



3.0 prrer e
S
(]
E
(&)
-
¥o)
©
-
|
L ab~\‘~.‘\ 4
L ‘\_ o
\h
L ~ -
N J) TN AT T T
80 90 100 110 120
0 (degrees)
FIG. 7: (Color online) Superexchange interactions Ib

[Z22) and J. [E23) as functions of the orbial angle , ob-
tained within the superexchange model () for LaM nO;
(solid lines). C ontributions due to the U temm and due to the
CT tem toboth exchange constants ( Jdp and J.) are shown
by dashed and dashed-dotted lines, resgpectively. Isotropic and
orbital independent tpy tem s superexchange tem s Jwy and
Je [EZ0) are: 145 and 0.83 m eV . Experin ental values®?
of Jp and J. (indicated by diam ond and circle) are well
reproduced at angle = 102 . Parameters J = 150 m &V,
= 0:181,R = 0:6.

the observed A -AF phase is lost, and one hasto conclude
that angles > jr are excluded.

Indeed, we have found that the orbitalangle ’ 102
reproduces w ell the experin entaldata for both exchange
constants (Fig. [@), and is thus som ew hat sn aller than
the angke sr = 108 deduced from the lattice distor-
tions i LaM nO 32 This can be seen as a com prom ise
betw een the orbital interactions invoking the lattice and
the purely electronic superexchange orbital interactions,
0 it is reasonable to expect that < g7 .

F inally, we em phasize that the e; electron excitations,
contrbuting both to the U and to the CT processes In
the superexchange, are FM for all cubic directions;°
and only due to a substantial t,g term which follows
from low-spin AF) excitations, J. = 228 m &V, the ex—
change Interaction along the c axis changes is sign and
becom esAF . A lltogether, the present analysis show sthat
the tpy superexchange plays a decisive role in stabilizing
the cbserved A-AF spin order | without it already the
undoped LaM nO ;3 would be a ferrom agnet. This pecu—
liar situation follow s from the large splitting betw een the
high-spin and low -spin excitations 3 &V in LaM nOs,
which is Jarger than in any other transition m etal com —
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pound considered In this paper, due to the fact that the
d chell is half- lled in the M rf* excited states® This
ladsto relatively large M contributions, even when the
orbitals are not so close to the idealaltemation of direc—
tionaland planar states (@s found along the caxis), which
would m axin ize the averages of the orbital operators,

l ( o , that control the weight of the high-spin
tenn s, see Tab]e . This resul is rem arkable but again
qualitatively the sam e as found in the e ective m odel
of Appendix B]. However, quantitatively the tpy tem is
here som ew hat stronger, as J. isnow increased by 35%
over is value J. = 17 meV deduced from the e ective
d dmodelwih U tem s only. Asa common feature
one nds that & 2 meV, so we em phasize that the
superexchange prom oted by ty electrons is quite weak
and is characterized by a snallvalie of o 4 10t
(or 001t for the superexchange between S = 3=2 core
sping??t) which provides an in portant constraint for the
realistic m odels of m anganites.

D . Optical spectralweights in LaM nO 3

Consider now the tem perature dependence of the op—
tical spectral weights [ZZ18) . A s the orbital dynam ics is
quenched up to room tem perature T 300 K, i suf

ces to consider the tem perature dependence of the in—
tersite spin-spin correlations [2212) . W e derived these by
em ploying the so—called O guchim ethod’? (see A ppendix
El), which is expected to give rather realistic valies of
soin correlations functions for the large spins S = 2 In
LaM nO 3 iIn the entire tem perature range. Thereby we
solved exactly the spin-spin correlations fs;p;sc.g on a
single bond hiji coupled to neighboring spins by m ean—

eld MF) tem s, proportional to the order param eter
hS?#i. A realistic estin ate of the m agnetic transition can
be obtained by reducing theM F resul obtained forS = 2
spinsby an em piricalfactor  0:71-2 U sing the exchange
Interactions obtained w ith the present param eters, one

nds Ty ’ 143 K which reasonably agrees w ith the ex—
perin entalvalue of T = 136 K 22 The cakulations of
son-spin correlations are straightforward, and we sum —
m arize them in A ppendix Bl. Both correlation fiinctions
Sap and s change fast close to Ty , re ecting the tem per-
ature dependence of the B rillouin function which deter-
ImeshS?i,and remain nieatT Ty -

T he large splitting betw een the high-soin and low -soin
excitationsm akes i possible to separate the high-soin ex—
citations from the ram aining ones in the optical spectra,
and to observe the tem perature dependence of its inten-
sity orboth polarizations. A sin thee ectivem odelZé4
the present theory predicts that the low-energy optical
Intensity exhbits a rather strong anisotropy betw een the
ab and c¢ directions. It is particularly pronounced and
close to 10:1 at low tem peratures when the soin correla—
tions Fapjand s. arem axin al Fig. B). Unbortunately,
this anisotropy at T ! 0 in only weakly dependent on
the orbitalangle , so it cannot help to establish the type
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Anisotropy of the low-energy spec—
tral weights in LaM nO 3, given by the ratio K 7=k [, for
increasing tem perature T, as obtained for: = 102 (solid
line), = 108 (dashed line), = 98 (dashed-dotted Iine).
T he arrow s indicate the N eel tem perature Ty derived from

the exchange constants in each case (see text). Param eters:
J=150mev, = 0:81.

0f 00 realized In the ground state of LaM nO 3, and is
possbl changes w ith increasing tem perature. In fact,
when the param etersare xed and only the orbitalangle
is changed, a di erent value of the N eel tem perature
follow s from the m odi ed exchange constants, being the
m aln reason behind the som ewhat di erent tem perature

dependence of the ratio K fab)=K 1(C) Fig.H).

One nds a very satisfactory agreem ent between the
present theory and the experim ental results of Ref. 126,
as shown in Fig. [@. W e emphasize, however, that
the tem perature variation of the optical spectralweights
could also be reproduced within the e ective m odel at
R = 0,284 show ngthatthe CT tem slead only tom inor
quantitative m odi cations. Note also that at this stage
no tismade, ie., the kinetic energies [P213) which stand
forthe opticalsum rule are calculated using the sam e pa—
ram eters as found above to reproduce the exchange con—
stants in Fig.[. T herefore, such a good agreem ent w ith
experim ent dem onstrates that indeed the superexchange
Interactionsdescribe the spectral intensities In the optical
transitions. W e note, how ever, that the anisotropy in the
range of T > Ty issom ewhat larger in experin ent w hich
m Ight be due to either som e inaccuracy of the O guchi
m ethod or due to the experin ental resolution.

The distrbution of the optical intensities K and
their changesbetween the low (T ’ 0) and the high tem —
perature (T = 300 K) regine are summ arized in Tabl
[[. At tem perature T = Oone ndsthat Hrthe abpolar-
ization the entire spectral intensity originates from high-
sodn excitations. This result ollows from the classical
valie of the spin-goin correlation fiinction s, = 1 pre—
dicted by the O guchim ethod. A s quantum uctuations
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FIG.9: (Color online) K inetic energies per bond (iIn m&V)

as functions of tem perature T , obtained for LaM nO 3 for the
high-spin (solid lines, n = 1) and for the low-spin (dashed
lines, n > 1) excitations at the M n ions for polarization: (@)
in the ab planes, K rfab) , and () along the c axis, K n(c) . The
totalkinetic energiesK ) are given by the long dashed-dotted
lines, while the vertical dotted lines indicate the value of Ty

derived within the present m odel (see text). Filled circles
show the experin ental ntensities?® at low energy n = 1).
Parameters: J = 150mev, ' 0:181,R = 0%6,and ' 102 .

in theA -AF phaseare sn all,”® the present result isnearly
accurate. W hen the tem perature increases, one ndscon—
siderable transfer of optical spectralw eightsbetween low
and high energies, discussed also in Ref. 128, w ith aln ost
constant total intensitiesK () orboth = aband ¢ (see
also Fig.[d). The opticalweights obtained for the JT an-—
gk sr = 108 aresim ilarto those for = 102 , show ing
again that the optical spectroscopy is aln ost insensitive
to an allchanges of the orbitalangle. In contrast, for g7
the exchange constants (@and hence also the estin ated
value of Ty ) are too low .

