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A bstract. In recent decades, novelm agnetisn of d—and f-electron com pounds has
been discussed very intensively both in experin ental and theoretical research elds of
condensed m atter physics. It has been recognized that those m aterial groups are in
the sam e category of strongly correlated electron system s, w hile the low -energy physics
of d- and f-electron com pounds has been separately investigated rather in di erent
m anners. One of common features of both d- and f-electron system s is certainly
the existence of active orbital degree of freedom , but in f-electron m aterials, due to
the strong spin-orbit Interaction in rareearth and actinide ions, the physics seem s
to be quite di erent from that of delectron system s. In general, when the num ber
of Intemal degrees of freedom and relevant Interactions is increased, it is possble to
obtain rich phase diagram incliding large varieties ofm agnetic phasesby using several
kinds of theoretical techniques. However, we should not be sim ply satis ed w ith the
reproduction of rich phase diagram . It is believed that m ore essential point is to seek
for a sim ple principle penetrating com plicated phenom ena in comm on w ith d—and f£-
electron m aterials, which opensthe doorto a new stage in orbitalphysics. In this sense,
it is considered to be an in portant task of this article to explain comm on features of
m agnetian In d- and f-electron system s from a m icroscopic view point, using a key
conosgpt of orbital ordering, in addition to the review of the com plex phase diagram
of each m aterial group. A s a typical d-electron com plex m aterial exhibiting orbial
order, rstwe focuson perovskie m anganites, in which rem arkable colossalm agneto—
resistance e ect hasbeen Intensively studied. T he m anganites provide us a good stage
to understand that a simple m echanisn works for the form ation of com plex spin,
charge, and orbialordering. W e also explain intriguing striped charge ordering on the
orbitaltordered background in nickelates and the e ect of orbial ordering to resolve
spin frustration in geom etrically frustrated e; electron system s. Note that orbial
ordering phenom ena are also ound iIn tpy electron systems. Here we review recent
advances in the understanding of orbital ordering phenom enon in Ca;Ru0 4. Next
w e discuss another spin-charge-orbital com plex system such as f-electron com pound.
A fter the detailed explanation of the construction ofm icroscopic m odels on the basis
of a j—j coupling schem e, we Introduce a d-electron-lke scenario to understand novel
magnetiam in som e actinide com pounds w ith the HoC oG as-type tetragonal crystal
structure. F inally, we show that com plicated m ultipole order can be understood from
the spin-orbialm odel on the basis of the j—j coupling schem e. As a typicalm aterial
w ith m ultipole order, we pick up NpO, which has been believed to exhdbit peculiar
octupole order. T hroughout this review , it is em phasized that the sam e orbitalphysics
worksboth in d—and f-electron com plex m aterials In spite ofthe di erence between d
and f orbitals.
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1. Introduction

Tt has been widely recognized that orbital degree of freedom plays a key rolke iIn
understanding of novel m agnetism cbserved in transition m etal oxides [, 2, 3, 4]. A
typicalm aterial of such spin-charge-orbital com plx is the m anganese oxide, exhibiting
rem arkable colossalm agneto-resistance (CM R ) phenom ena [5]. In the recent decade, the
study ofm anganites haslbeen one ofthem ost in portant areas of research In condens=d
m atter physics. In one word, the CM R e ect is considered to occurwhen them anganite
ground-state changes from nsulating to ferrom agnetic M ) metallic, after a anall
m agnetic eld is applied. Based on the concept of two-phase com petition, the CM R
behavior has been successfilly qualitatively reproduced in com putational sim ulations,
for instance, em ploying resistornetwork m odels [§]. In the two phases, the appearance
of the FM m etallic phase in m anganites has been usually rationalized by the socalled
double-exchange D E) mechanism 1], based on a strong Hund’s rule coupling between
m obile e; electrons and localized t,y spins. On the other hand, the nsulating phase In
m anganites is basically understood by the coupling betw een degenerate e, electrons and
Jahn-Teller (JT ) distortions ofthe M nO ¢ octahedra {3,'4], leading to the various types
of charge and/or orbital orders cbserved experim entally.

T he rich phase diagram ofm anganites has been revealed due to com petition and
Interplay am ong soin, charge, and orbital degrees of freedom , but a recent trend is
to unveil further new phases both from experin ental and theoretical investigations.
A typical exam plk can be found In the undoped perovskite m anganie, RM nO 3 w ith
rare earth ion R, which is the m other com pound of CM R m anganies. For R=La,
it has been understood clearly that the A -type antiferrom agnetic A F) phase appears
B,9]w ith the C+ype ordering of 3x* ?¥)-and Q@y? ¥)-orbitals [I(]. Here \A type"
denotes a layered antiferro structure with ferro-order in the ab plane and antiferro—
order along the ¢ axis, while \C-type" indicates a chain-type antiferro structure w ith
antiferro-order In the ab plane and ferro-order along the ¢ axis B]. See Fig.§ (@) for
each structure. T heoretically, the A -type ordering has been explained by using ssveral
kinds of techniques {13, 12, 13, 14,18, 16,17, 18,19, 20, 21,22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 271. By
substituting La by alkaline earth ions such asSrand C a, holks are e ectively doped into
e;—electron band and due to the DE m echanisn, the FM m etallic phase appears w ith
its conocom itant CM R e ect. M ost of the discussion in m anganites has centered on the
m any phases induced by doping w ith holes the A ype AF state, at di erent values of
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theirbandw idths. In this fram ew ork, it is in plicitly assum ed that the undoped m aterial
isalways in the A type AF state.

However, recently, a new AF phase has been reported as the ground state in the
undoped lim it for R=Ho P8, 29]. This phase is called the \E-ype" spin structure
ollow Ing the standard notation in this context §B]. See Fig. () for the E-type soin
structure. It is surprising that a new phase can be still ound even in the undoped
m aterial, previously considered to be well understood. In addition, the nature of the
states cbtained by lightly doping this E phase is totally unknown, and new phenom ena
m ay be unveiled experim entally In the near future. This is believed to open an exciting
new branch of investigations in m anganites 30, 31], sihce novel phases appear to be
hidden In the vast param eter space of these com pounds. A clkar exam plk has been
recently provided by the prediction ofaFM charge-ordered (CO ) phaseatx=1/2 32,33],
which m ay have been found experin entally 34, 35]. T hese facts ndicate the in portance
of both experim ental and theoretical e orts to unveil new phases In m anganies, in
addition to the explanation of the com plex phases already ocbserved. Such e orts have
also been made to nd new phases In other transition metal oxides, for mnstance,
ruthenates and nickelates, as we will see Jater In this articke. Conceming RM nO s
w ith hexagonal structure, quite recently, \m ultiferroics" has been another keyword to
understand exoticm agnetic phenom ena em erging from them ultiphase com petition 3§].
W e believe that it is useful to review the nature of soin, charge, and orbital ordered
phases of m anganites and other transition m etal oxides from a uni ed viewpoint, even
though it is true that m ore work rem ains to be done to fully understand transition
m etal oxides, In particular, unusualm agneto-transport properties of m anganese oxides
and appearance of unconventional superconductivity.

A trend to seek fornew m agnetic as well as superconducting phases has been also
found in the f-electron system , which is another type of spin-charge-orbital com plex
B7, 38]. Among so many kinds of f-elctron m aterials, in recent years, f-elctron
com pounds w ith H oC oG as-type tetragonal crystal structure, frequently referred to as
\115", have been Intensively investigated both in experin ental and theoretical research

elds of condensed m atter physics. Sudch vigorous activities are certainly m otivated
by \high" tem perature superconductivity cbserved in some 115 com pounds. F irst,
unconventional superconductivity hasbeen found in Cedbased 115 com pounds, C €T Insg
(I=Rh, Ir, and Co). A surprising point is that CeColhs exhibits the superconducting
transition tem perature T.=23K 9], which was the highest am ong yet observed for
heavy ferm ion m aterials at ambient pressure when it was discovered. On the other
hand, Celrlns shows T.= 04K K(O]which ismuch Jess than that ofCeCoIns. Note that
CeRhIns is antiferrom agnet with a Neel tem perature Ty=3.8K at ambient pressure,
while under high pressure, it becom es superconducting w ith T.=21K K11.

A fter the discovery of superconductivity in Ce-115, the rapid expansion of the
ressarch frontier to transuraniim system s has been accekrated by the discovery of
superconductivity of Pu-based 115 com pounds, PuTGas (T=Co and Rh). &t hasbeen
reported that T, of PuCoGas is 18 5K {2, 43], which is am azingly high valie even
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com pared w ith other wellknown Intermm etallic com pounds. T he coe cient of electronic

speci cheat isestinated as =77mJ/mol ¥ moderately enhanced relative to that
for nom alm etals, suggesting that PuC oG as should be heavy-fermm ion superconductor.
In PuRhG as, superconductivity has been also found [4]. A lthough the value of
T.=8.7K is Jower than that of PuCoG as, it is still high enough com pared w ith other
heavy-ferm jon superconductors. Q uite recently, high quality single crystal PuRhG as
has been synthesized B3] and the GaNQR m easurem ent has revealed that d-wave
superconductivity is realized in PURhG as @4]. The GaNM R m easurem ent of PuC oG as
is consistent with this conclusion @7]. PuliG as has been also synthesized, but i is
considered to be param agnetic at ambient pressure. At least up to now, there is no
indication of superconductivity even under the pressure of 9.5GPa down to 1.4K [@8].

B esides such high tem perature superconductivity ofCe-115 and Pu-115 com pounds,
Interesting m agnetic properties have been reported forUTGas, where T is a transition
metal ion. For ssveral transition metal ions T, UTGas are AF metals or Pauli
param agnets 9, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 58, 57, 58, 53, 60]. Among them , neutron
scattering experin ents have revealed that UN G a5 exhibits the G type AF phass, while
UPdG as and UPtG as have the A +ype AF state 56,'60]. See F ig.33 for the m agnetic
structure. N ote that G ~type indicates a three-din ensional N ecl state E}]. O n the other
hand, orUTGas wih T=Co, Rh, Ir, Fe, Ru, and O s, m agnetic susosptibility is alm ost
Independent of tem perature, since these are Pauli param agnets. Tt is quite interesting
that the m agnetic structure is di erent for U-115 com pounds which di er only by the
substitution of transition m etal ions.

Recently, Np-115 com pounds NpTGas (T=Fe, Co, Rh, and Ni) have been also
synthesized and several kinds of physical quantities have been successfully m easured
[61, 62,63, 64, 63,166, 61,68, 69, 70]. In particular, the de Haasvan A Jphen (dHVA)
e ect hasbeen cbserved in NpN G a5 [62], which isthe st observation ofdHVA signalin
transuraniim com pounds. Q uite recently, dH vA m easurem ent hasbeen also sucoessfiilly
perform ed in plutoniim com pound Puln; over beyond several kinds of di culties [f1].
ForNpCoG as and NpRhG as, the dHvA oscillations have been also detected and plural
num ber of cylindrical Ferm i surfaces are found {64, '69]. For NpFeG as, the m agnetic
m om ent at Fe site has been suggested in neutron scattering experin ents [66] and it
has been also detected by °’Fe M ossbauer spectroscopy [6§]. The m agnetic structure of
Np-115 com pounds also depends sensitively on transition m etalion 66,1%69,174]: G AF
rNpN G as, A-AF HrNpCoGas and NpRhG as, and C-AF for NpFeG as. See F ig. 33
for the m agnetic structure. Note also that in the neutron scattering experin ent for
NpN $G a5, the signal suggesting the G-AF grows, after the FM transition occurs [64].
ThisG-AF structure is due to canted m agnetic m om ents ofNp ions. It is characteristic
0fU-115 and Np-115 com pounds that the m agnetic properties are sensitive to the choice
of transition m etal ions.

The appearance of sveral kinds of AF states n U-115 and Np-115 com pounds
rem inds us of the m agnetic phase diagram of CM R m anganites. Thus, we envisage a
scenario to understand the com plex m agnetic structure of actinide com poundsbasad on



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 6

an orbital degenerate m odel sin ilar to that ofm anganites. H owever, one m ust pay due
attention to the m eanings of \spin" and \orbital" in f-electron system s. Since they are
tightly coupled w ith each other through a strong soin-oroit interaction, distinguishing
them isnot straightforward in com parison w ith d-electron system s. Thispoint can create
serious problem swhen we attem pt to understand m icroscopic agoects ofm agnetisn and
superconductivity in f-electron com pounds. Thus, it isnecessary to carefully de ne the
tem s \orbital" and \spin" for £ electrons in a m icroscopic discussion ofm agnetian and
superconductivity In f-electron com pounds.

From a conceptual viewpoint, In general, £ elctrons are more localized in
com parison w ith d electrons, but when we tum our attention from 4f to 5f, electronic
properties are changed gradually from localized to itinerant nature, lading to rich
phencom ena w hich have been recently nvestigated Intensively. In this sense, it hasbeen
also highly requested to push Porward the m icroscopic research on £ electron system s.
However, In sharp ocontrast to d electron systam s, the existence of strong soin-orbit
coupling has been a problem to develop a theoretical study in the same level as d-
electron research.

In order to overcom e such problm s, i hasbeen recently proposed to em ploy a j—j
coupling scheam e to discuss m icroscopic aspects of m agnetism and superconductivity of
f-electron system s [/2, /3], on the basis of the relativistic band-structure calculation
results [74, 778, 176, 777, 7§, 179, 80, B1]. There are a coupk of advantages of the j—j
coupling schem e. First, it is quite convenient for the inclusion of m any-body e ects
using standard quantum — eld theoretical techniques, since Individual f-electron states
are ckarly de ned. In contrast, in the LS coupling schem e we cannot use such standard
technigues, since W ick’s theoram does not hold. Second we can, in principle, Include
the e ects of valence uctuations. In some uraniim com pounds, the valence of the
uranium ion is neither de nitely U3" nor U*", indicating that the f-electron number
takes a value between 2 and 3. In the j—j coupling schem e this is sin ply regarded as
the average num ber of £ electron per uranium ion.

A s we will discuss Jater in detail, with the use of the j—j coupling scheme, it is
possble to establish the m icroscopic H am ittonian for f-electron system s. In particular,
under crystalline electric eld of cubic symm etry, the f-electron m odel on the basis
of the j—j coupling schem e can be reduced to the orbital degenerate m odel, which is
equivalent to the e, electron Hubbard m odel [72]. The comm on m icroscopic m odel for
d-and f-electron com pounds is a sin ple explanation for the appearance of m agnetic
structure In com m on w ith m anganies and actinide 115 com pounds, as actually analyzed
by using numerical calculations BZ, 83]. In order to understand unconventional
superconductivity of Ce-115 and Pu-115 m aterials, the orbital degenerate m odel has
been also analyzed with the use of a uctuation-exchange approxin ation to include
e ectively spin and orbital uctuations B4, B5, 86]. A possible scenario for odd-parity
triplet superconductivity induced by the Hund’s rule Interaction has been discussed
based on the orbial degenerate m odel on the non-B ravais lattice such as honeycom b
lattice B7,88]. Novel m agnetism and exotic superconductivity of lled skutterudite
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m aterials B9, 90] have been discussed by using the m icrosocopic m odel on the basis of
the j—j coupling scheme DI, 192,193,94]. W e would ke to emphasize that the same
orbial physics should work between d-and f-electron system s, after the application of
the J—j coupling schem e to f-electron m aterials. T his is an in portant clue to establish
the uni ed picture, which penetrates com plex phenom ena both In d- and f-elctron
com pounds.

Another advantage of the m odel on the basis of the j—j coupling is that i is
possible to develop a m icroscopic theory form ulipole ordering of f-electron m aterials.
Reoently, ordering of high-order mulipol such as octupolk has been intensively
discussed Pr CeLay «Bs DY, 96, 91, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104] and for NpO,
[105,108,107,108,109,110,11%,112,113] to reconcile experin ental observations w hich
seam to contradict one another at rst glance. Very recently, a possbility of octupolk
ordering has been also proposed for SmRusP1; [114,115]. Here we note that spin and
orbital degrees of freedom correspond to dipolk and quadrupole m om ent, respectively.
T hem icroscopic agpects of octupole ordering hasnot been discussed satisfactorily in the
context of electronic m odels. R ather, phenom enological theories have been developed
under the assum ption that octupol ordering occurs. Note that direct detection of
octupol ordering isvery di cul, sihoe the octupole m om ent directly couples to neither
am agnetic eld nor lattice distortions. H ow ever, those phenom enological theordies have
successfully explained several experin ental facts consistently, eg., lnduced quadrupole
On the other hand, it has been highly required to proceed to m icroscopic theory, in
order to understand the origin ofm ultijpole ordering in f-electron systam s over beyond
the phenom enological kevel.

Conceming this issue, recently, it has been clearly shown that the m odelbas=ed on
the j—j coupling schem e also works for the explanation of octupole ordering 113,116,
117, 118, 119]. I is possble to obtain the multipole interaction from the f-electron
m odel, by applying the sam e procedure to derive the orbitaldependent superexchange
Interaction In d-electron system s. Namely, we can provide the m icroscopic basis for
mulipole nteraction. It is also possible to show the stability of octupole ordered phase
depending on the lattice structure. In this scenario, octupolk is the com bined degree of
freedom of spin and orbital. In anotherword, octupole is considered to be characterized
by the anisotropic spin densities. T hus, the di erence in anisotropic up—and dow n-spin
densities naturally provide the m agnetic m om ent of octupole. It is one of progresses
In orbital physics that higher-order m ultipole can be also understood in the context of
soin and oroital ordering phenom ena.

In thisarticl, In Sec.2, we review the construction ofthem icroscopicm odels ford—
electron system s In detail. Then, we arrive at three kinds ofH am iltonians, depending on
the active orbitals, which are (i) e;,—electron doubly degenerate m odel, (i) tg-electron
triply degenerate m odel, and (iil) e;-orbital doubleexchange m odel coupled w ith tyg
localized soins. In Sec. 3, In order to explain the orbital ordering in m anganites, we
focus on the theoretical results on them odel (iii) . In particular, the topological aspects
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of orbital ordering w ill be discussed in detail. Then, we explain characteristic features
of orbital ordering depending on hol doping x in subsections forx=0.0,x=05, x> 0.5,
and x<05. In Sec. 4, we discuss the results of models (i) and (i), by introducing
nickelates and ruthenates as typical m aterials, respectively. In Sec. 5, we will m ove
on to the m odel construction for f-electron m aterials w ith the use of the j—j coupling
shem e. W e willexplain the spirit of the j—j coupling schem e In detail, in com parison
with the LS coupling schem e. Then, we establish the oroial degenerate m odel for £—
electron system s. In Sec. 6, we w ill show theoretical resuls on the m icroscopic m odel
for f-electron system s. W e w illexplain possible orbial ordering of 115 com pounds and
octupol ordering of NpO, from a m icroscopic viewpoint. Finally, In Sec. 7, we will
sum m arize this article.

2.M odelH am iltonian for d-electron system s

B efore prooeeding to the description oftheoretical results on oroital ordering phenom ena
In d-electron com pounds, rst it is necessary to de ne the m odel H am iltonian for d-
electron system s. The m odel should be com posed of three parts as

H:ijn+Hloc+Hjnter siter (1)

where H ;, expresses the kinetic term of d electrons, H 3, denotes the localtem ford
electrons, and H jer site Indicates the intersite interaction am ong d electrons, which is
not fully included by the combiation of Hyy, and H .. Am ong them , the local tem
H 1, Includes three In portant ingredients, w ritten as

Hpe= Heer t Hep a1t Hel pni @)
where Hgr is the crystalline electric eld (CEF) tem , H o o1 denotes the Coulomb
Interactions am ong d electrons, and Hg o indicates the coupling term between d
electrons and lattice distortions. The full Ham itonian includes several com peting

tendencies and ocouplings, but as shown below, the essential physics can be obtained
using relatively sin ple m odels, deduced from the com plicated fillH am iltonian.

2.1. Crystalline ekctric eld e ect

In order to construct the m odel Ham ittonian for d-electron system s, ket us start our
discussion at the level of the atom ic problem , in which just one elctron occupies a
certain orbital n the 3d shell of a transition m etal ion. In the next subsection, we w ill
Include the e ect of Coulomb interactions am ong d electrons. For an isolated ion, a
ve-fold degeneracy exists for the occupation of the 3d orbitals, but this degeneracy
is partially lifted by the CEF potential from anions surrounding the transition m etal
jon. Since it is the electrostatic potential eld acting on one electron state even in the
com plicated crystal structure, the CEF potential should be, In any cass, given in the

second-quantized form a;;
Heer = Am;modin dino ; 3)

i; m gm0
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where d;, is the annihilation operator for a delkctron wih soin  in the m -oroial
atsitei,m & 2; ;2) is the z-com ponent of angularm om entum ‘(= 2), angloAis
the coe cient ofthe CEF potential, depending on the crystal structure and the angular
m om entum .

The explicit orm ofA, 50 hasbeen analyzed in detailby the ligand eld theory.
Herewe b]:ie y explain the derivation of A, 5 0 by ©llow Ing the procedure of Hutchings

sun:oundmg the transition m etal ion, w ritten by

X %
Vegr () = R, rj )

where Z isthe valence of anion, e is elem entary elctric charge, R ; denotes the position
of i~th anion, and r indicates the position of 3d electron around the nuclus of transition
metalion. Then, the CZEF coe cient is evaluated by

Apmo= dr v @®Vegr @) nwo(); ©)
where [y (v) is the wavefunction ofd electron, expressed as

nm ) =Ry @Yy (77); ©)

wih r= (r; ;') In the polar coordiate. Here R, (r) is the radial wavefunction and
Yy, isthe sphericalham onics, whidch are cbtained by solving the Schrodinger equation
for the hydrogen-like potential problem . Note that n denotes the principal quantum
num ber. In the actual situation, Jjis in the order of Bohr radius, whilke R ;jis related
to the Jattice constant which is in the order of several angstrom s. T hus, it is convenient
to expand Vegr In tem s of +#R jjas

X gzg¥® X 4 r k

Vegr (@) = . Yim (77 )Y, (157 1)7 (7

where R = Rji; i;’ ;) In the polar coordinate.

For further calculations, it is necessary to set the actual crystal structure. As a
typical exam ple, in this review article, we pick up the perovskite structure com posed of
M O 4 octahedron, in which transition metalion M is surrounded by six oxygen ions, as
shown in FJg:l' To m ake the situation general, we set the di erent values, a and b, for
the size of octahedron In the xy plane and along the z axis, regpectively. T he positions
of oxygen ions are, then, given by R ;= @=2;0;0), R,= (0; a=2;0), Rz= ( a=2;0;0),
R 4= 0;a=2;0), Rs= (0;0;=2), and R = (0;0; ©=2). For the case ofa = b, the cubic
symm etry is m aintained, whik for the case of a 6 b, the system is In the tetragonal
symm etry. A fler som e algebraic calculations using the explicit form ofthe wavefunction
for d electrons, a general fom forA, ;0 is given by

hr’i2z e 2h1 51

a

Apmo= — c? @em ;2mo) m m O

22 a b

. hri2z e2h3 a st
a* a 4 b
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Os

Oq

Figure 1. M O¢ octahedron at site i. The position of the i-th oxygen ion labeled
by O; isR ;. The size of the octahedron is soeci ed by a and b, which are given by
a=R1 R3¥FR, Rsijand b=Rs Rg]j respectively. See the m aintext for the
de nitions ofR ;.

r__
nr'ize 35 0
+ —— —c@m;2m") n o, 4; 8)
a* a 8
where [ .o is the K ronecker’s delta, hr*i is given by
Z 1
hi= Ry @) frdyg ©)
0
and c® (‘m ; I 9 is the socalled G aunt coe cient [122, 123}, de ned by
r Z
4 .
M m;mO= ——— s d A% ()% no () Yao (7)1 00)

The non—=zero values for the G aunt coe cients have been tabulated In the standard
textbook [[24]. By consulting with the table for the G aunt coe cient, we explicitly
obtain Ay o0 as
Asp=A 5, ;= 2R+ Ay;
Aip=A 1, 1= By 4Ay;

11)
Agp= 2Ry + 6RAy4;
Ay, 2= A 35 = Ayyj
where
Ay = gz_ezﬁh 2 Bii 12)
7 a a® b .
y, o 1zemilis g4 a st
6a a 7 7 b
5z¢& hr'i
Ay= ———
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e, {:322 -r2}) €yq ()(2-3(2} tzg(x}") tEQ{yZ) l2g(zx}

Figure 2. View s for d-electron orbials.

Note that A,y= 0 and A 4= 5A 4,7 for the cubic cass (@=Db).

For instructive purpose, here we have shown a part of tedious calculations to
determ ine CEF potential, but for actual purposs, it is m ore convenient to consult
w ih the tabl of Hutchings, n which all possble CEF param eters have been listed
for arbitrary angularm om entum J (ooth integer and half-nteger). For the d-electron
case, we can sin ply refer the results for J=2 in the Hutchings tabl [120]. For instance,
In the tetragonal CEF as discussed above, we easily cbtain

By,p=A , ,= 6B+ 12B);
Ay;=A ;1= 3B) 48BY;
Bopo= 6B+ T2B];

Ay, 2= A ,p=12B;;

13)

where B with Integers n and m is the socalled CEF param eter, traditionally used
In the ligand eld theory. It is easy to express the CEF parameters B[ by using
ours as By = A,=3,B] = A4=12, and B; = A4=12. Note agah that BJ=0 and
B /=5B Porthe cubic case. Tn actuality, we do not estin ate the CEF param eters purely
theoretically, but they are detem ined from the tting of experim ental results such as
m agnetic susosptibility and speci ¢ heat at high tem peratures.

For a cubic case (@=b), the vefold degeneracy in d orbital is lifted into doubly—
degenerate e;-orbitals (dy> 2 and ds,2 2) and triply-degenerate ty-orbitals Gyy, dyz,
and d,,). The shape of each orbial is illustrated in Fig. 2. The eigenenergy for e~
orbials is given by

Y . o Zéehr'i
322 2 T k2 y2 T OA 40 = 72B 4= ??; (14)
while for t,; orbitals, we cbtain
"y = "o= "= 4By = 48B] = 2zehrd (15)
Xy VZ zZX 0 4 3 a 8.4 .

Then, the CEF temn can be written as
X
Hecer = "d (16)
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where d; is the annihilation operator for a delctron wih spin  in the -oritalat
site i. The energy di erence between those two levels is usually expressed as 10D g In
the traditionalnotation in the ligand eld theory. It is explicitly w ritten as

5z & hr'i

10D g= 10A4 = 120B) = —— —: a7)
a a

Let us try to estin ate theoretically the value of 10D g. For the purposs, i is convenient
to transform the above equation into
10Z & ag Shr'i
1bg= —— — —(—; (18)

3 2a a g

where a; denotes the Bohr radius (ag=0529A). Note that Z=2 for 0? ion and
e’=(Qag )= 1Ryd=13.6 &V .By using the solution ofthe hydrogen-like potentialproblem ,
we dbtain hr'i=a) = 2551571 ,where Z, denotesthe atom ic num ber of transition m etal
atom . For Instance, ifwe sin ply set Zy =25 form anganese and a=2A asa typicalvalie
for perovskite structure, we obtain 10D o= 7./m €V, which is very am all com pared w ith
the cbserved value, since 10D g is found to be In the orderofeV In actualtransition m etal
oxides. Tn fact, the estin ation by Y oshida suggests that 10D g isabout 10000-15000am !
(rem ember that 1 eV = 8063 an ') [[28]. The electrostatic contrbution cbtained in
the above naire estim ation is considered to be much an aller than the cbserved CEF
solitting.

H ere note that the energy level for the ty-orbitals is Iower than that for e;,-orbitals
for perovskite structure. Qualitatively this can be intuitively understood as follow s:
T he energy di erence orighhates in the Coulomb Interaction between the 3d electrons
and the oxygen ions surrounding transition metal ion. As shown In Fig. 2, whilk the
w ave-finctions of the e,-orbitals are extended along the direction of the bond betw een
transition m etalion and oxygen ions, those in the tyy-orbitals avoid thisdirection. T hus,
an electron in ty-orbitals isnot heavily in uenced by the Coulomb repulsion due to the
negatively charged oxygen ions, and the energy level for ty-orbitals is lower than that
for e;-orbitals.

For a tetragonalcase with a < b, as odbserved in cuprates, we nd the solitting of
each degenerate orbital. The e; orbital is plit into a;4 3z ¢) and by ®* V)
orbitals, of which eigen energies are, respectively, gj_yen by

. . 47 & h::zihl a 3t 5 zemtil a si a9)
szt = 1 773 2 b 21 a at b
and i i
| o+ 472l a 3l+ 5 7¢& hr“ih1 a st 20)
v 4 a a2 b 21 a a“ b !
where D'q isde ned as
1z&mi2 1 a st
-2 Es s, o2, @1)

On the other hand, t; orbital is split Into e; degenerate (yz and zx) and by Xy)
orbitals, of which eigen energies are, respectively, given by
2zen?ill a3l 10z il
L[ | R, Lqu _ — +
7 a a’ b 63 a a*

51
i(22)

ol
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and
T PRI LT R
= L R b 63 a a b
N ote that also for the tetragonal case, the CEF tem iswritten asEq. {1§).

The solitting In the tetragonal case with a < b is intuitively understood from
the shape of orbitals, on the basis of the point that the energy di erence origihates
In the Coulomb interaction between the 3d electrons and the oxygen ions surrounding
transition m etal ion. W hile the wavefunction of the 3z° ¢ orbital is extended along
the z-direction, x> ¥ orbital shape is extended in the x-y plane. Since apical oxygens
m ove to the z-direction forthe case ofa < b, the energy loss or 3z ¢ orbitalbecom es
am all, indicating that the 3z* ¢ orbitalis ower. C onceming the splitting oftyy orbitals,
we note that xy orbital is extended in the xy plane, whik yz and zx orbitals have som e
extension along z axis. Then, for a < b, the penalty from the electrostatic potential
would be an aller foryz and zx, com pared w ith that forxy. T hen, we ntuiively consider
that the energy level or xy orbital is higher than those for yz and zx orbitals.

@3)

2 2. Coulmb interactions

Now we Include the e ect of Coulomb interactions am ong d elctrons in the lkevel of
atom ic problem . In the localized ion system , the Coulomb interaction temm am ong
d-electrons is generally given by

1% X X d ¢ v
Hel el: 5 Imlmz;m3m4djm1 1djm2 Zdjmg zdjm4 l; (24)
i mymomamyg 1 2
where the Coulomb m atrix elem ent am ong d electrons I¢ is expressed as
Z Z
lﬁlmzmm‘l = dridry  sp,, @) 3o, ©2)912 32ms @©2) 32m, (E1): @5)

Here gi,=g (I ) is the screened Coulomb interaction, which can be expanded in

soherical ham onics
X

Jz=9( B)= )Yy (17 1)¥w (27 2)7 (26)

tm
wih = (; 1; 1) and = (n; »; 2) In the polar coordinate. The ocom plicated
Integrals can be partly perform ed and the resul is given by using the G aunt coe cients

as
X

T momams = mitmomatms c® n1jm 3)c® m4mp)F 27)

k=0;2;4
N ote that the sum is lin ited by the W ignerE ckart theorem to k=0, 2,and 4. Herewe
de neF C}i‘, which is the radial integral for the k-th partialwave, called Slater Integral or

SlaterC ondon param eter [[26,127], given by
2 2

Fi= fdr  DdnR3 @)RE @) (min): (28)
0 0
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Figure 3. Con gurations ofd" electrons forn=1 9. Forn=4 7,we show both the
high—and low-spin states.

By using Slater€ ondon param eters, it ism ore convenient to de ne Racah param eters,
given by

A=r) FE=9;
B = (9FZ 5F;)=441; 29)
C = 5F j=63;

where A, B, and C are Racah parameters [[23]. A1l possbk Coulomb integrals
are expressed by these Racah param eters [128]. In usual, the Racah param eters are
determ ined from the experim ental results in the high-energy region.

By diagonalizing H cgr+ H o1 1, XL Us discuss d”-electron con guration under the
cubic CEF, where the superscript n denotes the locald-electron num ber. It ispossible to
cbtain analytic result partly, but m ost ofthe solutions can be obtained only num erically.
As summ arized in Fig. 3, the results are understood from the electron con guration
obtained by accom m odating n elctrons in e; and t,4 orbitals due to the com petition
between the CEF solitting 10D g and the Hund’s rule interaction. Forn=1, we nd
6-fold degenerate ground state, originating from the three t4 orbitals w ith spin degree
of freedom . For n=2, 9-old degeneracy is found In the ground state. W hen we
accom m odate a couple of electrons am ong three t,y orbitals, there are three possibilities
for the form ation oftotal soin S=1 between two of three orbitals. Shoe each spin S=1
hasthree degenerate stateswih S,= 1,0,and + 1, in totalwe obtain 9-fold degeneracy.
For n= 3, 4-fo1d degeneracy is found in the ground state. Now three t,; electrons form
S=3/2 soin due to Hund’s rule, which have four degenerate stateswih S,= 3=2 and

1=2.

Forthe case of n=4, we nd two types of ground states, depending on the balance
between 10D gand Coulomb interaction. Foran all10D g, 10-fold degeneracy is cbserved
in the ground state, while the degeneracy is changed to 9-fold for large 10D g. These
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are high— and low-soin states, labeled by \H" and \L", respectively. In the high-spin
con guration, due to the strong H und’s rule Interaction, totalsgoin S=2 isform ed, butwe
consider that one electron is added to the d&® con guration. T he fourth electron should
be accom m odated iIn e; sector, which provide an extra double degeneracy. Since S=2
state Include ve degenerate stateswith S,= 2, 1,and 0, in totalwe ocbtain 10-old
degeneracy. The ejgen energy ford* H) isexactly given by E d* H)EF6A 21B  72H.
O n the otherhand, forthe low -soin state, we consider that all four electrons are lncluded
am ong tyy orbitalsto gain the CEF potentialenergy. Nam ely, S=1 spin is form ed in the
tyy sector, eading to 91 degeneracy as in the case ofd?. The energy ford* (L) can be
obtained only num erically, but in the lim i of n nite 10D g, the energy is asym ptotically
given by E @' (L)EF6A 15B + 5C  192H. D ue to the com parison of two energies, we
cbtain a rough condition for the change of the spin state as 6B + 5C > 10D g, which
iIndicates clkarly that the high-soin state is chosen when the Hund’s rule interaction is
stronger than the e ect of CEF potential.