W hilke the e ective param eters £J; ;Rg used In this
Section give a very satisfactory description ofboth m ag—
netic and optical properties of LaM nO 3, the valies of
the m icroscopic param eters, such as the Coulomb inter-
action on the M n ions U, and on the oxygen ions Up,



TABLE IV: Exchange constants J [see Egs. [E22J) and
[EZ23)), kinetic energies for high-spin K, ') and for low -spin
126 L(S) ) excitations [see Eqgs. [E24) { 2], and total kinetic
energies K t(ot) (@l in meV), for a bond within an ab plane
( = ab) and along a c axis ( = c), as obtained for the 00

given by the orbitalangle ' 102 which reproduces the ex—
perin ental exchange constants;2 and for the angle suggested
by the lattice distortions, st . Parameters: J = 150 meV,

’ 0:81,R = 0%.
102 ot = 108
T ®) 0 300 0 300
Tab 1:66 1:06
Je 116 0:95
K = 1401 942 135.8 88.1
K 2 00 381 00 421
K 22 1401 1323 135.8 1302
K 137 42.9 12.6 412
K 800 440 749 401
K. 937 86.9 875 813

the Hund’s exchange Jy , the charge transfer param eter

,and thed p hopping elam ent 4, are not uniguely
determ ined. O ne could attem pt to x these param eters
using the atom ic value of Hund’s exchange Jgy = 0:9 &V .
Wih = 0481 i ladstoU ’ 5:0 &V, quie close to
other estin ates;*3 while the value of R = 0:6 suggests
then that, taking the comm only acoepted?3®? value of
the CT energy = 50 &V, the oxygen Coulomb ele-
ment is large, U, ' 7 €V. This value of U, is larger
than usually obtained U, 4 eV for oxygen ions, as for
Instance by analyzing the param eters of the threeband
m odel HrCu0 , planes22 W e note, how ever, that the op—
ticaldata?® suggest a som ew hat reduced value of Hund’s
exchange Jy 0:7 eV (usihg the present units), so it
could be that the local exchange interactions are som e-
w hat screened In reality.

Fortunately, when the optical data are available, also
the position of the low -energy exciation is known, and
thism ay serve as an additional experin ental constraint
r the param eters2? This excitation is und at about
20 ev 28 indicating that U 3F ' 20 &V.W ih this
constraint one nds, usihgagain = 0:181,thatU 7 3:7
eV and Jyz ’ 0:67 €V. These param eters give the low —
spin A7 and *E excitations closeto 4.5 &V, 1n agreem ent
w ith experin ent 28 So the above values ofthem icroscopic
param eters fU;Jy g appear to be consistent both w ith
the present value of and wih the spectra. Further-
m ore, for these em pirical param etersone ndsR = 06
eftherwih = 50andU,’ 23€&V,orwih = 42
and U, ’ 420 &V . These values, particularly the second
set, are perfectly acceptable and in the usually consid—
ereed range24®? Taking the above value of U / 3:7 and
J = 150meV,one ndst= 037 &V, a somewhat lower
valie than that which follow s from the e ectivem odelof
Appendix [E]l. A Together, these results ndicate, contrary
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to what is frequently assum ed*22? that the local ex—
change interactions are som ew hat screened In reality by

covalency e ects, and that at the sam e tin e the screen-
Ing of the Intraorbital C oulom b interaction U is stronger
than estin ated beforei3£4

V. CUBIC TITANITES
A . Spin-orbital superexchange m odel

P erovskite titanates, LaT 0 3 and YT 0 5, are Intrigu—
ing exam ples of M ott Insulators w ith orbital degrees of
freedom due to tpy electrons: in the ground state the
T+" ions are in the tj, con guration. In an ideal per-
ovskite structure the tpy orbitals are degenerate, but lat—
tice distortions m ay contribute to the m agnetic ground
state’® 1822 and to the M ott transition®® | here we
do not iIntend to discuss this controversial issue.

In an ideal cubic system each tpy orbital is perpendic-
ular to a single cubic axis, for instance the kyi orbial
lies in the ab plane and is perpendicular to the caxis. &t
is therefore convenient to introduce the follow ing short
hand notation for the orbital degree of freedom £2

Bl yzi; i opxy o okyi:  6G1)
The labels = a;b;cthus refer to the cubic axes perpen—
dicular to the planes of the respective orbitals.

T he superexchange spin-orbitalm odel [2.8) in cubic ti-
tanates couples S = 1=2 spins and the orbitaltpy degrees
of freedom  at nearest neighbor T £% ions. D ue to large U
the electron densities satisfy thereby the local constraint
at each site i,

nj_a+njb+ Nic = 1: (5.2)
In titanates there isno need to consider CT processes, as
these system sareM ott—H ubbard insulatorst and no qual-
ftatively new e ectsapart from som e negligble renom al
ization ofthe e ective param eters £fJ; g ocould arise from
CT excitations. This sin pli es our considerations, so we
analyze the superexchange in the lading order of per—
turbation theory, given by the contrbutionswhich result
from virtual excitations between the neighboring T £*
ons, (G4)i Gy)3 F (E,)1 )5 These charge excitations
involve the C oulomb interactions in the & con guration
ofa T#" ion, param etrized as before by the intraorbital
Coulomb elem ent U , and by H und’s exchange elem ent Jy
for a pair of by electrons, de ned as ollows (see Table
o2
Jg = 3B + C: 5.3)
T he charge excitations lead to one of four di erent ex—
cited states?? shown in Fig.[(): the high-spin 3T, state
at energy U 3% , and three low -spin states | degen-—
erate !'T, and 'E statesatenergy U & , and an A,



state at energy U + 2Jy . A s before, the excitation ener—
gies are param eterized by ,de ned asn Eq.[E3), and
we Introduce the coe cients

1 1

1 3’ 2T 1 7

rn = I3 = (5 .4)

1+ 2

One nds the Hllow Ing com pact expressions for the su—
perexchange Hy (@) as given by Eq. [d) £382

() 1 3 ¢y 1 ()
H, = EJrl Sy Sj+ Z Aij Enij 7 (55)
1 1 1
) () ) )
H2 = EJIZ Si Sj Z Aij _Bij + Enlj ’
(5.6)
O 1 1 _
Hy' = ng3 Si S5 2 By's (5.7)
w here
0) 1 ()
Aij = 2 ~i j"'+ —l’lil’lj 7 (5.8)
4
0 ()
B ij = 2 ~i ~ + l’lil'lj H (5 .9)
) = a0 4 a0 (5.10)

As In Secs. IIT and IV the orbial (oseudospin) op-—

erators fAij);B i(j);nij)g depend on the direction of
the hiji bond. Their form follows from the simpl
observation!2#2 that only two ty orbitals ( avors) are
active along each cubic axis, eg. if = ¢, the active
orbitals are a and b [see Eq. [E)], and they give two
com ponents ofthe pseudospin T = 1=2 operator~;. Here
the operators fA i(j) ;B i(j )g describe the interactions be-
tw een the active orbialsalong the particularbond, w hich
Inclide the quantum e ectsdueto their uctuations, and

take either the form ofa scalarproduct ~; 47 or lead to
a sin ilar expression,

STECE N S O ST K
which involvesdoublke excitationsdueto | I and

1 1
temm s (@s n the U < 0 Hubbard m odel). %he J'nterazj—
tions along axis are tuned by the num ber of electrons
occupying active orbitals, ni( Y =1 n, ,which is xed
by the number of electrons in the inactive orbitaln; ,
because of the constraint [B2).

B . Spin exchange constants and optical intensities

T he exchange constant for a bond hiji along axis
is obtained from Egs. [E3){[Ed) by averaging over the
orbital states at both sites i and j,

D E 1 D E

1 )
EJ(I']_"‘ r2) A .. —J(r2
E

1] 3
() )

) n;  +ny

J =

lJ(
=J (r
4o
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The cubic titanates are known to have particularly
pronounced quantum spin-orbial uctuations, and
their proper treatm ent requires a rather sophisticated
approach 28 Here we shall ignore this com plex quan-—
tum problem , and shall illustrate the general theory by
extracting the m agnetic exchange constants from Eq.
[E17), and the optical spectral weights [2213), using an
ansatz for the 0 O in the ground state, In analogy to the
approach em ployed in Secs. [ and [] r the m ore clas-
sicaley system s.

In generala classicalorbital state in the titanatesw ith
G dFe0 3-type lattice structure can be param etrized as
follow s,

Jii=  Ri+ Ppit+ i

Joli= i+ Pit+ i

Jsi=  Ri+ Pi Ti;

Jai= pit+ i ¥i; 6.13)
with realcoe cientsand nomalized ( 2+ 2+ 2=1)

wavefiinctions at each site. The occupied orbitals j ;i
refer to four sublattices {1 = 1; ;4), wih(@DQ),
T % (100), T (001), Tis (101) positionsd3£3 The m fus
signs n j siand j 4ire ect am irror symm etry present
in the G dFe0 3 structure. N ote that this state resem bles
G-type 00, and is thus di erent from the Ctype OO
encountered for e; orbitals [due to the change of sign for
the Fi orbials in Egs. [EI3) along the ¢ axis].

U sing the ansatz [E13) one nds after a straightfor-
ward calculation the exchange constants,

h
Jo = 33 @+ o)l )2
i
@ »Q ) ; 514)
h
Jap = ZJ 2@ + mrs) (24 )2
i
@ BQ+ ?): 5.15)

They are determ ined once again by: (@) the superex-
change param eter J given by Eq. [21), w ith t standing
now forthee ective (dd ) hopping elem ent, (i) Hund’s
exchange element [B3)2 and (iii) the orbital state
[E13), speci ed in the present case by the coe cients
£t; i 9.

Follow ing the generaltheory of Sec.[d, the optical ex—
citations corresponding to the high-spin Hubbard band
atenergy U 3F @ = 1), and to the two low -spn Hub-
bard bands at U & = 2)and U + 2dy @ = 3) of
Fig. D), have total intensities given by the respective
kinetic energiesK 1 |, see Eq. EZI8). U sihg the classical
wavefiinctions given by Egs. [E3), one nds the Hliow —
Ing optical spectral w eights:
| for polarization along the c axis,

(c)

K,” = Jn °Q %) R (5.16)
4 1
K, = 39 D177 7 6D



2 1
K" = Zama ) S s (5.18)

3 4

| for polarization in the ab plane,
h1 i 3

K =om Sav ) Cr ) Jen i 619)
hy i,

KM= 0m Sar D+ S ) S s i620)

2 1
K = 597 24 2 7 W G21)

T he kinetic energiesK ri ) depend on the sam e param eters
fJ; g astheexchange constants B14) and [E218), on the
orbital state [E13) via the coe cients £ ; ; g, and on
the spin-spin correlations 217).

C. Application to LaTi0 3 and YT i0 3

Tt isnow straightforw ard to investigate the dependence
of the m agnetic and the optical properties in the four-
sublattice classical state [E13) on the e ective param e-
ters £J; gand on thetype 0ofO O given by the coe cients
f ; ; 9. A priori, the average electron density in the
Ti orbials, n. = ici, isdi erent from the densities in
the other two orbials (n, and ny), and the cubic sym —
m etry of the expectation values J and K | is explicitly
broken by the 00 given by Eq. [EIJ), unlss all the
orbital am plitudes are equal,

(522)

asargued in Refs.|76/77. F irst we consider this isotropic
state and evaluate the exchange constants J for increas-
Ing Hund’s parameter . One nds then AF superex—
change J 0:4J which decreasesw ith increasing [F ig.
[[d@)], but the interactions rem ain AF in the physically
relevant range of < 028. Note that this classical con—
sideration seriously overestin atesthe actualexchange in—
teraction as one expects instead J 0:16J when quan-
tum e ects are inclided?® N evertheless, having no in-
formm ation about the optical excitations, we give here an
exam ple of estin ating the exchange constants and opti-
cal spectral w eights ushg the spectroscopic valies®® for
Hund’s exchange Jy " 0359, and for Coulomb intraor-
bital interaction of U = 48 &V, which give = 0:123.
A ssum Ing now a hopping param etert= 02 &V ,one nds
J’ 33meV which givesd '’ 14mé&V . W hile onem ight
expect that thee ectiveU is som ew hat reduced as in the
caseofLaM noO 3, and thevalueof would then be larger,
the present crude estim ate is accidentally quite close to
the experin entalvalie of Jeyp = 155 mev &2

In the AF state, realized in LaT 0 3, allthree H ubbard
subbands contribute In the optical spectroscopy, and tak—
Ing the N eel state with g = sc = 025 one nds the
highest spectralweight at T = 0 orn = 2 Fig.[Id©)].
For the realistic value 0:123 the spectral weight of
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FIG.10: (Color online) M agnetic and optical properties of
LaT 0 3, as obtained for the classical wavefiinctions [B.13)
w ith isotropic orbitalam plitudes [E2J), or increasing Hund’s
exchange = Jy =U : (a) exchange interactions J. = J,p, and
() kinetic energy tennsKn( Y at T = 0: high-soin b = 1,
solid line), and low -spin interm ediate-energy (n = 2, dashed
line) and high-energy excitation (n = 3, long-dashed line).
T he total kinetic energy K ¢’ is shown by the dashed-dotted
Iine.

the lowest-energy (high-spin) Hubbard subband K ; ' is
relatively weak, and is sin ilar to that ofthen = 3 low—
spin excitation at the highest energy Fig.[Id@)]. Note,
how ever, that in early optical experin ents the intensity
was found to be practically ndependent ofenergy ! 2° so
di erent excitations m ight be di cult to separate from
each other.

Let us verify now whether the wavefunctions as given
by Egs. [E13) could also lead to isotropic AF states for
other choices of orbital am plitudes than in Eq. [E22).

Thus, we considered equal am plitudes and In the
states param etrized by ,
1 1
= =40 P—§ + p—zi (523)

wih 0 < < 1.
= (1 2

The nom alization condition gives
2)1%2 which vanishes at = 1. As



0-5"'I"'I"'I"'I"'

0.4

0.3

33

0.2

0.1 f -

00 PR T W N W W T W ST S T SR S S NS W1
00 02 04 06 038

)

1.0

FIG .11: Exchange interactions J. and J.p, Eqgs. [E12J) (solid
and dashed line) for the titanite m odel for di erent types of
orbital order given by Egs. [EI3). The coe cients in the

wavefinctions, [E13) vary between the isotropic state =
= = 1= 3 and the state with linear combinations of

jaip=;biand i orbitgls, w ith the coe cientsgivenby: = =

1= 3+ (1= 2 1= 3) and = (1 2 2)1=2 | p aram eters:
= 0:123.

expected, the exchange interactions are anisotropic for
small > 0 Fig.[[). The increasing occupancy of the
c orbitals with increasing results n a som ewhat en—
hanced exchange Interaction J,, near the isotropic state
(for < 0:5), while the interaction J. decreases alm ost
linearly&? At larger orbitalanisotropy the nteraction Jap
decreases as well. It is rem arkable that the AF Jntexﬁc—
tions becom e again isotropic close to =
which gives a large charge density n. / 05 in the goil
orbitals, but this feature is not generic and w i1l lkely be
modi ed by quantum e ects. Note also that the state
at = 0 In not a FM state, contrary to som e earlier
suggestions3

Finally we rem ark that the tem perature dependence
of the optical spectral weights can again be studied In
a sin ilar way as for LaM nO 3, by solving the soin-soin
correlation finctions at increasing tem perature using the
m ethod of Appendix Bl or S = 1=2 spins. Having no
experim ental data neither for LaT O3 nor or YT 3,
we shall lin i ourselves to m aking predictions conceming
the overall change of the spectral weights between low
tem perature T 0 where the spin-spin correlations are
m axin al, and room tem perature T Ty (rT Tc ),
w here the spin—spin correlations m ay be neglected. W e
take rigid classical wave finctions wih 00 [EI3) and
discuss 1rst AF states. Apart from the isotropic AF
phase [E27), called state A, we consider in Table[] also
som ewhat m odi ed orbital am plitudes, as proposed by
Ttoh et al.£8

= 0:690; = 0452;

= 0:565; (524)

called here state B . One nds that the exchange inter—
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actions J. and J,, are then rather anisotropic (see Table
[7), so we believe that this state can be experin entally
excluded on the basis of the neutron data &3

Due to the AF order in the ground state for the wave—
functions A and B, the lowest energy high-soin excita-
tions are suppressed at low tem perature, but we predict
that theirweight should Increase by about 50% above the
m agnetic transition (Tabk[l). An even stronger tem —
perature dependence is predicted for the low-spin part
of the spectra with its Intensity decreasing by a factor
2 when the m agnetic order is lost. Thus, the spectral
weight is shiffed from the high-energy to the low -energy
part ofthe optical spectrum w ith increasing tem perature,
and the total spectralw eight decreases, both featuresbe-
Ing typical of AF bonds. An experin ental con m ation
of this trend would also allow one to identify the en-
ergy splitting between the high-spin and low -spin parts
of the upper Hubbard band, and to determ ine the value
of Hund’s exchange Jy from experin ent. A lthough the
anisotropy in spectral weights found in the state [E24)
proposed by Ttoh et alf® m ight be too weak to be seen
experim entally, the predicted anisotropy in the exchange
Interactions is certainly detectable.

Tt is quite rem arkable that an isotropic FM ground
state of YT 3 can also be descrbed classically by the
00 state with four sublattices, but the phase factors in
the wavefiinctions have to be then selected di erently$:

1
jii = 19—3 (pit+ Ppi+ 3i);
. 1 .. C
Joi= 19—5( Bl i+ i);
. 1 .. D
Ja3i= p—g( i+ i i)

TABLE V: Exchange constants J , kinetic energies for
Hubbard subbands Kn( ' and total kinetic energies K ) @n
in unis of J) for two orbital ordered states suggested for
LaTJO3 state A [E2), and state B [E24) reported in Ref.

g, and for the OO state suggested for YT 103 in Ref. 81.

Param eter: = 0:123.