In the high-spin state for n=4, as observed in M n*" ion, three electrons are
accom m odated in the tyy orbitals, while one electron exists in the g; orbital. In such a
case, it isnecessary to treat both t4 and e, electrons in the sam em odelH am iltonian. On
the other hand, if the low-soin state forn=4 is favored due to the large CEF potential,
it is enough to consider only the t,y orbital, as in the casessofn=1 3, In fact, for 4d
electron systam s, thee ect of CEF potentialbecom es strong due to the large ion radiis.
For instance, .n ruthenates, Ru** ion inclides four 4d electrons, which om the low -spin
state with S=1, asdeduced from the AF phase ofCa,Ru0 4.

Forn=5,we nd 6-old degeneracy in the region of an all10D g. T his is origihating
from the high-spin S=5/2 statewih S,= 5=2, 3=2 and 1=2, In which each orbial
is occupied by one electron. For very large 10D g, the ground state degeneracy is still
six, but the wavefunction is drastically changed in this low-spin S=1/2 state. Tt is
understood that ve electrons (or one hole) occupies the t,y orbitals. Nam ely, there
are three kinds of S= 1/2 state, leading to six-fold degeneracy In total. In principle, the
Interm ediate spin statew ith S= 3/2 ispossble, but the region for the interm ediate state
Sseem s to be very lin ited in the param eter space.

Forn= 6, the ground state for am all 10D g has 15-fold degeneracy. T his is the high—
spn S=2 state, in which two electrons in the ¢; sector, whilke four electrons in the tq
section. A's shown in the con guration of d° @) in Fig.:3, there are three possbility
for down spin electron in the t; orbitals. Nam ely, there are three kinds of S= 2 states,
leading to 15-fold degeneracy in total. For large 10D g, we obtain the singlt ground
state, which is the low -spin state with S=0, in which t4 orbitals are fully occupied by
six electrons.

Forn= 7, the high-spin state In the region of an all 10D g has 12-fold degeneracy, by
accom m odating two electrons in the e; and ve electrons in the t,4 orbitals. A s shown
in the con guration ofd’ H) in F ig. 3, there are three possbility for one hole in the t;
orbitals. Thus, there are three kinds of S= 3/2 states, lading to 12-f©o1d degeneracy in
total. In the low-spin state, on the other hand, the ground state degeneracy is four. It
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is easily understood, when we put one m ore electron In the g; orbital in addition to the
d® (L) con guration.

Both forn=8 and 9, since t,4 orbitals are fully occupied and thus, active orbital is
&;. For n= 8, the ground state wih S=1 com posed of a couple of ; electrons is triply
degenerate. Forn= 9,we nd onehole In the e; orbitals, there are four fold degeneracy in
the ground state. N ote that for n= 9, when the tetragonalCEF e ect is strong enough,
as actually ©und in perovskite copper oxides, only x? ¥ orbitalbecom es active.

In general, i is necessary to consider all wve orbitals In the Ham ittonian for
the ocom plte analysis of electronic properties of transition m etal oxides, even if the
full H am itonian Inclides several com peting tendencies and couplings. However, the
essential physics can be frequently cbtained even using relatively simpl m odels, by
focusing on the active oroital, em erging out of the com petition between the CEF
potential and the Coulomb interaction. In this sense, we Inm ediately arrive at two
possibilities: O ne istyy m odel orthe casesofd®  dandd* (L) d@).Anotherise,
m odel for the cases ofd’ (L), d®, and d&° . For other cases, it is necessary to consider both
e; and ty orbitals in the sam e Ham iltonian simultaneously. However, for the cases of
d* @), it ispossble to de ne a sin pli ed m odel, which w illbe explained later orM n3*
jon with the high-spin state.

For the purmpose to express the above m odels, i is convenient to sinplify the
Coulom b interaction term in a qualitatively correct fomm , since the representation using
R acah param eters are exact, but too com plicated for further analysis. Under the cubic
CEF potential, as descrdbbed in the previous subsection, two g; and three tp4 orbitals

provide approprate basis. Then, the Coulomb interaction tem should be expressed as
1X X X

— Y 4 .
Helel_i Il 172 2i3 2i4 1d:i.1 1diz zdi3 2di4 1/ 30)

1 123 4 1 2
where the m odi ed Coulomb m atrix elem ent I’ is given by the proper com bination of
the origihalone I°. Note that the orbitalindex ~ denotes g, and tp, orbitals, which are
de ned by linear com bination of the original d-electron oroitals labelkd by m .
By using them odi ed Coulomb m atrix elem ent, it is useful to de ne the socalled
\K anam ori param eters", U, U’ J, and J° {{29]. Among them, U is the intra-orbital
Coulomb interaction, given by

U =T, o o ; (31)
wih 6 °.UYisthe interorbitalCoulomb interaction, expressed by
U%o=T 0000, ; (32)

wih 6 ° J isthe interorbital exchange interaction, leading to the Hund’s rule
coupling, w ritten as

T,o=T o0, 0,0; (33)
wih 6 0. Fially, J°isthe pairhopping am plitude between di erent orbitals, given
by

J0.0=I.0;00;o; (34)
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0 U, J o
XY;VZ;ZX XY;YZ;ZX A 2B+C| 3B+C
x? ,3z2 ¢ | x* V,3z2 Y|A 4B+C| 4B+C
Xy x* ¥ A+4B+C C
xy 3z ¢ A 4B+C| 4B+C
yZ, ZX x? A 2B+C| 3B+C
VZ, ZX 3z ¢ A+2B+C | B+C

Table 1. Expressions or U® and J by using Racah parameters A, B, and C . Note
that U=A+ 4B + 3C for each orbial. Form ore nform ation, see Refs. [128] and [129].

with 6 and € °.

In Tabl. 1, we list the values for possible K anam oriparam eters. H ere we have four
comm ents on the relation am ong K anam ori param eters. (i) A relation J=J° holds,
which is simply due to the fact that each of the param eters above is given by an
Integralofthe C oulom b Interaction sandw iched w ith approprate orbitalwave functions.
Analyzing the form ofthose integrals the equality between J and J° can be deduced. (i)
For com plkteness, we explicitly show the orbital indices for the de nition of K anam ori
param eters. In fact, as found in Table.1, the InterorbitalC oulom b Interactionsbetw een
e; and tyy orbitals depend on the kind of orbitals, while there is no orbital dependence
In Coulomb interactions am ong ; or tpy orbitals. (i) W e point out that am ong &; or
ty orbitals, another relation U=U % J+ J° holds in any combination of orbitals. This
relation is needed to recover the rotational nvariance In orbial space. () Since the
largest energy scale am ong the K anam ori param eters is U, the orbitals are not doubly
occupied by both up— and down-soin electrons. Thus, only one electron can exist in
each orbital of the degenerate e; or tpy sector. Furthem ore, in order to take advantage
of J, the spins of electrons point along the sam e direction. T his is the socalled \Hund’s
ulk".

Then, for the case wih active e; orbital degree of freedom , we can de ne the
Coulomb Interaction tem as

X X
X B X
+ J di, & odin odyp + J (@ n Ay dipgdin + hicy); (35)
i ;0 i
w here the s;bsc::ﬁ%ts, a and b, denote x*  and 3z ¥ orbitals, respectively, n;
& d ,andn; = n; .Aseasily understood from Tabl.l,we ndU%A 4B + C

and J=4B + C fore; orbital.
On the other hand, for the case with active t,; orbital, the Coulomb interaction
term is expressed by
X U 0 X
tog
H =U ni..ni#+? n; njo

el el

i; i 60
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JX X 30 X
+ > df dfoodi odio + B dy .o 40 oy onj (36)
;060 i 6 0
where and %run in the p, orbitals, U=A 2B + C,and J=3B + C.

Next we oconsider the m ore com plicated case, In which the Coulomb interaction
temm is not expressed only am ong g, or ty orbitals. A typical situation can be found in
the high-spin state of d* con guration, which is relevant to m anganites in the cubic
perovskite structure. Due to the Hund’s rnule, tetravalent m anganese ion includes
three d electrons to form S=3/2 In the ty orbials. By adding one more electron
toM n** with three up-spin tyy-electrons, ket us consider the con guration for theM n**
jon. A smentioned above, there are two possibilities due to the balance between the
crystalline- eld splitting and the Hund’s rule coupling, but in 3d electron system such
asm anganites, the high-spoin state is realized, since the Hund’s rule coupling dom inates
over 10D g.

In order to sin plify the m odel w ithout loss of essential physics, it is reasonable to
treat the three spin-polarized tyy-electrons as a localized \core-spin" expressed by S;
at site i, since the overlap integralbetween t,; and oxygen p orbital is sm all com pared
w ith that between ¢; and p orbitals. M oreover, due to the large value of the total
FoIn S=3=2, i is usually approxin ated by a classical soin. This approxin ation has
been tested by using com putational techniques [130, 131]. Thus, the e ect ofCoulomb
Interaction between e; and ty4 electrons can be e ectively included by the strong Hund’s
rule coupling between the egx—electron spin and localized ty—spins, given by

Howma= & Si 3 37)
. i
where s;= dy d; ,Jy ¢ 0) is the Hund’s rule coupling between localized tpy—
son and m cbile e,-electron, and = ( «; ; ) are the Paulim atrices. T he m agnitude
of Jy is considered to be of the order of J. Here note that S; isnom alized as $;F 1.
T hus, the direction of the classical t,y-spin at site i isde ned as

Si= (sh ;cos j;sin ;sin ;;008 3); (38)

by using the polar angle ; and the azinuthalanglke ;.
N ote that the e ect ofthe Coulomb Interaction is not fiilly taken into account only
by H nung, since there ram ains the direct electrostatic repulsion between e,-electrons.

Then, by further adding the e, electron interaction temm , we cbtain the Coulomb
interaction term ford* H) con guration as

Ho® = Hpua+ HD t (39)

Herewe use \DE" in the superscript for the Ham iltonian, which is the abbreviation of
\double exchange". W e w ill explain later the reason why we use \DE", in the section
explaning the result for m anganites.
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2.3. E kctron-phonon interactions

Anocther in portant ingredient In the m odel H am iltonian for transition m etal oxides is
the lattice distortion coupled to e; or g electrons. In particular, the orbital degeneracy
is lifted by the Jahn-Teller distortion. It is di cult to explain all possbl types of
electron-phonon coupling tem , but here we explain the coupling between degenerate g
orbital and the distortion of the octahedron, since later we w ill ocus on the m agnetic
properties of m anganites in the perovskite structure. T he coupling of the sam e type of
distortions of octahedron to t,y orbitals is also discussed in this subsection.

T he basic form align for the study of electrons coupled to Jahn-Teller m odes has
been set up by K anam ord [I32]. He focused on cases where the electronic orbitals are
degenerate in the undistorted crystal structure, as in the case of m anganese ion In an
octahedron of oxygens. A sexplained by K anam ord, the Jahn-Tellere ect In this context
can be sin ply stated as follow s. W hen a given electronic level of a cluster is degenerate
In a structure ofhigh sym m etry, this structure is generally unstable, and the cluster w ill
present a distortion toward a lower symm etry jonic arrangem ent {[33]. In the case of
M n®", which is orbitally doubly degenerate when the crystal is undistorted, a splitting
w ill occur when the crystal is distorted. The distortion of the M nO¢ octahedron is
\cooperative" since once it occurs in a particular octahedron, it w illa ect the neighbors.
T he basic Ham iltonian to describe the interaction between electrons and Jahn-Teller
m odes was written by K anam ori. In the adiabatic approxin ation, it is given In the

form of
X X

Hor =9  Qoixit Quadt ko Q3+ Q3)=2 (40)
w here g is the coupling constant between the e;-electrons and distortions of the M nO ¢4
octahedron, Q »; and Q 3; are nom alm odes of vibration of the oxygen octahedron that
rem ove the degeneracy between the electronic levels, and kyp is the soring constant for
the Jahn-Teller m ode distortions. W e note that the sign of g depends on the kind of ion

and electron con guration. T he pssudosoin operators are de ned as
X X

xi= @, dp +df dia )i ai= @, dia d, dp ): 41)

In the expression of Hyr, a yiftem does not appear for symm etry reasons, since
it belongs to the A,, rpresentation. The non—zero tem s should corresoond to the
irreducible symm etric representations of E; Ey, namely, E5 and A,;. The fomer
representation is expressed by using the pssudo soin operators ,; and ,; as discussed
here, whilk the latter, corresponding to the breathing m ode, is discussed later.

Follow ing K anam ord, Q »; and Q 3; are explicitly given by

Qoi= K1y X3 Yyt Yau)= 2; 42)

Q3= @Zs; 2Zs; Xyst+ X3z Nit+ Ygi)= 65 @3)



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 20

where X 4, Y i, and Z ; are the disgplacam ent of oxygen ions from the equilbrium
positions along the x— y— and z-direction, regoectively. E xplicitly, they are Inclided in
thepositionsofoxygen ionsasR ;= @=2+ X 1;;0;0),R ;= 0; a=2+%;;0),R 3= ( a=2+
X317070), R 4= 0;a=2+ Y43;0), R 5= (0;0;8=2+ Zsi), and R 6= (0;0; a=2+ Zg). Here
we consider the deform ation of octahedron from the cubic case. The convention for the
labeling of coordinates is shown I Fig.17.

In orderto solve the ocalJahn-Tellerproblem , it is convenient to scale the phononic
degrees of freedom as

Q2= @ Ksr)Ri; Q3= (OKgr )Bis 44)

where g=k;; is the typical length scale for the Jahn-Teller distortion, which is of the
order of 0.1 A, namely, a faw percent of the lattice constant. W hen the Jahn-Teller
distortion is expressed in the polar coordinate as

®i= gsin i GBi= GOOS i (45)
the ground state is easily obtained as (s [;=21d], + cos[=21d} )Piwith the use of

the phase ;. The corresponding eigenenergy is given by Egr, where E 51 is the static
Jahn-Teller energy, de ned by

Egr = g°=0kyr): (46)

N ote here that the ground state energy is independent ofthephase ;. N am ely, the shape
ofthe deform ed isolated octahedron isnot uniquely determ ned In thisdiscussion. In the
Jahn-Teller crystal, the kinetic m otion of ¢; electrons, as well as the cooperative e ect
between ad-pcent distortions, ply a crucial role in lifting the degeneracy and xing the
shape of the Jocal distortion.

To com plkte the electron-phonon coupling tem , it is necessary to consider the

breathing m ode distortion, coupled to the localelectron density as
X X

Hpr=9 Quni+ ke Q7=2; (47)
P
where n= ; d{ d; and the breathing-m ode distortion Q 1; is given by

Q1= K1y Kait+ Yoy Yt Zsi Ze)= 35 48)

and ky,, is the associated spring constant. N ote that, In principle, the coupling constants
ofthe g; electrons w ith the Q 1, Q 2, and Q 3 m odes could be di erent from one another.
For sim plicity, here it is assum ed that those coupling constants take the sam e value.
On the other hand, for the soring constants, a di erent notation for the breathing
m ode is Introduced, sihce the frequency for the breathing m ode distortion has been
found experim entally to be di erent from that for the Jahn-Teller m ode. This point
willbe brie y discussed later. Note also that the Jahn-Teller and breathing m odes are
com peting w ith each other. A s it was shown above, the energy gain due to the Jahn-—
Teller distortion ism axin ized when one electron exists per site. O n the other hand, the
breathing m ode distortion energy is proportionalto the totalnumber ofe; electrons per
site, since this distortion gives rise to an e ective on-site attraction between electrons.
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By combihing the Jahn-Teller m ode and breathing m ode distortions, the electron—
phonon term for the ; m odel is sum m arized as

ijph=HJT+Hbr: 49)

T his expression depends on the param eter = k,,=ksr , which requlates which distortion,
the Jahn-Teller or breathing m ode, plays a m ore In portant role. This point will be
discussed In a ssparate subsection.

W hen we sin ply ignore buckling and rotationalm odes and consider only the Jahn—
Tellertype distortions of octahedron, the electron-lattice coupling for t,y orbitals is
given by [134] <

HPn=9  Qufuy+ Quilye + Quni) + k=2) Q3+ 03); (60)
Pl— o )
where Q.= ( 1=2)0si+ ( 3=2)Q2i, Qyi= ( 1=2)03; ( 3=2)Q.i, and Q,=Q3;. Later
we will consider the e ect of this type of electron-phonon coupling on the m agnetic
structure of tpy electron system s.

Let us now oonsider the cooperative e ect. A though we have not explicitly
m entioned thus far, the distortions at each site are not Independent, since alloxygens are
shared by neighboring M nO ¢ octahedra, as easily understood by the explicit expressions
of Q1i, Q2i, and Qi; presented before. A direct and sinpl way to consider such
cooperative e ect is to determ ne the oxygen positions X 1, X 41, Y2i, Y51, Z3i, and Zg;,
by usihg com putational m ethod such as the M onte Carlo simulations and num erical
relaxation techniques. To reduce the burden on the num erical calculations, for instance,
the displacem ents of oxygen ions are assum ed to be along the bond direction between
nearest neighboring m anganese ions. In otherwords, the displacem ent of the oxygen ion
perpendicular to theM n-M n bond, ie., the buckling m ode, isusually ignored. A sshown
later, even in this sim pli ed treatm ent, several Interesting results have been obtained
for the son, charge, and orbital ordering In m anganites.