LaT 10 3 YTO 3
stateA [B27) stateB B24) stateF [E23)
=0T T =0T T =0T Tc

Je 0407 0428 0148

Jab 0.407 0351 -0.148
K, 0176 0264 0172 0258 1057 0.792
K, 0465 0232 0476 0238 0000 0.190
K 0118 0059 0124 0062 0000 0.00
K 0759 0555 0772 0558 1057 0.982
K,*® 0176 0264 0207 0311 1057 0.792
K, 0465 0232 0451 0226 0000 0.190
K*” 0118 0059 0107 0053 0000 0.00
K @ 0759 0555 0765 0590 1057 0.982




1
Jai= 19—5 (BRI Ppi ) (525)
W e call this state the orbial F state. Neglecting

again orbial (quantum ) uctuations, one nds hz-\;j) i=

B.’i= 0in this state, whike n; ' = 4. At nite
this Jeads indeed to an isotropic FM state w ith exchange

constants,

FM _ FM _
Je - Jab -

2
EJ nry; (526)

in lowest order / £2 so this type of 00 leads to a
m arkedly di erent exchange constant from that given by
Eq. [EId). Assuming again the sam e param eters as
above one nds F" 5 meV, which is som ewhat
higher than the experin ental valie J%° / 3 mev2®
However, n view ofthe sin plicity of the present consid—
erations this agreem ent can be regarded as satisfactory.
Consider now the spectralweights In the optical spec—
troscopy. One nds rather sinple expressions for the
(isotropic) optical spectralweights for the F state:

2 3
kK'' = 23 Z+s ; G27)
. 3 4

2 1
K. = ZJn = s ; 5 28)
2 3 4
Ki’ =0 (529)

T hus, the optical spectrum ofY T 10 5 would be quite dif-
ferent from that of LaT 05 (see Tabk[). For the FM

stateat T = 0 Wih s = %) only the high-spin spec—

tralweight K 1( ) = %J r, contrbutes, and for the present

param eters K 1( Yrog. T hus, future optical experin ents
on YT 3 combined with m agnetic experin ents could
help to determm ine the superexchange constant J. Fur-
them ore, Hrthe FM F orbialstate [E23) one ndsat
high tem perature a m oderate reduction ofthe low -energy
spectral w eight by 25% , and a corresponding increase
for the higher energy excitation n = 2 fhe third excita—
tion does not contrbute as long as the 00 rem ains the
sam e as in Egs. [E23)]. The energy di erence between
these excitations is 2Jy  F ig. [, so they m ight serve to
determ ine this param eter from the optical spectroscopy.

T he above results show once again that the m agnetic
Interactions and the optical spectralweights depend In a
crucialway on the underlying orbitalstate. O ncethe 0O
in F state [E28) hasbeen xed, the exchange constants
JEM [E28) were com plktely determ ined by the superex—
change J [220), and by Hund’s exchange param eter
For the optical spectral weights K Y BZDH{BEZT) one
needs In addition the spin-soin correlation function s .
M ost In portantly, a strong tem perature dependence of
the optical spectra llow s here from a classical orbital
picture, and this should be a crucial experin entaltest of
the validiy of the present approach.

23
VI. CUBIC VANADATES
A . Spin-orbital superexchange m odel

The last exam ple of spin-orbital physics we want to
give here are the cubic vanadates, in which the orbial
degrees of freedom originate from the tfzg con guration
of the V3' ions present in the ground state. Here our
goalw ill be to answer the question to what extent these
system s could be described by decoupling soin and or—
bital degrees of freedom and assum ing classical states
wih OO .The OO0 in the cubic vanadates is com plem en—
tary to the spin order | the C type AF phase is found
forG type 00, and the G type AF phase isaccom panied
by C-type 00 2! Here we shall consider in m ore detail
G type0 0, relevant orthe caseofLavO ;. W ew illshow
in particularthat the superexchange spin-orbitalm odeR®
allow s one to understand the m icroscopic reasonsbehind
the C-AF phase observed In LavO 3, and predicts that
J.j  Tp, as actually observed 22 The com parable size
of FM and AF exchange constants J. and J,p, respec—
tively, is unexpected when considering the G oodenough—
K anam oriA nderson rules;? which would suggest that
VJ.jisby a factor Jy =U sm aller.

In the case of the vanadates the superexchange
between the S = 1 sphs of V3 ions h a per
ovskie lattice results from virtual charge excitations
Gg)iBg)s § (By)ilGy);. These charge excitations in-
volve the Coulomb interactions in the d* con guration
ofaV?" ion, param etrized for a pair of tpy electrons, as
for the titanates, by the Intraorbital Coulomb elem ent
U, and by Hund’s exchange element Jy [see Eq. [EJ)
and Tablk @22 The excitation spectrum which leads to
the superexchange m odel inclides three states#® (i) a
high-spin state A, at energy U 3J , (i) two degen—
erate low -spin states °T; and ?E at energy U, and (i)
a’T, low-sphh state at energy U + 2Jy Fig. ). We
param etrize it by two coe cients: r; = 1=(1 3 ) and
r3 = 1=01+ 2 ). A general Ham iltonian was already
given in Ref. [16; here we shall analyze i assum ing that
the xy (i) orbitals are singly occupied at each V3* ion,
as concluded from experin ent®32? and from electronic
structure caloulations2® Therefore, the electron densi-
ties In the rem aining two orbitals satisfy at each site i
the local constraint,

niz + nygp = 1: ®6.1)

One ndsthen that the superexchangeHy (@) forabond
hiji along the c axis consists of

© _ Jd 1 .

H," = §r1(2+ Si S3) R I 62)
J

Ho = 0 Si8y)
7 zZ Z X X Yy v
5 i irsiYi 63
J

Y = 5@ Sisy)



1
i R S A (6.4)
and for a bond in the ab plane,
(ab) _ 1 1 Z Z
H, = —6Jr1 Sy Sj+2 2 i3 (6.5)
1
P = ST 1 Sisy
9 1, 1, 1,, 66
12 2%+ 23 3*+3°7 ’
1
H3(ab) = ng;; 1 S; Sj
5 1 1
7 3i it i 6.7)

w here the operators ~; describe orbital pseudosoins T =
1=2 de ned (Preach direction ) by the orbialdoublet
fyzi; kzig  f£Ri; big. At each site i there is precisely
one electron in these two orbitals, and both of them are
active along the c axis.

It has already been shown before?® that the quan-—
tum  uctuations play a decisive role in Lav O3, and the
cbserved?? anisotropy and tem perature dependence of
the high-spin excitations in optical spectroscopy is re—
produced when the theory inclides them . In the next
Sec. W 1Bl we w ill present now the lin itations of a sin —
pli ed approach which isw idely accepted? and assum es
that the 00 In Lav O 3 is quite rigid already at the m ag—
netic transition. Q uantum uctuations lead to in portant
corrections w hich go beyond this picture and m odify the
tem perature variation of the optical spectral weights, as
we discuss in Sec. FZICI.

B . Spin exchange constants and optical spectral
w eights for alternating orbital order

A fter decoupling of spin and orbital variables, the ef-
fective spin exchange constants J. and Ju, in Eq. 221))
can be obtained from Egs. [&2){ [E) by averaging over
orbital correlations, as derived in Ref. 120,

1 h
Je = EJ B (g X %)
1 i
gt ot 2 shi Ji; (6.8)
;b
Jap = ZJ 1 X 5
1 1
+ (1 X ) —+h? % : (69

4 i3

They are detem Ined by the orbital correlations, which
result not only from the superexchange Hy () but
also from the interactions w ith the lattice (from the JT

term ) 2% asdiscussed in detailin Sec.[LICl. Herewe shall
consider st classical states w ith altemating i and i
orbitals in the abplanes: G type O O when these orbitals
alemate also along the ¢ axis, and C type 00 for re-
peated either pi or Pi orbitals along the c axis. These
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classical states are frequently assum ed as a consequence
ofa strong JT tem and cbserved G dFeO 5 distortions2?
Such classicalorder would naturally follow from a strong
JT e ect, but it is still controversialwhether the JT n—
teraction is actually that strong in the vanadates. Fortu—
nately, there are already experin ental results which can
help to resolve this controversy, and w e address this issue
in m ore detail in Sec.[ICI.

First we consider the Im it of strong JT interaction
wih rigid 0O .Thisimpliesh~ i’ h 7 jzi= % along
each bond for G+type 00, so one nds from Egs. [E3)

and [E3) xed values of the exchange constants:
Jgs A = 59 i (6.10)
1
Jgo At = YRl @+ r3)l: 611)

TheFM interaction J 2¥ increases in lowest order Iin—
early with Hund’s exchange , and the above values of
the exchange constants give C -AF soin order.

W hether or not such a classical 00 is realized In the
ground state, can be nvestigated by analyzing the con—
sequences of the present theory for the distribution of
spectral weight In the optical spectroscopy. T he optical
spectralw eights follow by averaging the individualcontri-
butions to the superexchange, see Egs. [2213) and B219).
One nds PorG-type 00 the optical spectralweights:
| for polarization along the c axis,

© 1
K, = SJrl Scet+ 2 ; (612)
© 1
K" = 391 85 (613)
K = o; (6.14)
| for polarization in the ab plane,
(ab) 1
K, = ngl Sapt+ 2 ; (6.15)
R - 231 4 ; (6.16)
2 12 br
1
K = 291 s 6.17)

A s in allother cases, they depend on two m odelparam e
ters, J and , and on the spin-spin correlations fs.;S.,9
(the 00 isalready xed).