Rewriting Egs. @2), @3), and #8) In tem s of the displacem ent of oxygens from
the equilbbrium positions, we express the distortions as

Q1= ( x17t yi+p _zi):p 3;
Qo2i= ( xi vi)= 2; (51)
Q3= @ 4 xi yi)= 6;

where ,; isgiven by
ai=uf U s (52)

w ith uf being the displacem ent of oxygen ion at site i from the equilbrium position
along the a-axis. In the cooperative treatm ent, the fug’s are directly optin ized in the
num erical calculations B3, 24]. O n the other hand, in the non-cooperative calculations,
fQ g’s are treated instead of the fug’s. In the sim ulations, variables are taken as fQ g's
or fug’s, depending on the treatm ents of lattice distortion.

Finall, we brie y comm ent on the e ect of m acroscopic distortion. In the above
treatm ent, we assum e the cubic symm etry for the equilbbriuim positions of oxygens,
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Table 2. Expressions for hopping am plitude between d orbitals. A s for details, see
Ref. f135]. W e use a direction cosine as (%m ;n) fr the direction of hopping from
to Corbitals. W e show the contrdutions from the hoppings through -and -“oonds.

but in actuality, the crystal structure is frequently deviated from the cubic symm etry.
A Tthough we cannot determ Ine the stable crystal structure In the present treatm ent, the
e ect of m acroscopic distortions is included as o set values for the distortions, which
are given by

0 _ b=
Q]_ - (Lx+ Ly+ 12)_ 3;
0 _ b
Q2 = (L L= 2 (3)

©) =

Q3 = 2 L, L L)= 6;

where I,=L, L, thenon-distorted lattice constantsarel,,and L= (Ly+ L+ L,)=3.
Note that L, is detem ined from the experim ental results. By adding Q 9 1 the right—
hand side ofQ ; n Eq. §1), it is possble to consider the e ect of the deviation from
the cubic sym m etry

2 4. E kctron hopping

In previous subsections, we have discussed the localelectron state due to CEF potential
and Coulomb interaction. W e have also considered an additional electron-phonon
coupling tem . Since the possible local tem s have been com pleted, ket us consider the
Intersite e ect In the next step. In actualm aterials, there are several kinds of intersite
e ects. Among them , we consider the elctron hopping between ad-pcent d electron
orbitals. For transition m etal oxides, such a hopping process occurs through the oxygen
jon, but In the fom alian , it is enough to consider the direct hopping d-electron orbitals.
E ect of oxygen willbe discussed later.

Fortunately, the hopping am plitudes have been already evaluated and tabulated for
any com bination of electron orbials. W e can sin ply consult with the table of Slater-
K oster integral [I35], which is the general scheme for the overlap integral between
adpcent electron orbitals. The kinetic temm for e; or ty electrons is expressed In a

common form as
X X
H £ odi.l’ diy o 0 ; (54)

0

kin

La;
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where is the irreducble representation, a is the vector connecting nearestneighbor
sites, and t? , is the nearest-neighbor hopping am plitude between —and “orbitals
along the a-direction.

For the cubic lattice com posaed of transition m etal ion, we consider the three axis
directions, x= (1,0,0), y= (0,1,0), and z= (0,0,1). Then, £ , for g; orbital is given in a

2 2matrix form as |

P_
3=4 3=4
2=t — 55
1 3:4 1:4 I4 ( )
for x-direction, |
p _ -
R 3=4 3=4 (56)
' 3=4 1=4 '
for y-direction, and '
0 0

for z-direction, where = (dd ) and (dd ) is one of Shater integrals 13%]. Tt should be
noted that the signs In the hopping am plitudes between di erent orbitals are di erent
between x—and y-directions.

On the other hand, for t,y orbitals, we cbtain the hopping amplitudes n a 3 3
m atrix fom as

0 1
100
F=tB 00 0K ; (8)
001
for x-direction,
0 1
100
Y-tB 01 0K; ©9)
000
for y-direction, and 0 1
000
F-t8 01 0X ; (60)
001

for z-direction, where b= dd ).

Now lt us consider explicitly the e ect of oxygen orbials. Sihoce oxygen ion
is placed In the m iddle of transition metal ions in the cubic perovskite, the man
hopping process should occur via oxygen 2p orbitals. Thus, the d-electron hopping
can be expressed by (d ) or d ), which is the overlap integral between d and p
orbials, divided by the energy di erence between d and p oroitals. Tt is possbl
to calculate the d-elctron hopping via oxygen 2p orbitals, by consulting again the
SlaterK oster tabl for the overlap Integralbetween d and p orbitals. H owever, due to
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the sym m etry argum ent, we easily understand that the form of hopping am plitude is
invariant, after the rede nition ofty= @p ¥=(", " andt= dp f=", W) Pr
&, and by electron cases, respectively, where "y and ", are the energy levels ford and p
electrons, respectively.

W e have considered the nearest neighbor hopping, but in actuality, it is necessary
to consider higher neighbors In order to reproduce the Fem i surface cbserved In the
experin ents such as de Haasvan A Johen m easuram ents. H owever, there is no essential
di culty forthe consideration ofhigher neighbors by consuling the SlaterX ostertable.

2.5. Intersite interaction term

In the previous subsections, we have considered the local tetm and kinetic m otion of
d electrons. O f course, due to the combination of these temn s, intersite Interaction
tem s e ectively appear. In particular, n the strong-coupling lim it, orbitaldependent
superexchange tem s can be cbtained, lrading to the com plex m agnetic structure w ith
orbital ordering. Such e ects are considered autom atically, as long as we consider the
prcblem w ithin the electronic m odel.

However, in the m odel or the high-spin state of d* electron con guration, i is
necessary to explicitly add an extra term between localized ty spin. A sexplained above,
due to the Hund’s rule coupling betw een ¢; and t, Interaction, we can easily understand
that e, electrons can m ove am oothly w ithout any energy loss, if spins of e; and g are
In the sam e direction. N am ely, in order to gain the kinetic energy of e, tby spins array
ferrom agnetically. This is a sin ple explanation for the appearance of ferrom agnetian
in the orbital degenerate system , In particular, In m anganites. However, there should
exist AF intersite coupling between neighboring t,; soins due to the superexchange
Interaction, given by “

H fter ste = JaF S # 61)
w here hi; 7l denotes the pair of nearest neighbor sitesand J, » isthe AF coupling between
neighboring t,; spins. This term should be added to the m odel form anganites. Aswe
w illexplain later, the com petition between FM tendency to gain kinetic energy and AF
energy to gain m agnetic energy is a possble source of com plex m agnetic structure in
m anganites.

In addition to the e ective coupling am ong localized spins, som etin es we consider
another intersite e ect originating from longrange Coulomb interaction, even if it is
screened In actualm aterdals. In order to include such e ect In an e ective m anner, we

also add
X

Hwr ste=V  Tuny; 62)
hi;3i

where V denotes the nearest-neighbor Coulomb interaction. Since V has a tendency
to stabilize the charge ordering, there occurs com petition between striped spin order
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and bipartite charge ordering. This is another source of com plex soin-charge-oroial
ordering.

2.6. Summ ary

W e have com pleted the preparation of all com ponents for them odel H am iltonian. Asa
short summ ary of this section, we show three types of m odel H am iltonians due to the
approprate com bination of several temm s.

For the system w ith active ; or 4 orbital degree of freedom , we can consider the
orbial degenerate m odel, expressed In a comm on form as

_ c .
H = ijn+Hel el+Hel ph+Hjnter site’ (63)

where denotesey ortyy. Note that the inter-site C oulomb interaction term is explicitly
added here, but depending on the nature of the problm , this tetm m ay be ignored.

For the case of &* #) in which both e, and ty orbitals are included, we can de ne
the follow ng m odel:

S DE &g AF c )
HDE_ijn+Helel+Helph+Hjnter sjte+Hjnter site * (64)

T his expression is believed to de ne an approprate starting m odel form anganites, but
unfortunately, it is quite di cult to solve such a Ham ittonian. In order to investigate
further the properties ofm anganites, flirther sim pli cations are needed. Thispoint will
be discussed in detail in the next section.

3. O rbital physics in m anganites

In the com plicated phase diagram for m anganites, there appear so m any m agnetic
phases. A key issue to understand such richness is the com petition between inerant
and localized tendencies contained In manganites. As mentioned in the model
construction, e, electrons can gain the kinetic energy when the background t,y spins
array ferrom agnetically, leading to a m etallic FM phase in m anganites. On the other
hand, in order to gain m agnetic energy between localized t,; spins, there occurs AF
phase w ith insulating tendency. In one word, the com petition between FM m etallic and
AF insulating phases is the origin of com plex phase diagram ofm anganites.

Aswewilreview very brie y In the next subsection, them etallic tendency hasbeen
discussed In the concept of double exchange for a Jong tim €, and the essential point has
been considered to be well understood. H ow ever, the tendency toward insulating phase
has not been satisfactorily understood, m ainly due to the com plexity of m ultidegrees
of freedom such as spin, charge, and orbital. Tn particular, \orbial ordering" is the
rem arkable feature, characteristic to m anganites w ith active e; orbital. In this section,
soin, charge, and orbital structure for the typical hole doping in the phase diagram of
m anganites is focused by stressing the in portance of orbital ordering.
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Figure 4. (@) Sketch of the doubl exchange m echanian which involvestwo M n ions
and one O lon. () The Intem ediate state of the process @). (c) The m obility of
ey—electrons in proves if the localized spins are polarized.

3.1. Concept of doublk-exchange

Since the historical review of theoretical and experim ental works on m anganites
have been found in som e articlkes and textbooks, we sim ply refer literatures such as
Refs. 3, 4, 5, §]. However, it is instructive to m ention here the m eaning of \doubk
exchange" OE), whith is In portant basic conospt for m anganites, by follow ing the
previous review articke J].

In the earth stage of the research on m anganites, i was the task to clarify the
qualitative aspects of the experim entally discovered relation between transport and
m agnetic properties, nam ely the Increase In conductivity upon the polarization of the
spins. The conoept of \double exchange" was proposed by Zener ['_7.] as a way to allow
for charge to m ove in m anganites by the generation of a soin polarized state. The
DE process hasbeen historically explained in two som ewhat di erent ways. O rigihally,
Zener considered the explicit m ovem ent ofelectrons, as shown in Fig.4 @) . Thisprocess
is schem atically written asM ni; O uzgM n** | M n* 0 1.5sM 0l [136), where 1, 2, and
3 label electrons that belong either to the oxygen betw een m anganese, or to the g;-Jevel
of the M n-ions. In this process, there are two sin ultaneous m otions involring electron
2 movihg from the oxygen to the right M n-ion, and electron 1 from the left M n-don to
the oxygen. T his is the origin of the nam e of \doubl exchange".

T he second way to visualize DE processes was presented in detailby A nderson and
Hasegawa [137], and i nvolves a second-order process in which the two states described
above go from one to the other using an interm ediate state M niﬁ O3 M ngﬁ , as shown
in Fig.4 (). In this context, the e ective hopping for the electron to m ove from one
M n-site to the next is proportional to the square of the hopping involring the p-oxygen
and d-m anganese orbitals (§,4). Follow ing Anderson and Hasegawa, ket us consider a
tw o-site problm , In which one itinerant electron with hopping am plitude t between
sites 1 and 2 is coupled with localized soin S at each site. The coupling is assum ed
to be ferrom agnetic and the m agnitude is de ned as J. For t=0, the local ground
state is labelled by S+ 1=2 w ith the energy of JS per site, while the excited state is
geci ed asS 1=2 wih theenergy ofJ (S + 1) persite. Fort6 Owith t J, as obsarved
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In m anganese ions, the e ective hopping am plitude t. is in proportion to the overlap
Integralbetween B+ 1=2;S;Spiand B;S+ 1=2;Syi, where $51;S5,;S¢1 indicatesthe state
with spoin S; at site i and total soin Sy . N ote that S is com posed of two localized soins
and one iinerant soin. The overlbp ntegralisevaluated ashS + 1=2;S;S,H;S + 1=2;S,1
=26+ 1)W (S5;1=2;54;S;S+ 1=2;S + 1=2), where W isthe socalled Racah coe cient
for the combiation of three spins. By using som e relations for the Racah coe cient
[138], we obtain . =tF So+ 1=2)=02S + 1).

For S=1/2, we can intuitively understand the m eaning of the reduction factor.
W hen the two localized spins are paralkl, we cbtain Sg= 3/2 due to the large J and the
reduction factor is uniy. This is understood by the fact that the local triplet form ed
by the large J is not destroyed in the course of electron hopping m otion. However,
when the two localized spins are antiparalle], So=1/2 and the reduction factor is 1/2.
In this case, it is necessary to reconstruct the local triplet state affer the hopping of
electron, lkading to the e ective reduction of the electron hopping. For the case of
large S, the localized soins are considered classical. W hen we de ne an angke between
nearestneighbor ones, the above overlap integral is easily evaluated by rotating the
tinerant electron basis so as to be paralkl to the localized soin direction. Then, we
obtain t. =toos( =2), as shown by Anderson and Hassgawa. If =0 the hopping is the
largest, whik if = , coresponding to an AF background, then the hopping cancels.

N ote that the oxygen linking the M n-ions is crucial to understand the origin of
the word \doublk" In this process. Nevertheless, the m a prity of the theoretical work
carried out in the context ofm anganites sin ply forgets the presence of the oxygen and
uses a m anganess-only Ham iltonian. It is interesting to observe that FM states appear
in this context even without the oxygen. It is clear that the elctrons simply need a
polarized background to in prove their kinetic energy, as shown I Fig. 4 (c), in sim ilar
ways as the N agaoka phase is generated in the oneband Hubbard m odel at large U=t.
This tendency to optim ize the kinetic energy is at work In a variety of m odels and
the temm doubleexchange appears unnecessary. However, In spoie of this fact, it has
becom e custom ary to refer to virtually any FM phase found In m anganese m odels as
\DE induced" or \DE generated", forgetting the historical origh of the term . In this
review , a sin ilar convention w ill be followed, nam ely the credit for the appearance of
FM phases will be given to the DE m echanisn , although a m ore general and simplk
kineticenergy optin ization is certainly at work. This is also the reason why we have
used the abbreviation \DE" in the m odel for m anganites.

Early theoretical work on m anganites carried out by G oodenough [139] explained
m any of the features ocbserved In the neutron scattering experim entson La; CayM nO s
by W ollan and K oehler 8], notably the appearance of the A +ype AF phase at x= 0 and
the CE type phase at x=0.5. The approach of G oodenough was based on the notion of
\sam icovalent exchange". A nalyzing the various possibilities for the orbital directions
and generalizing to the case where M n** ions are also present, G oodenough arrived to
the A —and CE -type phases of m anganites very early in the theoretical study of these
com pounds. In this line of reasoning, note that the C oulomb interactions are in portant
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to generate H und-lke rules and the oxygen is also in portant to produce the covalent
bonds. The lattice distortions are also quite relevant In deciding which of the m any
possible statesm inin izes the energy. H owever, it is Interesting to observe that in m ore
recent theoreticalwork described below in this review , both the A —and CE -type phases
can be generated w ithout the explicit appearance of oxygens in the m odels and also
w ithout including long-range Coulomb tem s.

3 2. Topological aspects of orbital ordering

In Sec. 2, we have already set the m odel Ham iltonian for m anganites Hpg . Before
proceading to the exhibpition of the theoretical results on this m odel, we explain the
essential poInt of m anganites from a purely theoretical viewpoint. W e believe that
it is an Im portant issue to establih a sinpl principl penetrating the ocom plicated
phenom ena.

321. A sinpli edmodel In order to extract the essential feature of m anganites, let
us de ne a mninalmodel, since Hpg is still a complex model. W e note that there
exist two in portant ngredients which should be kept even in them nim alm odel. O ne
is the existence of orbital degree of freedom and another is a com petition between FM

m etallic and AF insulating tendencies. In order to m Inin ize them odelby kesping these
two issues, st we sinply ignore the interaction tems, H Y _, H onr@nd HE o G
Second, we take an In nite lin it of the Hund’s rule coupling, Jy , between g, electron
and ty spins. Then, the direction of e;electron spin perfectly follow s that of g spin.
W e can suppress the spin Index, ifwe de ne the soinless operator at each site in which
the spin direction is xed asthat oft, spin at each site. Nam ely, them odel is virtually
expressed by using soinless operators w ith orbital degree of freedom . Then, we obtain

a sin pli ed doublexchange m odel as
X X

H = Dyiratl; o Gua ot Jar  S{SH; (65)

1957
Ba ;0 hij i

where ¢; is the annihilation operator for spinless d electron In the  orbial at site

i, the hopping am pliudes are given in Egs. ¢8), §4), and §7), where = ¢ wih

to= d Y=(", "), and D ;; is the so-called doublk-exchange factor, given by
D ;5= cos( =2) cos( =2) + sin( =2) sin( =2)e '+ ?: (66)

Here ; and ; denote the polar and azinuthalangles of t,; spoin at site i, respectively.
T his factor expresses the change of hopping am plitude due to the di erence in angles
between t,y—spins at sites i and j. Note that the e ective hopping In this case is a
com plex number Berry phase), contrary to the real number widely used In a large
num ber of previous Investigations. A s for the e ect of the Berry phase in the case of
the one-orbital DE m odel, readers should refer Ref. {14Q].