Agailn, as In the case ofLaM nO 3 (Sec. IV), the anal-
ysis of the optical spectra suggests that the e ective pa—
ram eters are som ew hat di erent from the atom ic values,
prin arily due to the screening of both Coulomb U and
Hund’s exchange Jy . W e use here the param eters de—
duced from the neutron experin ents?® and from the op-
tical spectra?? | one ndd% J= 40meV and = 0:3.
These values In ply that J. '/ 43 meV and J, ' 68
m eV, which lead to aM F estim ate ofthe transition tem -
perature T F 7 270K .This value has to be still reduced
by an em pirical factor’® (close to 68% fr S = 1) to



estin ate the e ect of themm al uctuations, so one nds
Ty 180 K In reasonable agreem ent w ith the experi-
m entalvalue of 140 K 27 W e note that the above values
ofthe exchange constants are in good agreem ent w ith the
neutron experin ents22

Tt is instructive to test this classical approach by ana—
Iyzing its predictions for the optical spectralweights. W e
evaluated the soin correlation functions for bonds in the
ab plane and along the c axis using the O guchim ethod,
and used an order param eter hS?1 at neighboring sites,
which acts on the considered bond by M F tem s and
vanishes at Ty = 0:4J, as explained in Ref. 120. The
correlation s. or FM bonds along the c axis can be ob-
tained analytically2? while s,p, orthe AF bonds was de-
term ined by a num ericalapproach described in A ppendix
Cl. A s expected, the spectral weight due to the high-
spin excitations dom inates for ¢ polarization. H owever,

when the OO0 is perfect, the anisotropy between K 1(°)

and K fab) at T = 0, being close to 8:1 Fig. ), is now

less pronounced than in the case of pint spin and orbital
dynam ics2% At Jow tem perature the low -spin excitations
dom inate the optical spectralweight for ab polarization.
One nds that the low-energy spectralweight along the

c axis K 1(°) decreases w ith increasing tem perature. Si-

m ultaneously, the low-energy spectral weight in the ab
planes K fab) Increases, and the anisotropy goes down to

5:2atT = 0857 (e, atT ' 300K for i = 140
K). It is quite rem arkable that the present classical ap—
proach gives qualitatively a very sim ilar distrlbution of
the spectral weights and their tem perature dependence
fortheFM and AF bondsin LavO 3 and in LaM nO 3 (cf.
Figs.[@ and[@).

A crucialtest of the present theory concems the tem —
perature dependence of the high-spin spectral weight
along the c axis K 1(C), which according to experin ent

decreases by about 50% between low tem perature and

TABLE VI: Exchange constants J and optical spectral
wejghtsKn( ) (@l in units of J) as obtained for: LavOs (C -
AF phasewih G+type00),and orYVO3 (G-AF phasewih
C+ype00) at T = 0 and above the m agnetic transition at

T = 085J ( 300K).Parameters: = 013 and Ty = 140
K.
Lavo 3 YVO 3
CAF phase G -AF phase
T ) 0 300 0 300
Je -0.107 0224
Jab 0171 0171
K 1.640 1181 0.0 0.0
K 00 0280 0586 0.494
K 0.0 0.0 0.465 0392
K 27 0219 0471 0249 0471
K 0.916 0532 0871 0532
K 27 0.436 0253 0415 0253
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FIG .12: K ineticenergy tem s (in unitsofJ) perbond B213),
as obtained for the C -AF phase ofthe cubic vanadates: high—
soin Kl( ) (solid lines) and low -spin KZ( ) (dashed lines) and
K 3( ) (long-dashed lines), for increasing tem perature T=J: @)
along the FM c axis ( = c¢); ) wihin the AF ab plne
( = ab). In part (@) the experim entalpoints from Ref. |91 for
the low -energy spectralweight were reproduced, after proper
rescaling to m atch the value of K 1( "at T ! 0. Param eters:

= 043.

T = 300K 22 In the present theory based upon frozen O O
this decrease am ounts only to about 27% [Fig. [@A@)],
and the m axin al possible reduction of K, reached in
thelmit of T ! 1 isby 33% . This result suggests that
the frozen OO scenario In Lav O 3 is excluded by exper—
In ent; further argum ents supporting this point of view
are given in Sec. fLICl. Note also that the actual values
ofK ¥, shown in Refs. 20 and[74, had to be reduced to
m atch the classical prediction at T = 0.

A second classical state w ith C +type O O, as proposed
orthe Iow tem perature G -AF phase of Y VO 322 givesan
AF exchange constant along the c axis,

1
g tT=I0 B (6.18)

w hile the value ofJ(,fbAF J's‘chesameasJacbAF ,seeEq.

6.11l), so in the present classical approach it does not



change when the 0 O changes from the G -type to C -ype.
In contrast, depending on the type 0of0 O, the exchange
constant along the ¢ axis can be either FM or AF, as
suggested by experin ent’® and con m ed by the data in
Tabk [Z3. The actual values estin ated with the same
param eters as for LavOj; are: J. = 90 and J,p, = 638
meV .Here one ndsthat & > J5 as In experin ent, but
the agreem ent w ith the experin entalvalies® J&*P = 311

and ISP = 26 m eV, ism uch poorer. Hence, we conclide

thatc;fantum e ectsbeyond the present classicalanalysis

such as orbital uctuationsi® orbital Pejerls e ect?822

and spin-orbit couplingA?® play here an in portant role

and have to be included in a quantitative theory.
Furthem ore, whilke the weights In the ab planes are

given by spin-spin correlations s.p, as in Egs. [EI9){

[EI7), for the spectral weights in the C +ype 00 one
nds along the c axis

K,” = 0; (6.19)
1

K, = Il s (620)
1

K3(C) = ZJr3 1 s : (621)

W e evaluated these spectralw eights (see Tabkl/ 1) orthe
standard valie of = 0:13 and for the spin-spin corre—
Jation function s, determ ined w ithin the O guchim ethod
for an AF bond along the ¢ axis @ ppendix [Cl), stabi-
lized by the above value of the AF interaction J., and
taking again Ty = 0:4J. Lk is along this axis w here the
theory predictsam arkedly di erent behavior ofthe spec—
tral weights from that found above for G type 00, see
Tabke V1. T spite of AF bonds in all three directions,
the spectral weight distribution is again anisotropic |
the welights are considerably higher for the ab planes due
to the broken cubic symm etry In orbital space. In ad—
dition, the spectral weights obtained in ab planes at low
tem perature di er between the two AF phases, as the
MF tem s are larger In G-AF phase and m ake this case
som ew hat closer to the classical lim it of s, = 1. Par
ticularly the prediction thatK ;' = 0, follow ing from the
classicalC -type O O, is easy to verify. In fact, the exper—
In entaldata are puzzling asone nds instead nie and
tem perature dependent spectral weight also for the low —
energy regin e .n the G AF phase of YV O 5 222° pointing
out once again that the present calculation with frozen
OO0 isoversinpli ed.

C. Com posite spin-orbitaldynam ics in Lav O 3

F inally, we dem onstrate that the scenario of strong JT
Interaction, quenching the orbial dynam ics, cannot ap—
pl toLavO 3. W edo so by investigating its consequences
forthe orbitaltransition tem perature T, and forthe tem —
perature dependence of the optical intensity K 1(c) of the
Iowest m ultiplet transition. Consider rst the transition
tem perature T, associated w ith the phase transtion into
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the state wih OO . W e have already seen In Secs. IIT
and IV that strong orbita Hattice coupling in a perovskie
structure would in fact necessarily decouple orbial and
soin degrees of freedom and lead to T, Ty , contra-
dicting the experin ent22

The JT ooupling between the JT -active local lat—
tice m odes Q ; and the pseudospin (orbital) variables 7
Wwhich refer to the active f£3i; ig orbials along the ¢
axis) m ay be w ritten as ollow s,

X 1X
Qif*’g

i i

Hyr =g QZ%; 622)

where Q ; is the appropriate linear com bination of coor-
dinates of the ligand ions next to site i. T he above local
coupling Induces local distortions and an associated en—
ergy gain of Egr = g?=8 (the JT energy) per site, and
m oreover generates a cooperative JT e ect in the follow —
Ing way. A s the oxygens are shared by tw o neighboring
vanadiim ions In the perovskite structure ofLav O 3, the
JT distortions Q ; at nearest-neighbor sites are not inde—
pendent from each other. Hence the electron densities
In pi=Pi orbials at two vanadiuim ions at sites i and
j in the ab plane (see lnset in Fig. [[3J) get coupld to
each other, basically because they depend on the actual
digplacem ent  of the shared oxygen ion. M ore specif-
ically, this digplacem ent generates Interactions between
the orbitals’?? and one nds, taking care of the orthog-
onality constraint on the Q ; variables,

Hap@)) = Jor {57 (623)
wih the interaction constant being given by Jjr =
2 Ejr = 7 ¢°. Here the coe cient  is determ ined by
the phonon spectrum , viz. by allbranches in which the
local coordinates Q ; participatef? and < 1 (see eg.
Refs. 102 and 158 for how to estinate  for the per-
ovskite lattice). The JT interaction [E23) re ects the
cooperative nature of the JT problem . Tt favors orbial
altermation and thus supports the superexchange orbial
interaction J_, #° and the orbitalm odel relevant for the
C-AF phase 0ofLav O 3 isthen

X 1 X
H =J. Moy FVa 5629
hijikc hijikab
with Vap = J,, + Jgr - The 1rst temm follow s from the

spin-orbitalm odel, and J, = Jry .

W hile the superexchange contribution to V,, is an all
(adopting the values of Ref. 126, J,,, ' 2 meV, ie,
J.p J. ' 33meV),one ndsthatyetV,, > J. ifone
assumes = 1,ie. ifonebasically identi estheJT inter—
action w ih the JT energy, and fiirther acospts the esti-
mate orkE jr 27m eV given in Refl26. Then the Isihg
term quenches the J_ driven orbitaldynam ics and leads
to a cooperative transition at T, which locks the orbitals
in allthree directions. H ow ever, one should be aw are that
the total energy decrease produced by the JT distortion
ofthe lattice, E ST , as obtained in an ab initio calculation
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FIG. 13: (Color online) O rbial transition tem perature T,
for ncreasing JT Interaction Jyr in: orbitalonly m odel Eq.
[627)), dashed line], and spin-orbitalm odel Eqgs. [EZ24) and
[E28), solid line], com pared with the N eel tem perature Ty

(dashed-dotted line). Both T, and Ty in unis of J.. The
inset show s intersite orbital correlations due to JT distortions
in LavOs.

such as in Ref. 26, actually equalsEJ, = Eyr + ES;,
ie. i com prises both the local energy gain E jr, which
does not contribute to the ordering %! aswellas the JT

orderingenergy E 5. = z;pJsr=8= Egr . TheJT contri-
bution to V., isthereforegiven by Jsr = 2 EJ. =1+ ),
and sihce  is usually appreciably sm aller than 1 one
should expect that J;r isde nitely smaller than EJ, , so
that i ism ore likely that actually Vo, < J, -

To galn m ore Insight in the role of the JT interaction
we perform ed exact diagonalization of eight-site chains
along the caxis, combined wih aM F treatm ent ofthe or-
bital interactions in the abplane, to determ ine the orbital
transition tem perature T,. A s expected, it scales w ih
Jgr In the regim e of Jarge JT interaction Jyr > 0:1J,
but still J;r < 2J,) as shown in Fig. [[3, aswas also
found in Ref. 126. H owever, we were surprised to see that
M otom e et al?® have discarded this result considering
it to be \an artefact ofthe M F treatm ent", and argued
that the coupling betw een neighboring sites isdeterm ined
solely by J. . The Jatter applies only in the lin it of ex—
trem ely anisotropic coupling, Vap J. ,which isnot rel-
evant here. Tn fact, it is a classical resul2t? that the JT
coupling of Eq. [E27) also induces intersite interactions
betw een the orbitalsas in Eq. [E23) which m ay actually
dom inate over the superexchange term and determ ine T,
In the lin it of large g. As T, is 20-80% above Ty In
otherRVO3; R= Ce,Pr,Nd, Y, etc.) compounds;2 it is
not plausble that forR=La i is determ ined by superex—
change alone. Therefore we argue that as the ab plane
correlations are of Ising-type, the M F result should be In
fact a reasonable estin ate for T,. Thus, the proxim iy
of the orbital and the m agnetic transitions in LavoO 3 /22
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K, 13

T+l
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FIG .14: (Color online) Tem perature dependence of: (a) op—
tical spectralw eight of the high-spin transition, K ', in units
ofJ (J istheprincipalenergy scale ofthe spin-orbitalm odel),
and (o) orbital correlations hr;  ir11 along the c axis (ot-
tom ), as obtained for | the spin-orbitalm odelEqgs. EZ29),
as given In Ref. 16, wih snall J;jr = 02J. (solid lines),
and | the orbitalmodelEq. [B2A) with Jyr = 16J., as
analyzed in Ref. 26 (dashed lines).

To Ty (¢ 04J), mplies that the JT interaction is
anall, Iyt 0:1J , and the JT splitting of the xz=yz—
doublt is actually an aller than the superexchange en—
ergy scale itself, IJT = ZapJdgr =2 = 2JJT O:ZJ(; .
Furthem ore, as the spin and orbialexchange interac—
tions are nterrelated ;222 spin disorder should reduce the
e ective orbital exchange J, . Indeed, we have veri ed
that this ©llow s from the fi1ll spin-orbital superexchange
m odek® which contains an extra tem ,
I3 1
Si Sj 1 1 b ~i j’+ — H
I 4
hijikc
(625)
describing the coupling of soins and orbitals along the
c axis. However, T, obtained from the com plete spin-
orbitalm odel,

Hy @)’ H +Hg ; (626)
has about the sam e value as that found from H alne
(see Fig. [[3), and the estinate ,; ' 02J, remains
valid.

M oreover, one nds that for large & €g9., Jjr =
2E§T = 54mev, ie. or = 1 and EgT = 27mev ’
0837, , ollow ing Ref. 126) the tem perature dependence of

the optical intensity K ;' derived from H isweak below
300 K Fig. [@), so adding orbital correlations in this
range of param eters to the spin correlations of Sec. V1Bl
cannot in prove the agreem ent w ith experim ent. Hence,

this analysis clearly show s that: (i) a substantial vari-



ation of K ;” below 300K ( J, see Fig.[[d) observed

In Ref.|29 is obtained only for small Jyr; (i) whilke nei-
ther soin correlations for frozen O O , nor orbital correla—
tions that ollow from H alone would su ceg, only the
fll spin-orbitalm odel [E2A) that includes coupled spin—
orbial uctuationsisableto explain a largeenhancem ent

of K 1(C) at low temperature. This was indeed dem on—
strated in Ref. 120, where spin and orbital correlations

were treated selfoconsistently, and only then the strong

tem perature dependence ofK 1(C) could be successfully re—
produced by the theory.

Sum m arizing, on com paring the resuls ofF igs.[[3 and
[@w ith the experin entaldata,22 one hasto conclude that
the proxin ty of T, and Ty In LavO 3 in plies that Jgr
is in fact much sm aller than the total energy associated
with the cooperative JT distortion EJ. / 27 meV es-
tin ated in Ref. 126. The enhanced optical conductivity
along the ¢ axi?® also suggests that the local splitting

gr is sm aller than the dynam ical orbital exchange J_,
thus supporting the scenario of uctuating orbiald® i
LavO 3. Therefore, the assum ption of rigid 0O, which
was so successfiil for LaM nO 3, fails for Lav O 3 and the
full quantum spin-orbitalm any-body problem has to be

treated explicitly2°

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

Them ain purpose ofthispaperw asto m ake the exper—
In ental consequences of the superexchange spin-orbial
m odels for correlated transition m etal oxidesw ith orbial
degeneracy m ore transparent. W e form ulated a general
approach to the spectralweights in optical spectroscopy
and illustrated it on severalexam plesw ith di erent m ul-
tiplet structure. W hilk a general feature of all the su—
perexchange soin-orbital m odels is a tendency towards
enhanced quantum  uctuationsy?2 we gave reasonswhy
In m any situations such uctuations are quenched. O ne
then arrives at m uch sin pler reduced m odels, w here cer-
tain states wih OO allow for a good insight into the
m echanian s resgponsble forthem agnetic nteractionsand
for the optical spectralweights. The comm on feature of
all these cases is that the know ledge of only a few ef-
fective param eters, the superexchange energy J, Hund'’s
exchange and the chargetransfer param eter R, is suf-

cient to work out the quantitative predictions of the
theory for a given type of orbital ordered state. In som e
of these cases the theoretical m odels sim plify so much
that it is even possble to perform calculationsw ith the
help of a pocket calculator.

T he cases of copper uoride K CuFz and the m angan—
e LaM nO3 tumed out to be sinpler, and could be
understood wih frozen OO0 and quenched orbital dy—
nam ics below the structural transitions which occur at
much higher tem peratures than the N eel tem perature,
Ts Ty . However, we have also seen that particularly
n tpy systam s, in the cubic titanates and vanadates, the
orbial dynam ics m ay not be quenched. Therefore, In
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som e cases only the f1ll quantum m any-body problem
gives proper answ ers for the experin ental situation.

W e cam e to these conclusions by analyzing in detail
the consequences of decoupling of the spin and oroial
degrees in states wih rigid OO0 and by com paring the
predictions of the theory wih the experim ental data,
w herever available. In the undoped m anganite LaM nO 3
we could provide a consistent explanation of the m ag—
netic and optical experim ental data by deducing the val-
ues of the above e ective param eters £J; ;R g, and next
show ing that both the m agnetic exchange constants J,y,
and J., and the anisotropy and the tem perature depen-—
dence of the low -energy optical spectral weights can be
reproduced by the theory in a satisfactory way. In the
case of the copper uoride K CuFs opticaldata were not
available, but the constraints in the theory given by the
exchange constants are so strong that we could conclude
that the Insulating state in this com pound has charge—
transfer character. It rem ains to be veri ed by future
experin ents to what extent the predictions m ade here
conceming the optical spectralw eights and based on the
classicalpicturew ith ordered e4 orbitalsapply toKCuF's3.