Furthem ore, when we assum e the Ising t,y spins, the double-exchange factor D 4
denotes 0 or 1 depending on the spin con guration. Namely, D ;5=1 Oor FM ty soin
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Figure 5. G round-state energy vs. Jar for @) x=0.0 and () x=05 ofa smpli ed
model. The unit cellistaken asa 4 4 lattice. () Scheam atic view s for spin structure
ofFM ,E+ypeAF,CE+typeAF,AF2,and G-AF phases.

pairat sitesiand j, whileD ;=0 orAF pair. Onem ay feel that the m odel seem s to be
oversin pli ed, but as will see Jater, we can grasp an essential point of com plex phases
of m anganites, since the com petition between FM m etallic and AF insulating natures
is correctly Included in thism odel.

32 2. Band-insulkting state F irst ket us consider two lin iting situations, Jar= 0 and
Jar ty. For sinplicity, a two-din ensional (2D ) square lattice is taken here. For
Jar=0, i is easy to understand the appearance of FM m etallic phase, since the
Ham ittonian includes only the kinetic temm of electrons in this Im it. On the other
hand, forJa ty, AF insulating phase should appeardue to them agnetic energy gain.
T hen, what happens for intem ediate value of Jp» ? Naively thinking, it is possble to
consider them ixture of FM and AF regions, in order to gain both kinetic and m agnetic
energies. For nstance, we can consider the C -type AF phass, In which one-din ensional
(1D ) FM chains are antiferrom agnetically coupled w ith each other. H owever, there is
no special reason to x the shape of the FM region as straight 1D chain. Ik may be
possble to have zigzag shape for the FM region.

In order to detemm Ine the optim al shape of the FM region, we perform sinpl
sin ulations for m agnetic structure in the 2D lattice {141]. Since the m odel does not
nclude explicit m any-body interaction am ong g, electrons, we can solve the problem on
the periodic Jattice com posed of an approprate unit cell such as4 4 cluster. Nam ely,
we prepare all possble pattems for t,y soin con guration and evaluate the ground
state energy on each m agnetic structure by changing the value of Jpr . Note that the
calculations have been done on the m om entum space by Introducing the B loch phase
factor at the boundary.
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The results forx= 0.0 and 0.5 are shown in Figs.§ @) and § (o), w here x denotes hole
doping from the case ofquarter lling, ie., one electron per site w ith two orbitals. Note
that x= 0.0 corresponds to the case In w hich all sites are occupied by trivalent m anganese
ions, while x= 0.5 indicates the situation in which halfofthe sites are occupied by M n** .
For x= 0.0, there are four regions in Fig.§(@). A s m entioned above, we obtain 2D FM
phase at Jxr=0, whik for large Jyr, the G-AF phase appears, as expected. In the
Intem ediate region, we cbserve the striped soin phase, characterized by zigzag FM
path, as shown in Fig.§(c). This structure is jist the E-type AF phase. Note that
the m agnetic energy is cancelled in the E-type phase, since the numbers of FM and
AF bonds are exactly equal. W e also nd a narrow window for another AF phass,
called \AF2", between the E-type and G ype AF phases. In the present context, the
appearance of this phase is not in portant.

Forx= 0.5, as shown in Fjg.ES (), the situation looks sin ilarw ith the case ofx=0.0,
but am ong fourm agnetic phases, the goin structure in the region labeled by \CE " di ers
from that of the E +type phase at x=0.0. Nam ely, the period of the zigzag is di erent
from that for x= 0.0, as shown in Fig.§(c). W e an phasize here that the soin structure
in the intem ediate coupling is com posed of a bundl of soin FM chains, each w ith the
zigzag geom etry, and w ith AF interchain coupling. This is just the CEtype AF phase.
N ote that the m agnetic energy is also cancelled, since the num bers of FM and AF bonds
are exactly equal In the CE-type phase.

Now we consider the reason why such com plicated structure appears. For the tin e
being, et us discuss what happens if the zigzag geom etry of CE—or E -type is assum ed,
and how i com pares wih a straight lne. A straightforward way is to caloulate the
energy band for the ; electron system on the zigzag 1D path, since e, electrons can
move only In the FM region In the sim pli ed m odel due to the doubl exchange factor.
F irst we consider the Ctype AF phase characterized by straight 1D path, even though
it is not the ground state. A's shown in Sec. 2, the hopping am plitudes of e, electrons
depend on the direction, but as easily chedked by a diagonalization of 2 2 m atrix,
due to the cubic sym m etry, the energy band does not depend on the chain direction.
Then, by choosing the hopping direction along the z-axis, we easily cbtain E,=0 and

2% cosk, sihce there is non—zero hopping am plitude only between 3z2 ¥ orbitals
along this direction.

To solve the present onebody problem In the zigzag 1D cass, unit cells are de ned
asshown In F igs.§ @) and'§ (b), in which the hopping am plitudes change w ith a period of
tw o or four lattice spacings forE —and CE -type structure, resoectively, since the hopping
direction changes as f IXIViXiYi gand £ IXIXIViVi g along the zigzag chai
witht= ¥ for 6 according to the values of the hopping am plitudes discussed
before. This di erence in sign, ie., the phase change, is essential for this problm . To
m ake this point clear, it isuseflto transform the spinless e;-electron operatorsby using



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 31

(a) {b) i}
a's » AT :
ﬁ1 GE i 2 3
il o T ¥
2015 ; 20 o
~ 10k C e = St
A L I
.% 0.0} éo.e ____________
) -10@ W4l |
<>
20 - 20 -
-2 -mid ﬁ /4 w2 —7/4 g /4

Figure 6. De nition ofthe uni cell for (@) E-type and (o) CE-type 1D zigzag chain.
M om entum is de ned along the zigzag chain. Energy band structure for (c) E-type
and (d) CE-type structure. Solid and broken curves denote occupied and unoccupied
bands, respectively. N ote that the atband in (d) has Pur-old degeneracy.

a unitary m atrix as

i 1 1 1 Cia
_ (67)
i 2 1 1 Cib
A fter sin ple algebra, H vy, is rew ritten as
X
Hyn = $=2 ( 311 ita T f wat €° ll/ wat e f iali (68)

i

where the phase . depends only on the hopping direction, and it is given by = ’
y= sand ,= ,with = =3.Notethat the g-electron picksup a phase change when

it m oves between di erent neighboring orbitals. In this expression, the e ect of the

change of the localphase is correctly nclided in the H am ilttonian.

Here we solve the problem in the E-type structure. D etails of the solutions of the
CE-type structure have found in the previous review [3]. To ntroduce the m om entum
k along the zigzag chai, the Bloch’s phase e ¥ is added to the hopping tem between
adpoent sites. T hen, the problem is reduced to nding the eigenvaluesofa 4 4 m atrix,
given by

0 1 0 1
1 1
E .¢ B ¢
A 1 1
h c=n" C 69
8 2A k% 2A, ()

where ;and 5 arethebasis function for —and -electrons at the j-site ofthe unit
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cell, respectively, and tgleHamjltonjanmatrjxﬁ is given by

1
0 0 cosk cosk )
B C
0 0 cosk+ ) cosk C
f= E C : 0
5 ¢ cosk cosk + ) 0 0 A (70)
cos k ) cosk 0 0
To make the Ham iltonian in a block diagonalized fom , we introduce two kinds
of bonding and antbonding states as ;= ( 1 1 5 + 2)/2 and ,=
(1 1 2 2)/2. For the states 1 and 2, we obtain two eigen equations
as o | + | + |
6=2) p3oosk 3sink 1 _g® 1 . 1)
3sink cosk L 8 .
and I ! !
p _ , . . . . .
(5_2) pCOSk 3sink 2 _ @) 2 (72)
3sink 3 cosk ) x , !

respectively. W e can easily diagonalize each 2 2 m atrix and cbtain

P
ES) = (=2)( cosk cofk+ 3) (73)

and

P
EY = =2)(osk =~ Lk+ 3): (74)

For the case of CEtype AF phase, it is necessary to solve eigen valuie problem in
the 8 8m atrix. Readers interested In the detail ofthe calculations can refer the review
article by D agotto, Hotta, and M oreo 3]. Here we show only the resuls. E ight eigen
energies have been obtained as

P — S —
Ey= 0; £ 2+ oos(@k); £t 2 oosEk); (75)

where the at band ",=0 has ourfold degeneracy.

The band structures for E-ype and CE-ype zigzag path are shown in Figs. 6 (©)
and § () . N ote that the solid curves denote the occupied bands. The m ost rem arkable
feature isthat the system iskand-insulating, w ith a bandgap ofvalue ty orx=0.0 30, 31]
and x=05 [l41]. Remark that the band-nsulator state at x=0.5 was independently
obtained i Refs. [[43, 143, 144]. This band insulating state, without any explicit
potential am ong the electrons m oving along the zigzag chains, is caused by the phase
di erence between t* and ¥ . Since ty is at Jeast of the order of 1000K , this band—
Insulating state is considered to be very robust.

Intuiively, the band-insulating state of the zigzag AF structure originates in the
presence of a standing-w ave state due to the interference between two traveling waves
running along the x— and y-directions. In this nterference picture, the nodes of the
wavefunction can exist on the \comer" of the zigzag structure, and the probability
am plitude becom es Iarger in the \straight" segm ent of the path. Thus, even a weak
potential can produce the charge and oroital ordering based on this band-nsulating
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phase. In fact, if som e potential is lncluded into such an insulating phase, the system
m aihtans its \insulatihg" properties, and a spatial m odulation in the charge density
appears. For x= 0.5, since the charge density should be increased in the sites 2 and 4
in Fig.§ @), i is easy to understand that checkerboard type charge ordering occurs,
when som e potential is further ncluded in the m odel.

Conceming the orbital shape, we should point out that the e;—electron orbital is
m axin ally polarized along the transfer direction in order to gain the kinetic energy. This
e ect may be called an \orbital doublexchange" in the sense that the orbitals align
along the axis direction tom ake the transfer ofthe electron am ooth, sin ilarly asthe FM
alignm ent of tpy spins in the usualD E m echanism . Nam ely, on the straight-line part in
the x—and y-direction, the orbital is polarized as 3x?> ¥ and 3y? ¥, respectively.

O n the other hand, for the case of x= 0, there is no straight-line part in the E -type
zigzag structure. In this case, rather the cooperative Jahn-Teller e ect is essential to
determm ined the orbital shape, since each site is Jahn-Teller active. W e cannot determm ine
the orbital ordering pattem w ithin the present sinple discussion. It is necessary to
consider a m ore realistic Ham iltonian. The actual orbital ordering w ill be discussed
later.

323. Topokgicalnumker In the previous subsection, we have em phasized that the
shape of zigzag path plys an in portant rok for the detem ination of the CE—- and
E-type AF phases. Now lt us consider the quantity to spoecify the zigzag shape. For
the purpose, we Include the coupling between g, electrons and JT phonons. E ect of
Coulomb Interaction w illbe discussed later. T he m odel is given by

X X
H = D i atf o€ Cia ot Jar Si B
iaXO hi;ii
+ Egr R xit Bioi) ¥ Byt Bl (76)

where E ;r is the static Jahn-Teller energy, x= C,Cpt CCasand .= C.Ca GCp. BY
using the phase ; de ned ;n Eq. @5), which is the angk to specify the Jahn-Teller
distortion, it is convenient to transform ¢, and ¢, Into the \phase-dressed" operators,
&, and e, as : :

=K() (77)

w here the unitary m atrix R ( ;1) is given by

. i, os[=2] sin[=2]
R(y)=¢e" . : (78)

sin [;=2] cos[ =2]
Note that if ; is increased by 2 , the SU ) m atrix itself changes its sign. This is the
sam e phenom enon found in soin wavefunction, since in general, soinor is isom orphic to
the wavefuinction of a two-Jlevel system . In 1950’s, Longuet+ iggins et al. have pointed
out that the electron wavefunction of Jahn-Teller m olecule changes its sign for the
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2 —rotation in the param eter space in the adiabatic approxin ation {143]. N ote that the
totalw avefiinction, given by the product ofelectron and phonon w avefiinctions, isalvays
singlevalued, since the phonon part also changes its sign forthe 2 -rotation. T he spinor-
like wavefiinction for the electron part appears due to the adiabatic approxin ation for
the JT systam . It has been also m entioned that the change of sign is regarded as the
e ect of the Berry phase [144].

In order to keep the transfomm ation unchanged upon a 2 -rotation in ;, a phase
factor et 72 isneeded. T his is also regarded asthe e ect from the phonon wavefiinction .
In the expression for the ground state of the single JT m olcule, nam ely, the single-site
problem discussed before, this phase factor has not been considered explicitly, since the
electron does not hop around from site to site and the phases do not correlate w ith each
other. It was enough to pay attention to the fact that the elctron wavefunction at a
single site is doublevalued. H owever, in the JT crystalin which e; electronsm ove in the
periodic array of the JT centers, the addition of this phase factor is usefiil to take into
account the e ect of the Berry phase arising from the circular m otion of ey-electrons

Including explicitly thisphase factor, but In that case, it isnecessary to pay due attention
to the nclusion ofthe e ect ofthe Berry phase. T he qualitative In portance ofthise ect
w illbe explained later.

N ote also that the phase ; detemn ines the electron orbital set at each site. In the
previous section, the singlke-=site problem was discussed and the ground-state at site i
was found to be

Ab"i= [ sin(=2)d), + cos(=2)d} 1Pi; (79)

which is referred to as the \b"-orbital, nam ely the combination w ith the lowest-energy
at a given site. The excited-state or \a"-orbital is sin ply cbtained by requesting it to
be orthogonalto \b" as

Na"i= fos(=2)d’, + sin(=2)d 1Pi: (80)

For instance, at =2 =3, \a" and \b" denote the d. ,.— and di, ,2-orbials,
respectively. Tt should be noted here that ds,» ,» and d32 2 never appear as the local
orbital sst. Som etin es those were treated as an orthogonal orbital sst to reproduce
the experin ental results, but such a treatm ent is an approxin ation, since the oroial
ordering is not due to the sim pl altemation oftwo aritrary kinds of orbitals.

U sing the above described transform ations, the m odelEq. (74) is rew ritten after
som e algebra as

X X
H = D yual oGit @) Gug o+ Jar S; B
a° hijji
X
+ Ejr  PRagmn m)+ Lk (81)

where n; = e\i’ei and the hopping am plitude is changed as
B o) =R(y) K (5 o0o0: (82)
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In order to characterize the shape of the zigzag path, it is useful to formulate
the change of the phase. For the purposs, we use the conogpt of \the Berry-phase
connection" and de ne \the w inding num ber" by follow ing Ref. f149]. T he phase-dressed
operator, & , naturally Introduces a connection fom , the Berry-phase connection, as
f50] .

0 .r &, Pi dr iOfr e, Pi dr
M0mpr & Pi dr MOFpre,Pi  dr
|
1 r dr ir dr
= - ; 83)
2 ir dr r dr
where Pi denotes the vacuum state.

Now we consider a 2D sheet ofthe JT crystal. In two space din ensions, there isa

topologically conserved current for an arbitrary vector eld v as

1 X
] = 5 . @v; ©4)
where j is the current and is the antisym m etric Levi€ vita tensor. This current

obeys the continuity equation, expressed as
X
@3j =0: (85)

T herefore, if §' and 3 are zero at the boundary of a closed surface S, the quantity Q
(Chem num ber), de ned by
Z

Q &r (86)

S
is conserved, where indices 1 and 2 Indicate the space-com ponents and 0 indicates the
tin e-com ponent of a vector, respectively.

Fortin e-independent solutionsw ith which we arenow concemed, wehave @,3° = 0.
Thus, Q is conserved for an arbitrary surface S. Substitutinga = Tr@) = r forv
into Eq. 84), we obtain the topolgically conserved quantity, or \the w inding num ber"
as

Z Z
2 0 1 2
w = drj=— dr@a; @a;)
SI 2 SI
1 1
=— dr a=— dr r =m; 87)
2 C 2 C

where m is an Integer representing the number for the twistingaround of the JT
distortions along a path C enclosing S . Because of the conserved nature, we w ill used
the w nding numberw to labela state hereafter.

In the system with zigzag AF structure, C is considered to be a closed loop for the
1D path in the periodicboundary condition. In this case, thew nding numberW m ay be
decom posed into two term sasw=wg4+ w.. The fom er, w, is the geom etric term , which
becom es 0 (1) corresponding to the periodic (antiperiodic) boundary condition in the
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Figure 7. A typicalbuilding block for a zigzag 1D FM path for an e; electron w ith
orbial ordering.

e;—electron wavefunction. T he discussion on the kinetic energy leads us to conclude that
the state with w,=0 has Iower energy than that with wy=1 forx  1=2, in agreement
w ith the two-site analysis [[51]. Thus, w is taken as zero hereafter.

In order to understand that only the number of comers in the zigzag path, N,
determ ines the topological term w, let us consider the transfer of a single e; electron
along the path shown in Fig.']. As mentioned above, on the straight-line part in
the x—(y-)direction, the phase is xed at =2 =3 (,=4 =3), because the g,-elctron
orbial is polarized along the transfer direction. Thus, w. does not change on the
straight-line part of the path. H owever, when the electron passes the vertex (), the
phase changes from , to , (, to ), indicating that the electron picks up a phase
change of 2 =3 (4 =3). Since these two vertices appear In pairs, we Ew) is evaluated
asw= N,=2) 2 =3+4 =3)=@2 )=N,=2. The phases at the vertices are assigned as an
average of the phases sandw iching those vertices, = and =0, to keep wy Invariant.
Then, the phases are detemm Ined at all the sites, once , ,, ,and are known.

F inally, we note that the problem in the zigzag one-din ensional chain provided us
with a typical exam ple to better understand the in portance of the additional factor
et =2 i front ofthe 2 2 SU (2) unitary m atrix to generate the phase dressed operator
at each site. A s clearly shown above, the \a" and \b" orbitals should be chosen as
\a"=y? Z and \b"= 3x? ¥ at site 2, and \a"=z?> ¥ and \b"=3y? ? at site
4, reypectively. Namely, ,=2 =3 and ;=4 =3. The reason for these choices of ; is
easily understood due to the fact that the orbital tends to polarize along the hopping
direction to m axin ize the overlap. Thus, to m ake the H am iltonian simple, it is usefil
to xtheorbitalsatsites2 and 4as ,=2 =3 and ,=4 =3.Here, the phase factore’ i
in the basis function is essential to reproduce exactly the sam e solution as obtained in
the discussion above. A s already m entioned, In a single-site problem , this phase factor
can be neglected, since it provides only an additional phase to the whole wave function.
H ow ever, ifthe e;—electron startsm oving from site to site, the accum ulation ofthe phase
di erence between ad-poent sites does not lead jist to an additional phase factor to the
whole wave function. In fact, ifthis additional phase is accidentally neglected, the band
structure will shift n mom entum space as k! k + , indicating that the m ininum of
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the lowest-energy band is not located at k=0, but at k= , as already pointed out by
K oizum iet al. [148]. O fcourse, this can be rem oved by the rede nition ofk by including
\the crystalm om entum ", but it is not necessary to rede ne k, if the Jocal phase factors
are correctly lncluded in the problm .

32 4. Stability of zigzag structure Conceming the stability of the zigzag AF phase,
from the results in Fig.'§, we can understand the fllow ing two points: (i) The zigzag
structure of E—and CE -type show s the lowest energy com pared w ith other zigzag paths
w ith the sam e periodicity and com pared w ith the straight 1D path. (i) The energy
of the zigzag AF phase becom es Iower than that ofthe FM or other AF phases in the
param eter region of Jpr around J,r 0Jd%. However, In the calculation, we have just
assum ed the periodicity of four lattice spacing, but it is unclear whether such period
actually produces the global ground state or not. A s em phasized above, it is true that
the zigzag 1D FM chain has a large band-gap, but this fact does not guarantee that this
band-nsulating phase is the lowest-energy state. In other words, we cannot exclide the
possibility that the zigzag structure w ith another periodicity becom es the global ground
state.

Unfrtunately, it is quite di cult to carry out the direct com parison am ong the
energies for all possibl states, since there are In nite possibilities for the com binations
of hopping directions. Instead, to m im ic the periodic change of the phase . in the
hopping process, kt us In aghe a virtual situation in which a JT distortion occurs in
the 1D e;-electron system , by follow ing K oizum iatal [l47]. To ©cuson thee ect ofthe
localphass, it isassum ed that the am plitude ofthe JT distortion g is ndependent ofthe
site index, ie., g = g, and only the phase ; is changed periodically. For sin plicity, the
phase isuniform ly tw isted w ith the period ofM lattice spacings, namely, =3J @ )=M
forl j M . Sincetheperidic change ofthe hopping direction ism in icked by the phase
change of the JT distortion, ¥ is sinply taken as the uni m atrix t to avoid the
double-counting of the e ect of the phase change. If the potential am plitude is w ritten
as v= 20k yr , the Ham jltgzm’an for the present situation is given by

H= % (cat+ cicpt he
% hiyji
+ v  Eh @0t CCa)t 8 1(CCa G0 (88)
where the spinless e;-electron operator is used, since the 1D FM chain is considered
here. The potential term for the JT distortion is ignored, since it provides only a
constant energy shift in this case. By usihg the transform ation Egs. (77) and 78), the
Ham ittonian is rew ritten as
o= *@X Eei(i j)zzfoos% (ezacja+€§b€jb)
hiyji
. . X
+ sm% €cp  Gep)g+ hel+ v (e dew): (89)
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The Ham iltonian in m om entum space is obtained by the Fourer transform as
X

H = ["k COS( =M )(%aeka-i' e}Zbekb)-i- JSkSIl( =M )(ia@b éb@a)]

%
+ v e o) (90)
k

where ",= 2 oosk, s,= 2§ sihk, and the periodic boundary condition is in posed.
Note that In this expression, k is the generalized quasin om entum, rede ned as
k =M ! k, to Incorporate the additional phase =M which appears to arise from
a ctitious magnetic eld (see Ref. [[48]). The eigenenergies are easily obtained by
diagonalization as

q

E, = "ccos( =M ) V24 Ssin® (M)
q

A=2) "+ w0 + " 2+ (e o ko ow )Pl (91)

Since this is just the coupling oftwo bands, ",y v and "y . , it is easily understood
that the energy gain due to the opening of the bandgap is the best for the 1lling of
n=2=M ,wheren=1 x wih doping x. In other words, when the periodicity M isequal
to 2=n, the energy becom es the lowest am ong the states considered here w ith several
possbl periods. A lthough this is jist a proof In an idealized special situation, it is
believed that it captures the essence of the problm .

Here the e ect of the Jocal phase factor e 2 should be agai noted. If this factor
is dropped, the phase =M due to the ctitious magnetic eld disappears and the
eigenenergies are given by the coupling of ", , o and "y, - » which has been
also checked by the com putational calculation. This \ " shift ln m om entum gpace
appears at the boundary, m odifying the periodic boundary condition to antiperiodic,
even if there is no Intention to use antiperiodic boundary condition. O f course, this is
avoidable when them om entum k isrede ned ask+ ! k,aspoited out in Ref. [148].
However, i is natural that the resuls for periodic boundary condition are obtained
In the caloulation using periodic boundary condition. Thus, also from this technical
viewpoit, it is recom m ended that the phase factor el 2 is added for the local rotation
In the orbial space.

325. Summary In summ ary, at x=0.5, the CE-type AF phase can be stabilized even
w fthout the Coulomb and/or the JT phononic interactions, only with large Hund and

nie Jar oouplings. W e have also pointed out the appearance of E-type phase due
to the sam e m echanian . O £ course, as we will see In the next subsection, Coulombic
and JT phononic interactions are needed to reproduce the charge and orbital ordering.
H owever, as already m entioned In the above discussion, because ofthe special geom etry
ofthe onedin ensional zigzag FM chain, for instance, at x= 0.5, it iseasy to In agine that
the checkerboard type charge-ordering and (3x? #=3y®’ ¥) orbitalordering pattem
w il be stabilized. Furthem ore, the charge con nem ent in the straight segm ent, ie.,
sites 2 and 4 in Fig. 4 ), willnaturally lead to charge stacking along the z-axis, w ith
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stability caused by the special geom etry of the zigzag structure. Thus, the com plex
Foin-charge-orbital structure for halfdoped m anganites can be understood intuitively
sin ply from the viewpoint of its band-insulating nature.

3.3. Spin, charge, and orbial ordering

Now we review the theoretical resuls on spin, charge, and orbital ordering in undoped
and doped m anganites on the basis of realistic m odels. The Ham iltonian m ainly used
here is two-orbial doublk exchange m odel strongly coupled w ith Jahn-Teller phonons,

explicitly given by

H=H g+ Huunat Hify qret HS L0 (92)
In the In nie lin it for Iy, we can further sim plify the m odel into the follow ing form .
Hy = * D 1t o€ Cira 0t JAFX Si P
iaXO hijji
+ Eogr R@ni+ i xit By o)+ fi+ i+ q?i]; (93)

P
where n;= CZ g and =k, ~ky, the ratio of spring constants of breathing and
Jahn-Teller phonons. Conceming the value of , from experin ental results and band—
calculation data for the energy of breathing and Jahn-Tellerm odes {152], it is estin ated

as 2 form anganites. It is convenient to introduce non-din ensional electron-phonon
coupling constant  as
p— P
= 2Egr=th=g= korto: (94)

Here we sin ply drop the Coulomb interaction tem s, but the reason w ill be discussed
In the next subsection.

This model is analyzed by usihg both the num erical techniques M onte Carb
sim ulation and relaxation m ethod) and m ean— eld approxin ation. Note that In the
num erical sin ulations, depending on the non-cooperative and cooperative treatm ents,
the variables are angles ; and ; which speci es t,; spin directions and coordinates
fgg and oxygen positions fug, respectively. In any case, all variables are classical and
thus, there is no essential problam s to perform aln ost exactly the sin ulation, w ithin
the Ilin it of the power of com puters. R ecently, there hasbeen an im portant progress in
the sim ulation for the electron system s coupled w ith classical variables [153, 154, 155].
In particular, M otom e and Furukaw a have developed the e cient sim ulation technique

33.1. E ectofCoulbmb interaction Let us discuss brie y the e ect of the Coulomb

Interaction. Since we consider the strong Hund’s rule interaction between e, electron
and tyy localized spins, g; electron spins tend to array in a site and thus, the e ect of
Intra-orbital Coulomb interaction is autom atically suppressed. However, Interorbital
Coulomb Interaction still works between electrons w ith the sam e spin. Here we explain
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the reason why we ignore the on-site Coulomb interaction. The e ect of intersite
Coulomb interaction is discussed In the stabilization m echanian of charge stacking in
the x= 0.5 CE-type structure.

In the spinless m odel, the Interorbital Coulomb interaction term is w ritten by
X

Ha a=U"  nang; (95)
where n; = ¢ ¢ and the present U’means U°  J in the standard notation for the
on-site Coulom b interaction. W e also consider the Intersite C oulom b Interaction temm ,
given by

X
Hinter ste = V nins; (96)
hi;ii
wheren;= F c‘l' ¢ . In orderto understand the ignorance ofon-site C oulom b interaction
tem , it is quite instructive to consider the m ean— eld approxin ation. A s for the detail
of the form ulation, readers can refer the original paper [156] and the previous review
B]. Here we show the result of the m ean— eld H am ilttonian.

X X
Hyrp = Digall of Cia ot Jar  Si S
iaX 0 hij it
+ Egr [ 20l xit hopd ) + hod® + hdf)
x X
+ [O=2)mii+ V. yail; mi=2); 97)
i a
where h i denotes the average value. The renom alized JT energy is given by
Esr = Egr + US4; (98)

and the renom alized interorbital Coulomb interaction is expressed as
U’=0° 4E,; (99)

where E,,= g°=(ky,) . Physically, the om er relation indicates that the JT energy is
e ectively enhanced by U °. N am ely, the strong on-site C oulom bic correlation plays the
sam e rok as that of the JT phonon, at last at the m ean— eld level, Indicating that it
is not necessary to include U ° explicitly in the m odels, as em phasized in Ref. [[56]. See
also Ref. P4]. The latter equation for U%m eans that the onesite inter-orbital Coulomb
Interaction ise ectively reduced by the breathing-m ode phonon, since the opticalm ode
phonon provides an e ective attraction between electrons. T he expected positive value
of U% indicates that e, electrons dislike double occupancy at the site, since the energy
loss is proportional to the average local electron num ber in the m ean— eld argum ent.
Thus, to exploit the gain due to the static JT energy and avoid the loss due to the
on-site repulsion, an g, electron will singly occupy a given site.
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Figure 8. (@) The fur soin arrangem ents for Ferro, A-AF, CAF, and GAF. ()
Totalenergy vs Jar on a 2> cluster at low tem perature with Jy =8ty and =1.5. The
results were obtained using M onte C arlo and relaxational techniques, w ith excellent
agreem ent am ong them . (c) O bial order corresponding to the A type AF state. For
m ore details, the reader should consul Ref. [_2-5]

332.x0 First ket us consider them otherm aterialL.aM nO 3 w ith one e, electron per
site. Thism aterial has the Insulating AF phase wih A-type AF soin order, In which
ty spins are ferrom agnetic in the a-b plane and AF along the caxis. For the purpose
to understand the appearance of A-AF phase, it isenough to considera2 2 2 cube
as a m inin al cluster for undoped m anganies. Results in a larger size cluster w ill be
discussed later.

Recent Investigations by Hotta et al. 5] have shown that, in the context of the
m odelw ith Jahn-Teller phonons, the in portant ingredient to understand the A typeAF
phase is Jar , nam ely by increasing this coupling from 0.05 to Jarger values, a transition
from a FM to an A-type AF exists The rekevance of Jahn-Teller couplings at x=0.0
has also been rem arked in Ref. P1]. This can be visualized easily in Fig.'§, where the
energy vs. Jar at xed Intemm ediate and Jy is shown. Four regin es are identi ed:
FM ,A-AF,C-AF, and G-AF states that are sketched also in that gure. The reason
issimpl: As Jyr grow s, the tendency toward soin AF must grow, since this coupling
favors such an order. If Jpr is very large, then it is clear that a G-AF state must be
the one that lowers the energy, in agreem ent w ith the M onte C arlo sin ulations. If Jar
is an all or zero, there is no reason why soin AF will be favorable at intem ediate
and the density under consideration, and then the state is ferrom agnetic to in prove the
electronicm obility. Tt should be no surprise that at interm ediate J, ¢, the dom inant state
is interm ediate between the two extram es, w ith A -type and C -type antiferrom agnetisn
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becom Ing stable n Interm ediate regions of param eter space.

It is interesting to note that sim ilar results regarding the relevance of J, ¢ to stabilize
the A -type order have been found by Koshibae et al. 1§] in a model with Coulomb
Interactions. An analogous conclusion was found by Solovyev, Ham ada, and Terakura
13, 14] and Ishihara et al. [17]. Betouras and Fujmoto {57], using bosonization
techniques for the one-din ensionalone-orbitalm odel, also em phasized the in portance of
Jar, sin ilarly asdid by Y 4, Yu, and Lee based on M onte C arlo studies In two din ensions
ofthe sam em odel [158]. T he overall conclusion is that there are clear analogies betw een
the strong C oulom b and strong Jahn-Teller coupling approaches. A ctually In them ean—

eld approxin ation, it was shown by Hotta, M alvezzi, and D agotto {56] that the
In uence of the Coulom bic term s can be hidden in sin ple rede nitions of the electron—
phonon couplings (see also Ref. R4]). In our opinion, both approaches (Jahn-Teller and
Coulom b) have strong sin ilarities and it isnot surprising that basically the sam e physics
is obtained in both cases. Actually, Fig. 2 of M aezono, Ishihara, and Nagaosa [159]
show Ing the energy vs. Jar In mean- eld calculations of the Coulom bic H am iltonian
w ithout phonons is very sin flar to ourF 9.8 (), aside from overall scales. O n the other
hand, M izokawa and Fujm ori f11},12] states that the A type AF is stabilized only when
the Jahn-Teller distortion is included, nam ely, the FM phase is stabilized In the purely
Coulomb m ode], based on the unrestricted H artreeFodk calculation for the d-p m odel

T he issue of what kind of orbital order is concom itant w ith A type AF order is an
in portant m atter. T his hasbeen discussed at kength by Hotta et al. 5], and the nal
conclusion, after the introduction of perturbations caused by the experim entally known
di erence in lattice spacings between the three axes, is that the order shown in F ig. 8 (c)
m inin izes the energy. T his state has Indeed been identi ed In resonant X -ray scattering
experin ents [10], and i is quite rem arkable that such a com plex pattem of spin and
orbital degrees of freedom indeed em erges from m ean— eld and com putational studies.
Studies by van den Brink et al. R3] usihg purely Coulombic m odels arrived at sin ilar
conclusions. T he orbital ordering has been also captured from the viewpoint of orbital
density wave state by K oizum iet al. [147,148]. The sin ilar discussion has been done
recently by E frem ov and K hom skii {160].

W hy does the orbital order occur here? In order to respond to this question, it
is quite mnstructive to consider the situation perturbatively in the electron hopping. A
hopping m atrix only connecting the sam e orbitals, w ith hopping param etert, is assum ed
for sim plicity. T he energy di erence between e4 orbitalsat a given site isE 57, which isa
m onotonous fiinction of . For sin plicity, in the notation ket us refer to orbital unifom
(staggered) as orbital \FM " (\AF").Case @) corresgponds to soin FM and orbitalAF :
In this case when an electron m oves from orboiala on the lft to the sam e orbitalon the
right, which is the only possible hopping by assum ption, an energy oforder E 51 is lost,
but kinetic energy isgained. A s in any second order perturbative calculation the energy
gain isthen proportionalto ?=E 5y . Tn case (o), both spin and orbitalFM , the electrons
do not m ove and the energy gain is zero (@gain, the nondiagonal hoppings are assum ed
negligble just for sim plicity) . In case (), the soin are AF but the orbitalsareFM .This
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Figure 9. (@) G round-state phase diagram for undoped m anganites by using the
4 4 4 Jattice. Solid curves denote the m ean— eld results, while solid circles indicate
the result or optin ization. (o) Spin structure for E-AF phase in three-dim ensional
environm ent. (c) Fermm isurface lines of 2D e, electron system at x=0.0.

is like a one orbitalm odeland the gain in energy is proportionalto = (2Jy ). F inally, n
case (d) with AF In soin and orbital, both Hund and orbital splitting energies are lost
in the Intemm ediate state, and the overall gain becom es proportionalto ?=QJy + E 57 ).
A s a consequence, if the Hund ocoupling is larger than E 51, then case (@) is the best,
as it occurs at ntem ediate E ;v values. Then, the presence of orbital order can be
easily understood from a perturbative estin ation, quite sin ilarly as done by K ugel and
K hom skii in their pioneering work on orbital order [161].