Also forLaT 03 and YT 10 3 we Investigated the classi-
calstatesw ith O O given by certain wavefiinctionswhich
guarantee that the observed isotropic AF or FM states
are realized. A s in all other cases, the theory predicts In
such states a rather pronounced tem perature dependence
and spectral weight transfers in the optical spectra near
the m agnetic transition. Future experim ents w ill have
to establish whether and to what extent such a scenario
relaying on rigid OO0 ocould be valid. However, already
w ithout these data we could dem onstrate, by looking at
the exchange constants, that there are certain indications
that orbial uctuations play a rok and thus the quan—
tum physics m ight dom inate here over the them al uc—
tuations of the soins alone.

The case of the cubic vanadate LavO ; really shows

TABLE V II: Valuesofthe e ective param eters of spin-orbital
m odels: superexchange J (in m €V ), Hund’s param eter , the
CT param eter R, and the m icroscopic param eters consistent
w ith these e ective param eters: intraoroital Coulomb inter—
action U, Hund’s exchange Jy , and the energy of the lowest
CT excitation (@llin eV ), deduced from the present anal-

ysis of the m agnetic and optical properties of representative
transition m etal com pounds w ith perovskite structure. The
values of Jy and U in case of LavVO 3 and LaM nO 3 were ob—
tained from the optical spectra, while the ones for KCuF; are
the sam e as In Ref. [55.

Lavo s LaM nO 3 KCuFs
param eters orbitals tog ey e
e ective J 40 150 33
013 018 012
R <04 0.6 12
m icroscopic U 38 38 75
Ju 050 0.67 0.90
> 50 35 4.0




that one m ay encounter the full com plexity of the soin—
orbital superexchangem odelw hen the spins and orbitals

uctuate coherently, and these uctuations are essential
to get a m eaningfiil quantitative description of the opti-
caldata. This case In particular dem onstrates the in -
portance of combining the m agnetic and optical data.
W hereasthe classicalanalysisofthe spin  uctuations for
frozen orbitals seem s to su ce to explain the exchange
constants in LaVv O 3, by looking at the optics one realizes
that the picture of frozen 00 induced by large JT cou—
pling is here m isleading, and the com plete spin-orbial
dynam ics has to be considered instead.

Before concluding this paper, we summ arize in Table
L Tthee ectiveparam etersofthe spi-orbitalm odelsi?s
and the possble values of the m icroscopic param eters |
the Coulomb interaction U, Hund’s exchange Jy , and
the charge transfer energy , that are consistent w ith
these e ective param eters. The values of the superex—
change constant are 33 < J < 40me&V for KCuF3 and
LavO0 3, while for LaM nO 3 the value of this param eter
is much higher, J 140 meV . This di erence re ects
a rather high value of the e ective hopping param eter t
In the undoped m anganie. By considering the optical
data of LavO 3 and LaM nO 3 we cam e to the conclusion
that Hund’s exchange Jy s som ew hat reduced from the
respective atom ic values,®? and we give already these re—
duced param eters in Tabl[ T, accom panied by the cor-
resoonding values ofU .

Sum m arizing, we have illustrated a com m on approach
to the optical and the m agnetic data in M ott insula—
tors w ih orbital degeneracy, which provides the basis
for a better theoretical understanding of the experin en—
tal constraints on the underlying phenom ena and on the
m odel param eters. It is a unigue feature of these sys—
tem s that the superexchange interactions, and the soin,
orbital, and com posite spin-and-orbital correlations in—
duced by them , are responsble for the distribution of
spectral weight in the optical excitations. W e hope that
extending the present analysis of the high-energy excita—
tions in the upper Hubbard band by an analysis of the
Jow -energy excitations that occur in doped system s, w i1l
allow to develop a quantitative theoretical approach de-
signed to describe the optical spectra ofdoped transition
m etal Insulators.
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APPENDIX A: EFFECTIVE M ODEL FOR

LaM nO 3

Here we present an analysis of the m agnetic and op—
tical data wihin an e ective d d m odel for LaM nG;,
given by the Hy @*) tem alone, ie. assum ing R = 0
in Eq. EI0). Unlke in KCuF3, the altemating 00 i
LaM nO 3 refers to the orbitals occupied by ekctrons, and
is characterized by a shgk angle i Egs. BID). We
perform ed an analysis ofthe exchange constants J. [£23)
and J,p, [E27) as finctions of the e ective param eters J
and . A lthough these param eterscannotbe uniquely de—
term ined, wehaveveri ed thatonly a narrow range ofthe
orbial angle 90 100 gives reasonable agreem ent
w ith experin ent. Here we present the resuls obtained
with J= 170me&V and = 0:6.

B oth exchange constantsexhibit a rather strong depen—
dence on the orbitalangle Fig.[[3). In contrast to the
case ofKCuF'3, the e ective m odel param eters obtained
at R = 0 su ces to explain even aln ost quantitatively
the observed exchange constants in LaM nO3. This re—
sul is also consistentt?? w ith the earlier analysis of R ef.
13. Due to the strong dependence of the exchange con—
stants J,, and J. on the angle , one can exclide the 0O
of alternating directional 3x®> #)=Qy? ?) orbitals,
ocbtaned with = 120 = Egs. 0.

W hile it is frequently assum ed that the tpy superex-—
change [420) is large, the present analysis show s that
a oonsistent description of the m agnetic properties re—
quires nstead a rather m oderate valie of J. in LaM nO 3.
For the present param etersone nds & = 1:70 mev 222
and J. Increases by 35% when the CT tem s are in—
cluded (see Sec.[IZCl) . A though itm ight be argued that
Jr  2méeV istoo large as the experim ental value of Ty
in CaM nO 5 isonly 110 K A28 one dealshere de facto w ith
di erent valuesofthe U, J and param eters, nam ely
with those or M n?* ions instead of the ones for M n®*
ions, which apply in the interm ediate excited states con—
tributing to the superexchange In CaM nO 3. Yet the dif-
ferences In these param eter values cannot be large from
the very nature of their physical origin, and so Jy for
LaM nO 3 cannot di er by m ore than a factor of 2 from
the value ofthe thg—induced superexchange in C aM noO 3 &3
Thissupportsour ndingthata smallratio & 4 10°t
corresponds to realistic param eter valies for LaM nO 5.

N ext we consider the tem perature dependence of the
soin-spin correlations and the optical spectral weights
I9). As in the full model discussed i Sec. [ D],
onem ay assum e frozen OO in the relevant tem perature
range below room tem perature, and derive the tem per-
ature dependence of the optical spectral weights from
that of the intersite spin-spin correlations [ZI2), with
the latter determ ined in a clusterm ethod asexplained in
Appendix [Bl. Ushg the exchange interactions cbtained
w ith the present parameters at = 94 (Fig. [[3), one

nds the em pirical estin atd® Ty ’ 146 K, which rea—
sonably agrees w ith the experin ental value T;F = 136
K &2 TheAF bonds feelstaggered M F tem s forT < Ty,
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FIG. 15: (Colr online) Superexchange interactions Ib

[22) and J. [E23) as functions of the orbital angle  (solid

lines), obtained within the e ective superexchange m odel

Hy (d4) R = 0). Experin ental valies®? of Jp and J. for

LaM nO ; (indicated by circle and diam ond) are nearly repro-—

duced forthe OO wih = 94 .Parameters: J = 170mev,
= 0:e6.

so the spin-spin correlations s. had to be determ ined by
a num erical solition, as explained in A ppendix El. Both
correlation finctions change fast close to Ty , ' ecting
the team perature dependence of the Brillouin function,
and remain niteat T T Fig.M8@)].

Thee ectivem odelalso allow sone to discuss the qual-
Tative features of the spectral weight distribbution in the
optical spectra. T he theory predicts that only high-spin
opticalexcitationsareallowed at T = 0 fortheFM bonds
In the ab plknes, and one nds for this polarization a
large kinetic energy K *” Fig.[A@)]. In contrast, the
optical excitations for the AF bonds along the c axis are
predom nantly of ow-spin character, and thus the ki-
netic energy K 1(C) is rather an all, resulting in a large
anisotropy K fab) :K 1(C) 10 :1 ofthe low -energy optical
intensities con m ed by experin ent?® W hen the tem —
perature ncreases and the spin-spin correlationsw eaken,
this anisotropy is reduced, but rem ains pronounced also
at T > Ty and stillexceeds 2 :1 at T = 300 K due to
the persistihg 0 O .A s shown elsew here,/? also a quantita—
tive analysis of the present e ective m odelgives a rather
satisfactory agreem ent w ith the opticaldata?® in the en—
tire tem perature range. In contrast, the total optical
Intensities have a m uch weaker tem perature dependence
and anisotropy Fig.[[A@)]. Thus, the m ain fatures on
the experim entally observed intensity distrdbution and its
tem perature variation in the optical spectra?® arewellre-
produced already by the present e ective m odel.