Here readers may have a question In their m nd. W here is the E-type phase
em phasized In the previous subsection? In order to respond to this question, it is
necessary to treat a largersize cluster. In Fig.9 (@), we show the phase diagram of
undoped m anganites w ith the direct com parison between the m ean— eld and num erical
results in the 4 4 4 lattios 31]. Solid curves are depicted from the cooperative m ean—

eld approxin ation, while solid circles denote the result for optin ization both for tyg
Foin directions and oxygen positions. The good agreem ents clearly indicate that the
present m ean— eld procedure works quite well for undoped m angan ites.

Now the phase diagram includes six phases, but there is a clear ssparation around
at 15. For > 135, there occurs a chain of transitions in the order of FM , A-AF,
C-AF, and G-AF phases with increasing Jar, already ocbtained n 2 2 2 calculations.
N ote that the boundary curve always indicates the rst order transition. T he present
result show sthat size e ectsare an all iIn undoped strongly-coupled m anganites, which is
intuitively reasonable. The spin arrangem ent for each phase is shown in Fig.§ () . Note
that the FM phase is conocom itant w ith orbital ordering (© O ), which w ill be discussed
later, and thisFM /O O phase is considered to be insulating.

On the other hand, In the weak or intermm ediate coupling region for < 135, there
is a transition between the FM orbialdisordered (OD ) phase and E-type AF phase.
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The spin arrangem ent ©rE-AF phase is shown In Fig.9 ). A long the zigzag chains,
ty spins order ferrom agnetically, but they are antiparallel perpendicular to the zigzag
direction. T his is just the new AF phase, suggested by recent experin entson HoM nO 3.
A ssuggested In F .9 (), the spin directions are reversed from plane to plane. N ote that
the orbial structure in the E-AF phase is the sam e as that ofthe A -AF phase, nam ely,
the staggered pattem of (3x* ¥)—and (By* ¢)-lke orbitals. It is easily understood
that the orbital ordering is closely related to the cooperative Jahn-Teller distortion in
undoped m anganites and such a cooperative e ect should be very strong irrespective of
the 4 spin con guration.

N ote that near 15, which is a realistic value for m anganites, the A-AF phase
is adpcent to the E-type state. This region could correspond to the actual situation
cbserved In experin ents for RM nO3: W hen the ionic radius of the R -site decreases,
a Neecl tam perature Ty of the A-AF phase decreases as well, and eventually the E—
AF phase is stabilized for R=Ho. Anocther interesting point of the phase diagram is
that the Etype soin arrangem ent is the ground-state for a w ide range of J,r, even at

= 0, Indicating that the coupling w ith JT phonons is not a necessary condition for its
stabilization . A s pointed out In the previous subsection, the E -type phase is stable due
to the zigzag geom etry of the FM chains that induce a band-nsulator. Nam ely, E-AF
phase is always insulating irrespective of the value of

Conceming the appearance ofthe E-AF phase, K Inura et al. have explained i on
the basis of a frustrated son system with FM nearestheighbor and AF next-nearest—
neighbor interactions w ithin the M nO , plane P9]. They have found that the staggered
orbital order associated w ith the G dFe0 3-type distortion induced the anisotropic next-
nearest-neighbor interaction, leading to unigue sinusoidal and up-up-down-down AF
order, ie., E-type phase, in undoped m anganies. In a concsptual kevel, the spin m odel
is considered to be obtained in the strong coupling lim it of the e;-orbital degenerate
doubleexchange m odel. T hus, the band-nsulating picture for the appearance of E -type
phase In the present scenario is com plem entary to the result ofK inura et al,, in the sense
that the weak-coupling state is continuously connected to that in the strong-coupling
Iim it.

In addition to the explanation of the A-AF of LaM nO3; and E-AF of HoM nO 3,
K Inura et al. have also exam ined system atically the m agnetic and orbital structures in
a series of RM nO 3 as a function of ry , the radius of rareearth ion R . T hey have pointed
out that the e ect on the crystal structure by decreasing ry appears as the enhancem ent
of the G dFe0 ;—type distortion, ndicating the shortening of oxygen-oxygen distance,
Then, the superexchange interaction between next-nearest-neighbor sites is enhanced
due to the shortened oxygen-oxygen path, leading to the frustrated spin m odelw ith the
com petition between FM nearest-neighbor and AF next-nearest-neighbor interactions
By analyzing the frustrated soin m odel on the staggered orbitaltordered background,
Kmmura et al. have explained the phase diagram of RM nO;. It is considered that
the phase diagram can be also understood from the band-nsulating picture, but for
com parison with actualm aterals, it is necessary to inclide the e ect of the GdFeO 3—



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 45

type distortions, which has not been considered in the present m odel.

Near the transition region between A - and E-type AF phases, Salafranca and
B rey have m entioned the in portance of the com petition between the nearest neighbor
AF superexchange interaction and the doubl exchange induced longrange FM
interaction [162]. They concluded that such com petition results in the appearance of
Incom m ensurate phases. T hese phases consist of a periodic array of dom ain walls.

A sdiscussed above, in the strong-coupling region, FM /0 O insulating state appears,
but when decreases, 00O disappears and instead, an OD phase is observed. This is
considered as a m etallic phase, as deduced from the result of the density of states. N ote
that thism etallicOD /FM phase isnext to the hsulatihg E-AF phase for < 15,which
isa new and inportant resul in the study of undoped m anganites [163]. Nam ely, the
com petition between FM m etallic and insulating phases is at the heart of the CM R
phenom ena, and then, by tuning experim entally the lattice param eters in RM nO 3 it
m ay be possble to cbserve the m agnetic- eld Induced m etalinsulator transition even
In undoped m anganies.

Let us consider the reason why the m etallic phase can exist even at half- Iling.
To clarify this point, it is quite useful to depict the Fem isurface lines. As shown in
Fjg.:-ﬂ (©), the nesting vector is ( ;0) or (0; ),not ( ; ). These nesting vectors are not
com patible w ith the staggered orbital ordering pattem that is stabilized increasing
This isone ofthe rem arkable features of them ultiorbitale;-electron system , which isnot
goeci cto two dim ensionality. In fact, in the results forthe three-din ensional (3D ) cass,
we also cbserve the signal ofthe m etalinsulator transition at a nite value of . In this
case, the orbital ordering pattem becom es very com plicated, but the pattem repeats
periodically on lattice largerthan 2 2 2. In the 3D case, an Intrinsic incom patibility
between the Fem isurface and the orbital ordering pattem is also found. Even w ithout
Invoking the num erical results discussed before, the qualitative argum ents related w ith
the nesting e ects In H yj, Incom patible w ith staggered orbital ordering strongly suggests
the presence of a m etallic phase n two and three din ensions at an all

333. =05 Now lt usmove to another In portant doping x=0.5. For halfdoped
perovskite m anganites, the socalled CE-type AF phase has been established as the
ground state in the 1950’s. This phase is composed of zigzag FM arrays of ty—
soins, which are coupled antiferrom agnetically perpendicular to the zigzag direction.
Furthem ore, the checkerboard-type charge ordering In the x-y plane, the charge stacking
along the z-axis, and (3x* ¢/3y* ?) orbitalordering are associated w ith thisphase.
A sctheam atic view of CE-type structure w ith charge and orbital ordering is shown in
Fig.1( () or2D case. In 3D, this patters repeats along the z-axis by kegping charge
and orbital structure, but changing soin directions.

A Yhough there is little doubt that the fam ousCE -state ofG codenough is indeed the
ground state of x= 0.5 intem ediate and low bandw idth m anganites, only very recently
such a state has received theoretical con m ation using unbiased techniques, at least
within som e m odels. In the early approach of G oodenough it was assum ed that the
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Figure 10. (@) Schem atic view of CE type structure at x=0.5 for2D case. (o) M onte
C arlo energy per site vs Ja¢ at density x=0.5, =15, low tem perature T=1/100, and
Jy =1 , using the two-orbial m odel in two din ensions w ith non-cooperative Jahn—
Teller phonons. As for AF2, see Fjg.:§(c). (c) Phase diagram In the plane -Jar at
x= 0.5, obtained num erically using up to 8 8 clusters. A lltransitionsare of rst-order.

T he notation is the standard one CD = charge disorder, CO =

= charge order, 00 =
orbital order, OD = orbital disorder). Resuls are reproduced from Ref. B3] where

m ore details can be found.

charge was distrbuted in a checkerboard pattem, upon which soin and oroital order
was found. But it would be desirable to ocbtain the CE -state based entirely upon a m ore
findam ental theoretical analysis, as the true state ofm nimum energy ofa wellkde ned
and realistic H am iltonian. If such a calculation can be done, as a bonus one would nd
out which states com pete w ith the CE —state In param eter space, an issue very in portant
In view of the m ixed-phase tendencies of M n-oxides, which cannot be handled w ithin
the approach of G oodenough.

O ne m ay naively believe that it is as easy as Introducing a huge nearest-neighbor
Coulomb repulsion V to stabilize a chargeordered state at x=0.5, upon which the
reasoning of G codenough can be applied. H ow ever, there are at least two problem sw ith
this approach {[64]. First, such a large V. quite lkely w ill destabilize the FM charge-
disordered state and others supposed to be com peting w ith the CE-state. It m ay be
possible to explain the CE-state w ith this approach, but not others also cbserved at
x= 0.5 In Jarge bandw idth M n-oxides. Second, a large V would produce a checkerboard
pattem in the three directions. H owever, experin entally it hasbeen known for a long
tin e R] that the charge stacks along the z-axis, nam ely the sam e checkerboard pattem
is repeated along z-axis, rather than being shifted by one lattice spacing from plane
to plane. A dom inant Coulomb interaction V cannot be the whole story for x=0.5
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low bandw idth m anganese oxides.

Thenontrivialtask of ndinga CE -statew ithout the use ofa huge nearest-neighbors
repulsion has been recently perfomm ed by Yunoki, Hotta, and D agotto [3Z], using the
two-orbital m odel w ith strong electron Jahn-Teller phonon coupling. The calculation
proceeded using an unbiased M onte Carlo sin ulation, and as an output of the study,
the CE-state indeed am erged as the ground-state In som e region of coupling space.
Typical results are shown In Fjgs.il:(} ) and ElZ] (© . In part (b) the energy at very low
tam perature is shown as a function of Jar at xed density x=05, Jy=1 for sim plicity,
and with a mobust electron-phonon coupling =15 usihg the two orbital m odel H 7
At anall Jhr, @ FM phase was found to be stabilized, according to the M onte Carlb
simulation. A ctually, at Jar= 0.0 it has not been possble to stabilize a partially AF—
state at x= 0.5, nam ely the states are alw ays ferrom agnetic at least w ithin the w ide range
of 's nvestigated (put they can have charge and orbital order). O n the other hand, as
Jar grow s, a tendency to form AF links develops, as it happens at x=0.0. At large Jar
eventually the system transitionsto statesthat arem ostly antiferrom agnetic, such asthe
socalled \AF )" state of Fig.11( b) (w ith an up-up-down-down spin pattemn repeated
along one axis, and AF ooupling along the other axis), or directly a fully AF -state In
both directions.

H ow ever, the Intem ediate values of J, r are the m ost Interesting ones. In this case
the energy of the two-din ensional clusters becom e at as a function of Jar suggesting
that the state has the sam e number of FM and AF links, a property that the CE-state
indeed has. By m easuring charge-correlations it was found that a checkerboard pattem
is form ed particularly at intem ediate and large ’s, as In the CE-state. Finally, after
m easuring the spin and orbial correlations, i was con m ed that indeed the com plex
pattem of the CE -state was fully stabilized In the simulation. This occurs In a robust
portion of the -Jar plane, as shown In Fig. El:(} (). The use of Jar as the natural
param eter to vary in order to understand the CE-state is justi ed based on Fig.10 (),
since the region of stability ofthe CE phase is elongated along the -axis, m eaning that
its existence is not so m uch dependent on that coupling but much m ore on J,r itself.
Tt appears that som e explicit tendency in the H am ittonian toward the form ation ofAF
links is necessary to form the CE -state. Ifthis tendency isabsent, a FM state if form ed,
w hile if it is too strong an A F —state appears. The x= 0.5 CE -state, sin ilar to the A type
AF atx= 0.0, needs an Intem ediate value of J,r for stabilization. T he stability w Indow
is nite and in this respect there is no need to carry out a ne tuning of param eters to

nd the CE phase. However, it is clear that there isa balance of AF and FM tendencies
in the CE phase that m akes the state som ew hat fragike.

N ote that the transitions am ong the m any states obtained when varying Jpr are
all of first order, nam ely they correspond to crossings of kevels at zero tem perature.
The mstorder character ofthese transitions is a crucial ingredient ofthe recent scenario
proposed by M oreo et al. [165] involving m ixed-phase tendencies w ith coexisting clusters
w ith equaldensity. Recently, rst-order transitions have also been reported In the one-

orbitalm odel at x=05 by A lonso et al. {166, 167], as well as tendencies toward phase
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Figure 11. (a) Energy per site as a function of Jar or =16 and Jy=1 forH jr

usihga 4 4 4 lattice. The curves denote them ean— eld results and the solid sym bols
Indicate the energy ocbtained by the relaxation m ethod. T hick solid, thick broken, thin
broken, thick dashed, thin dashed, thin broken, and thin solid lines denotes FM , A —
type, CE-typew th W C structure, charge-stacked CE -type, C -type, and G -type states,
respectively. Note that the charge-stacked CE -state is observed in experin ents. ()
Phase diagram in the ([Jar;V) plane or4 4 4 Jattice. N ote that the chargestacked
structure along the z-axis can be cbserved only in the CE type AF phase. Resuls are
reproduced from Ref. [:LEG:] w here m ore details can be found.

Separation.

Let us address now the issue of chargestacking (CS) along the z-axis. For this
purpose sin ulations using 3D clusters were carried out [I56]. T he result for the energy
vs. Jar ISshown nFig.ill(@),with Jy=1 and =1.6 xed.TheCE-statew ith charge-
stacking has been found to be the ground state on a wide J,r window . The reason
that this state has lower energy than the socalled \W ignercrystal" W C) version of
the CE-state, nam ely with the charge soread as much as possble, is once again the
In uence of Jpr . W ih a charge stacked arrangem ent, the links along the z-axis can all
be sim ultaneously antiferrom agnetic, thereby m inin izing the energy. In the W C —state
this is not possble.

It should be noted that this charge stacked CE -state is not inm ediately destroyed
when the weak nearest-neighbor repulsion V is introduced to the m odel, as shown in
Fig.11 (), cbtained in the mean- eld cakulations by Hotta, M alvezzi, and D agotto
[I56]. IfV is fiurther creased for a realistic value of J, r , the ground state eventually
changes from the charge stacked CE -phase to the W C version ofthe CE -state orthe C—
type AF phasewih W C charge ordering. A s explained above, the stability ofthe charge
stacked phase to theW C version ofthe CE -state isdue to them agnetic energy di erence.
H ow ever, the com petition betw een the charge-stacked CE —state and theC typeAF phase
wih the W C structure is not sin ply understood by the e ect of Jpr, since those two
kinds of AF phases have the sam e m agnetic energy. In this case, the stabilization ofthe
charge stacking origihates from the di erence in the geom etry of the one-din ensional
FM path, nam ely a zigzagpath forthe CE-phase and a straight-line path for the C -type
AF state. A sdiscussed above, the energy fore; electrons in the zigzag path is Iower than
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that in the straight-line path, and this energy di erence causes the stabilization of the
charge stacking. In short, the stability of the chargestacked structure at the expense
ofV is supported by \the geom etric energy"” as well as the m agnetic energy. N ote that
each energy gain is just a fraction ofty. Thus, in the absence of other m echanism s to
understand the charge-stacking, another consequence of this analysis is that V. actually
m ust be substantially sm aller than naively expected, othermw ise such a charge pattem
would not be stable. In fact, estin ations given by Yunoki, Hotta, and D agotto [32]
suggest that the m anganitesm ust have a lJarge dielectric function at short distances (see
Ref. [[68]) to prevent the m elting of the charge-stacked state.

Note also that the m ean— eld approxin ations by Hotta, M alvezzi, and D agotto
fl56] have shown that on-site Coulomb interactions U and U° can also generate a two-
din ensional C E -state, in agreem ent w ith the calculationsby van den Brink et al. {[44].
Then, we believe that strong Jahn-Teller and Coulomb couplings tend to give sim ilar
resuls. Thisbelief ndspartialcon m ation In them ean— eld approxin ations ofH otta,
M alvezzi, and D agotto [I5§], where the sin ilaritiesbetween a strong  and (U;U°) were
Investigated. Even doing the calculation w ith Coulom bic interactions, the in uence of
Jap is still crucial to inducing charge-stacking. T he in portance of this param eter has
also been rem arked by M athieu, Svedlindh and Nordblad [169] based on experim ental
resuls.

M any other authors carried out in portant work In the context of the CE -state at
x=05. Forexam ple, w ith the help ofH artreeFock calculations, M izokaw a and FuJjim ori
[170] reported the stabilization of the CE-state at x= 0.5 only if Jahn-Teller distortions
were incorporated into a model with Coulomb interactions. This state was found to
be In com petition wih a uniform FM state, aswell as wih an A -type AF -state w ith
uniform orbial order. In this respect the results are very sim ilar to those found by
Yunoki, Hotta and D agotto [82] using M onte Carl sinulations. In addition, using a
large nearest-neighbor repulsion and the one-orbitalm odel, charge ordering and a soin
structure com patible w ith the zigzag chainsofthe CE statewas found by Leeand M In at
x=05 [171]. Jackeli, Perkins, and P lakida also obtained charge-ordering at x= 0.5 using
m ean— eld approxim ations and a large V. [172]. Chargestacking was not investigated
by those authors. The CE-state n P1psCaysM nO 3 was also cbtained by Anisim ov et
al. using LSDA+ U technigues [[73].