F inally, w e verify w hetherthe used param etersJ = 170
meV and = 0:16 could be derived from them icroscopic
param eters of the CT model. The value of Jy = 0:90

30

N &
o o
]
)
/
[}
[
/
~
Q
(o
S BT |

I

o
o

<Sisj>y , <S*>

= 010 | _

= = ——— §
e L - - - T T T . o
) [ >C :
= 005 F -
— o p
X L J
F (b) 1
0.00 P ET A I AT AT AT AT N BP AT R R S U N AN AU U N N A N A A

0 100 200 300

T (K)

FIG .16: (Coloronline) Tem perature dependence of: (a) spin-—
sein correlationshS; Syi for = aj;c, and the order param e—
terhS?i (dashed line); (b) kinetic energiesK | ' for the high—
spin excitations, standing for the optical intensities PL1H) at
low energy along = aj;c axes (solid lines), and totalkinetic
energies K 0 (ong-dashed lines), as obtained for LaM nO 3
w ithin the e ective superexchange m odelH y @) prthe0 0
given by an angle ’ 94 . Param eters as in Fig.[[3.

eV ollow s from the spectroscopic values ofthe B and C
Racah parameters,®® so = 0:16 mpliesU ’ 5:6 V.
K now ing the value of J, this leads to an estim ated e ec—
tived dhopphgelementt’ 049 eV .Indeed, one nds
that these m icroscopic param eters are in the expected
range. The e ective Coulomb interaction was estin ated
wihin thee ectived dmodel forLaM nG; asU 55
eV from spectroscopicdata,t2 so the agreem ent is close to
perfect. Furthem ore, taking the usually accepted values
oftyg = 15eV and = 50 eV, ollowing Refs. 164 and
43, one nds a very plausble value of the e ective hop—
pihg param eter t = t;d= = 045 eV, again quite close
to the value derived above. Note that the experin en—
tal m agnetic interactions in doped bilayer m anganites
were explained with a sin iflar value oft= 048 eV xed
by experin ent2%? T his favorable com parison em phasizes
once again ourm ain conclusion that the relevant m odel
param eters can be derived by com bining the results of
m agnetic and optical experim ents, w henever available.



APPENDIX B: SPINSPIN CORRELATIONS IN
LaM nO 3

Here we descrbe brie y a sinpl method which we
used to detem ine the spin-goin correlation functions s,y
and s, for a pair of interacting spins S = 2 at nearest
neighborM n onsin LaM nO 3. The spin-soin correlations
w ere obtained by perform ing a statisticalaverage overthe
exact eigenstates fora single FM orAF) bond, found in
the presence ofM F termm s acting at each soin ofthe bond
and originating from its neighboring spins. This, in fact,
is the sim plest cluster M F theory, known in the theory
of m agnetism as the O guchim ethod/2 As long as the
MF tem svanish (@t T > Ty ), one nds for the various
eigenstates w th degeneracy (@Siot + 1), labeled by the
totalspin Sior = 0;1; 74,

) 1
BStet Bi SyProrl= Estot (Stor + 1) 6: ®B1)

D epending on S, the scalar product hS¢ot B3 S5 PBrocd
varies between 6 and 4.

Consider wstaFM bond hijiin the abplane, w ith the
Ham iltonian given by,

(ab) _

H 5 FEuBi S5 hp 67+ S5); B2)
where for the A-AF phase w ith uniform order param eter
in the ab plane hS?i = hSfi the dentical M F acting at
both spins is

hap = BFapjt+ 2Jc)HS“i: B3)

At T > Ty the elgenenergies ofH;jab) ollow from Eq.
BI). ForT < Ty the order param eter hS?i could in
principle be determ ined selfconsistently in the present
cluster approach. However, to gain a qualitative insight
Into the tem perature dependence of 55, it su ces to use
a selfconsistent solution ofthe M F equation,

2S5+ 1 2S+ 1T
rs%i = o T hs?;
2 2 2T
1 1Ty .,
2 2or S ®d

Asthe MF valie kg T ¥ = 4QF.pj+ Jo) is overesti-
m ated, it is approprate to use in Eq. [B4) the valie
of Ty after an em pirical reduction,”2 leadig to Ty
0:705T}'F . One ndsan analytic solution for gp:

4z, 3z 5z 6%

B5)

Sab = ;
Z4+ Z3+ Z2+ Z1+ Zy

where the temm s z; refer to the subspaces of total spin
Stotr

14+ 2coshx + 2cosh2x + 2 cosh 3x
2 cosh 4x;
1+ 2coshx+ 2cosh2x + 2 cosh 3x)

Z4

+

B 6)
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exp( 4 Hp)i; ®7)

Zy, = (4 2coshx+ 2cosh2x)exp( 7 iLp); B8)

z1 = (+ 2coshx)exp( 9 IpI; ®B9)

zp = exp( 10 iLp); B10)
wih x = hy, and = 1=kg T . Note that the tem

/ z3 is absent in the num erator of Eq. [B3), because
ISt = 3Bi SijPor = 3i= 0 [seeEq. E].

Foran AF bond hiji along the c axis the H am iltonian
is given by

() z Z
Hy' =J38: S5 h@Ef ) ®11)
where them olecular eld
he = (4jjabj+ Jc)bs i B12)

altemates between the sites i and j, so hS{i =

h‘Sj?i = hS?i. Unlke for the FM bond, the eld
h. ocouples now states which belong to di erent val-
ues of S (ut to the same value of SZ.). The
staggered M F plays no roke for SZ, = 4, whike for
SZi < 4 the eigenstates have been found by di-
agonalizing the m atrices, wih diagonal elem ents fol-

owing from Eq. [Bl), and o diagonal ones / h.:

| orsi.=3,
|
4Jc. ke
R0 i B13)
| Brsz. =2,
0 aq_— 1
5 43, 2 2he 0
B d-— q—
E 2 2h 0 4 Theg i ®14)
@ q_ A
0 4 Ln. 3%
| prsi.=1,
0 q— 1
43, 2 h, 0 0
B a— e
B L he 0 8% h, o G«
B 7 70 G
B qa— § i B15)
B 0 #S he 3% Z he ¢
q —
0 0 2 he 5%
| Brsiz.=0,
0 . 1
43¢ #-he 0 0 0
E 4 12 8
s h, < h, 0 0
E 7 35 8
B 12 5 7
E 0 P he 3% 2 the 0 .
B q— p_
E o 0 2 Inc 5% 2 2hc
@ jo A
0 0 0 2 2h; 6%
B16)



In thisway a com plete set of eigenstates fhig with en—
ergies fE g forn = 1;2;
the spin—spin correlation function s. was found using a
standard form ula

1 X

mF; Syhiexp( Eq)j B17)

n

P
L &p(  Ey) isthe partition function.

APPENDIX C:SPIN-SPIN CORRELATIONS IN
LaVO3 AND IN YVO3

T he short—range soin-spin correlationss for the cubic
vanadates were determ ined using the O guchim ethod’2
for a bond of interacting S = 1 soins. As in the case
of LaM nO 5 (see Appendix [Bl), we solve exactly a shgle
FM @F) bond hiji with interaction J. Jap), and the
MF tem s/ hS*iorighating from neighboring spins and
acting on each spin ofthe bond. In the present case the
scalar product is given by

Wit i SyProrli= %Stot Stoc + 1) 2: c1

For a FM bond, now along the c axis, one nds an
analytic solution2? This problem is analogous to that
given by Eq. [BJ). Usihg the M F approxin ation, the
orderparam eterhS ?iwasdeterm ined from Eq. [B4) with
S=1,and Ty F = 4QJap+ Pe)=3 wasreduced to Ty '
0684T} ¥ as appropriate or S = 1 spins® The nal
result for s, reads

Z & 2%

i c2)
Zo + Z1 + 29

Sc =

w here the temm s z; origihate from di erent subspaces of
tOtaqujl’l St0t= 2;1;0,

z, = 1+ 2coshx + 2cosh2x; C3)
z7 = (L+ 2coshx)exp( 2 FLI; C4)
zo = exp( 3 3LJ: C5)
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Here

;25 was determ ined. F inally,

he= (@Jap + j]'cj)hSZj_; o)

x= hcand = 1=ksT;comparewih Eq. [B1J).
Foran AF bond hiji in the ab plane the M F H am ilto-

nian is given by

(@b

H 5

"= J.S: S5 hw®l S c7)
In analogy to an AF bond in LaM nO 3 (see A ppendixEl),
the correlation function s, can be found num erically by
considering the subspaces of SZ .. Them olecular eld,

hap = BJap + Zﬂcjm Zi; C8)
does not contrbute to the highest eigenenergies Eg;9 =
Jap In the subspace of SZ, = 2 f. with Eq. BJ)], whik
the rem aining eigenstates had to be found by diagonal-
izing the m atrices corresponding to other values of SZ., :
| for Stfot = 1'

Jab hip
; C9)
hy b
| drsz =0,
0 1
Jab p% hab 0
: -
B #% ha SA% 2 % hap €10)
d q_
0 2 2hy 2%

By soling the above eigenproblem s, we determm ined a
com plete set of eigenstates fhig, wih energies E,, la-
beled by n = 1;2;
lation function s, for two interactings S = 1 soins on
an AF bond follow s in the present case from an equation
sin ilar to Eq. [BIA), with the relevant m atrix elem ents

mF: S;hinow given by Eq. ).
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