334. 0.5 In the previous subsection, the discussion focused on the CE-type AF
phase at x=05. Naively, it m ay be expected that sin ilar argum ents can be extended to
the regin e x> 1/2, since in thephase diagram forLa,Ca; M nO 3,theAF phasshasbeen
found at low tem peratures in the region 0.50< x< 0.88. Then, ket us try to consider the
band-insulating phase for density x=2/3 based on them inin alm odelEq. (65) w ithout
both the Jahn-Teller phononic and Coulombic interactions, since this doping is quite
in portant for the appearance of the bistripe structure (see Refs. [[74,1175]).

A frer several calculations for x=2/3, as reported by Hotta et al. [141], the lowest-
energy state was found to be characterized by the straight path, not the zigzag one,
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Figure 12. (@) Pathwih w=1 at x=1=2. Charge and orbitaldensities are calculated
In the MFA for Ejr=2t. At each site, the orbital shape is shown wih its size in
proportion to the orbitaldensiy. (o) T he B S-structure path wih w=2 at x=2=3. (c)
The BS-structure path wih w=3 at x=3=4. (d) The W C structure path with w=1 at
x=2=3. () TheW C-structure path with w=1 at x= 3=4.

leading to the Ctype AF phase which was also discussed in previous subsection. For
a visual representation of the C -type state, see Fig. 4 of Ref. [[76]. At rst glance, the
zigzag structure sim ilar to that for x= 0.5 could be the ground-state for the sam e reason
as it occurs In the case of x=05. However, whik it is true that the state with such a
zigzag structure is a band-insulator, the energy gain due to the opening of the bandgap
is not always the dom Inant e ect. In fact, even in the case of x= 0.5, the energy of the
bottom ofthe band forthe straight path is 2%, whik for the zigzag path, it is §t0 .
For x=1/2, the energy gain due to the gap opening overcom es the energy di erence
at the bottom of the band, lading to the band-insulating ground-state. H owever, for
x=2/3 even ifa band-gap opens the energy ofthe zigzag structure cannot be lower than
that of the m etallic straight-line phase. Intuitively, this point can be understood as
follow s: An electron can m ove an oothly along the one-din ensional path if it is straight.
H owever, ifthe path is zigzag, \re ection" ofthe wavefunction occurs at the comer, and
then a an ooth m ovem ent of one electron is no longer possible. Thus, or an allnum bers
of carriers, it is natural that the ground-state is characterized by the straight path to
optin ize the kinetic energy of the e; electrons.

However, in neutron scattering experin ents a soin pattem sin ilar to the CE -type
AF phase has been suggested by Radaelliet al. {177]. In order to stabilize the zigzag
AF phase to reproduce those experin ents it is necessary to nclide the Jahn-Teller
distortion e ectively. As discussed by Hotta et al. [141)], a variety of zigzag paths
could be stabilized when the Jahn-Teller phonons are included. In such a case, the
classi cation of zigzag paths is an in portant issue to understand the com peting \bi-
stripe" vs. \W ignercrystal" structures. The fomm er has been proposed by M ori et
al. {I'74,175], while the latter was clain ed to be stable by Radaelliet al. {I77]. As
shown in the previous subsection, the shape of the zigzag structure is characterized by



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 51

Figure 13. (@) C—and E-type uni cells ig]. ) The spin structure in the a-bplane
at x=1/2. Open and solid sym bols denote the spin up and down, regpectively. The
thick line indicates the zigzag FM path. T he open and shaded squares denote the C —
and E type unit cells. At x=1/2, C +ype unit cell occupies half of the tw o-din ensional
plane, clearly indicating the \CE" type phase. (¢) The spin structure at x=2/3 for
W igner—crystaltypephase. N ote that 66% ofthe two-dim ensionallattice is occupied by
C 4ype unit cell. Thus, it is called \C,_3E;_3"-+ype AF phase. (d) The spin structure
at x=2/3 for bistripe type phase. Note that 33% of the two-din ensional lattice is
occupied by C-ype unit cell. Thus, it is called \C;_3E,_3"4ype AF phase.

the winding number w associated with the Berry-phase connection of an e;-electron
parallettransoorted through Jahn-Teller centers, along zigzag one-din ensional paths.
A s shown above, the total w nding num ber is equal to half of the num ber of comers
Inclided In the zigzag uni path. Namely, the winding number w is a good label to
soecify the shape of the zigzag one-din ensional FM path.

A fter ssveral attem pts to Include e ectively the Jahn-Teller phonons, it was found
that the bistripe phase and the W igner crystalphase universally appear orw=x=(1 Xx)
and w=1, respectively. Note here that the w Inding num ber for the bistripe structure
hasa ram arkable dependence on x, re ecting the fact that the distance between ad poent
bistripes changes w ith x. This x-dependence of the m odulation vector of the lattice
distortion has been cbserved In electron m icroscopy experin ents {174, 175]. The
corresponding zigzag pathsw ith the charge and orbital ordering are shown in Fig.12. In
the bistripe structure, the charge iscon ned in the short straight segm ent as in the case
ofthe CE type structure at x= 0.5. On the other hand, in the W ignercrystal structure,
the straight segm ent inclides two sites, indicating that the charge prefers to occupy
either of these sites. Then, to m Inim ize the Jahn-Teller energy and/or the Coulomb
repulsion, the g, electrons are distributed w ith equal spacing. The corresponding spin
structure is shown in Fig.i13. A dierence i the zigzag geom etry can produce a
signi cant di erent in the spin structure. The de nitions for the C-and E-type AF
structures B] are shown in Fi. E1:3 (@) for convenience. At x=1/2, as clarly shown
in Fig.13 ), half of the plane is Ied by the C-type, while another half is covered
by the E-ype, clearly illustrating the m eaning of \CE" in the spin structure of half-
doped m anganites. O n the other hand, as shown 1 Figs.13(c) and 13 d), the bistripe
and W igner crystalstructurehaveC, E typeand C,E; typeAF soin arrangem ents,
respectively. Such zigzagbased AF structure hasbeen discussed experin entally in single
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(a) Wigner-crystal type (b} Bi-stripe type

Figure 14. Schem atic view s or spin, charge, and orbital ordering for (@) W igner—
crystal structure and and (o) bistripe type structures at x=2/3 in 3D environm ent.
The open and solid symbols indicate the spin up and down, respectively. The FM
one-din ensionalpath is denoted by the thick lne. T he em pty sites denote M n** ions,
while the robes indicate the M n®* jons in which 3x®> 1% or 3y? 1? orbitals are
occupied.

layered m anganites Nd; S, M nO 4 by K inura et al. L78].

The charge structure along the z-axis for x=2/3 has been discussed by Hotta et
al [179]. As schematically shown in Figs.14@) and (), a rem arkablke feature can
be observed. D ue to the con nem ent of charge In the short straight segm ent for the
bistrpe phase, the charge stacking is suggested from our topological argum ent. On
the other hand, in the W ignercrystal type structure, charge is not stacked, but it is
shifted by one lattice constant to avoid the Coulomb repulsion. Thus, if the charge
stacking is also cbserved in the experin ent for x= 2/3, our topological scenario suggests
the bistripe phase as the ground-state in the low tem perature region. To establish the

nal\w inner" in the com petition between the bistripe and W ignercrystal structure at
x=2/3, m ore precise experin ents, as well as quantitative calculations, w ill be further
needed.

3.3.5. 0.5 Regarding densities sm aller than 0.5, the states at x=1/8, 1/4 and 3/8
have received considerable attention. See Refs. [180, 181, 182]. These investigations
are still In a \ uid" state, and the experin ents are not quite decisive yet, and for
this reason, this issue will not be discussed in much detail here. However, w ithout a
doubt, it is very im portant to clarify the structure of charge-ordered states that m ay
be n com petition wih the FM states In the range in which the latter is stablke nn
som e com pounds. \Stripes" may emerge from this picture, as recently rem arked
experin ents {183, 184,185, 186] and calculations 3], and surely the identi cation of
charge/orbital arrangem ents at x< 0.5 w illbe an in portant area of investigations in the
very near future.

Here a typical result for this stripe-like charge ordering is shown i Fig.1§, in
which the lowerenergy orbital at each site is depicted, and its size is In proportion to
the electron density occupying that orbital. This pattem is theoretically obtained by
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Figure 15. Num erical results for orbital densities in the FM phase for (@)x=1/2,
©)1/3,and (©)1/4 l_3§'] T he charge density In the lowerenergy orbital is shown, and
the size of the orbital is exactly in proportion to this density.

the relaxation technique for the optin ization of oxygen positions, nam ely including the
cooperative Jahn-Teller e ect. At Jeast in the strong elctron-phonon coupling region,
the stripe dharge ordering along the diagonal direction in the xy plane becom es the
globalground-state. N ote, how ever, that m any m eta-stable states can appear very close
to this ground state. Thus, the shape of the stripe is considered to uctuate both
In space and tim e, and in experin ents it m ay occur that only som e fragm ents of this
stripe can be detected. Tt should also be em phasized that the orbital ordering occurs
concom itant wih this stripe charge ordering. In the elkctron—rich region, the same
antiferro orbitatorder exists as that corresponding to x=0.0. On the other hand, the
pattem around the diagonal array of electron-poor sites is quite sim ilar to the buiding
block of the charge/orbital structure at x=05.

In Fig.13], it is ound that the sam e charge and orbital structure stacks along the
baxis. Nam ely, it ispossble to cover the w hole two-din ensional plane by som e periodic
charge-orbitalarray along the a-axis. Ifthis periodic array istaken asthe closed loop C,
thew inding numbersarew=1, 2, and 3, orx=1/2,1/3, and 1/4, respectively. N ote that
In this case w is Independent of the path along the a-axis. The resuls In ply a general
relation w= (1 x)=x for the charge-orbital strijpe n the FM phase, re ecting the fact
that the distance between the diagonal arrays of holes changes w ith x. O ur topological
argum ent predicts stable charge-orbial stripes at special doping such asx=1=(1+ w),
wih w an integer.

T his orbital ordering can be also interpreted as providing a \ "-shift in the orbital
sector, by analogy w ith the dynam icalstripes found in cuprates [187], although in copper
oxides the charge/spin stripesm ainly appear along the x—or y-directions. T he study of
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Figure 16. Schem atic gure ofthe possible spincharge-orbital structure at x=1/4 in
the zigzag AF phase at low tem perature and large electron-phonon coupling i_3-3]. This
gure was obtained using num erical techniques, and cooperative phonons, for Jy =1
and Jar= 0:ty. For the non-cooperative phonons, basically the sam e pattem can be

obtained.

the sin ilarities and di erences between stripes In m anganites and cuprates is one of the
m ost Interesting open problem s In the study of transition m etal oxides, and considerable
work is expected in the near future.

Finally, a new zigzag AF spin con guration for x< 0.5 is here brie y discussed B3].
In Fig. 1§, a schem atic view of this novel spin-charge-orbital structure on the 8 8
Jattice at x=1/4 is shown, deduced using the num erical relaxation technique applied to
cooperative Jahn-Teller phonons In the strong-coupling region. T his structure appears
to be the global ground state, but m any excited states w ith di erent spin and charge
structures are also found wih sm all excitation energy, suggesting that the AF spin
structure for x< 0.5 in the layered m anganites is easily disordered due to this \quasi-
degeneracy" in the ground state. This result m ay be related to the \soin—glass" nature
of the singke layer m anganites reported in experin ents [[88].

Tt should be noted that the charge-orbital structure is essentially the sam e as that
in the two-dinensional FM phase, as shown in Fig.1Y. This suggests the ollow ing
senario for the layered m anganites: W hen the tem perature is decreased from the
higher tem perature region, rst charge ordering occurs due to the cooperative Jahn-—
Teller distortions in the FM (or param agnetic) region. If the tem perature is further
decreased, the zigzag AF soin arrangem ent is stabilized, adjisting itself to the ordoital
structure. T hus, the ssparation between the charge ordering tem perature Tco and the
Neel tem perature Ty occurs naturally in this context. This is not surprising, sihoe
Tco is due to the electron-lattice coupling, whilk Ty origihates in the coupling Jar -
However, if the electron-phonon coupling is weak, then T., beocom es very low . In this
case, the transition to the zigzag AF phase m ay occur prior to the charge ordering. A s
discussed above, the e; electron hopping is con ned to one din ensional structures in the
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zigzag AF environm ent. T hus, in this situation, even a weak coupling electron-phonon
coupling can produce the charge-orbital ordering, as easily understood from the Peierls
Instability argum ent. N am ely, jist at the transition to the zigzag AF phase, the charge-
orbital ordering occurs sin ultaneously, ndicating that Tco =Ty . Note also that in the
zigzag AF phase, there is no essential di erence in the charge-orbital structures for the
non-ocooperative and cooperative phonons, due to the one-din ensionality ofthose zigzag
chains.

34. Summ ary

In this section, we have reviewed the theoretical results on spin, charge, and oroital
ordering In m anganies. W e believe that the com plicated ordering in m anganites is
caused by (i) com petition between FM m etallic and AF insulating phasesand (i) active
e, orbitaldegree of freedom . T he existence ofthe FM m etallic phase in the issue (i) has
been understood by the doublexchange conospt, whilk the varety of AF insulating
orighating from the point (i) has not been considered satisfactorily in the standard
doubleexchange m echanisn . Here we stress that the existence of active orbital does
not sim ply indicate the Increase of intemal degrees of freedom in addition to spin and
charge. W e should ram ark an important e ect of the orbial shape, leading to the
geom etrical pattem in the soih con guration. This point has been em phasized in this
section In the context of topological aspect of orbital ordering.

W e have not m entioned another im portant characteristic issue of m anganites, ie.,
phase ssparation tendency, which is a drving force of colossal m agneto-resistance
phenom enon In m anganies. The strong tendency of the phase ssparation is easily
understood in the com plex phase diagram incluiding severalkindsof rst ordertransition.
Readers should refer the previous review and textbook 3, 6], n which the phase-
separation tendency and related physics have been explained in detail.

4. O rbital physics in other d-electron m aterials

In the previous section, we have concentrated on the orbital physics of m anganites.
However, we can also observe orbial ordering phenom ena in other transition m etal
oxides. Here we introduce possbl orbital ordering In nickelates and ruthenates as
typicalm aterials of ; and t4 electron system s, repectively, in the sense that H, and
Hy,, can be applied. Finally, we also discuss a potential roke of orbital ordering in
geom etrically frustrated electron system s w ith orbital degeneracy.

4.1. ey electron system s

The existence and origh of \strped" structures continues attracting considerable
attention in the ressarch eld of transition m etal oxides {189, 190]. In a system with
dom inant electron-electron repulsion, the W ignercrystal state should be stabilized,
but In real materals, m ore com plicated non-uniform charge structures have been
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found. In Nd-based lightly-doped cuprates, neutron scattering experin ents revealed
incomm ensurate spin structures 191,192,193], where AF spin stripes are periodically
separated by dom ain walls of holes. In La, »SrCuO 4, dynam ical stripes are believed
to exist along vertical or horizontal directions (Cu-©O bond direction). Note that for
x< 0055, the spin-glass phase exhibits a diagonal spin modulation {194, 193]. In
nickelates, the charge-ordered stripes are along the diagonal direction [19§, 197, 19§,
199]. Ih m anganites, asm entioned in the previous section, evidence for striped charge—
ordering also along the diagonaldirection hasbeen reported in the AF phase forx>1/2
fl74, 175], while short-range diagonal stripe correlations have been found in the FM
phase at x< 1/2 {183, 184].

In general, stripes can be classi ed into m etallic or Insulating. In La, S5, Cul,,
the dynam ical stripes exhibit m etallic properties, but they are easily pinned by lattice
e ects and Impurties. In Lajg yNdy4S5CuO 4, stripes along the bond-direction are
pinned by lJattice distortions [[§9], but they are still m etallic. Intuitively, vertical or
horizontal stripes could be associated w ith the form ation of \rivers ofholes", to prevent
individualcharges from  ghting against the AF background R00, 187, 201]. Such stripes
should be m etallic, even if they are pinned, since they are lnduced by the optim ization
ofhole m otion between nearest-neighbor Cu-sites via oxygens.

However, in the diagonal stripes observed In m anganites and nickelates, charges
are basically localized, Indicating that such Insulating stripes are not determm ined jast
by the optin ization of the holk motion. In the FM state of m anganites, the holk
m ovam ent is already optim al and, naively, charges should not form stripes. O bviously,
an additionale ective localpotentialm ust be acting to con ne electrons Into stripes. If
such a potential originates in Jattice distortions, it is expected to occur along the bond
direction to avoid energy loss due to the con ict between neighboring lattice distortions
sharing the sam e oxygens. T hen, static stripes stabilized by lattioce distortions tends to
occur along the diagonaldirection, as shown F ig.1§, which are stabilized by Jahn-Teller
distortions B3].

In sin ple tem s, vertical or horizontal stripes In cuprates can be understood by
the ocom petition between Coulomb Interaction and hole m otion, whik diagonal stripes
are better explained as a consequence of a robust electron—lattice coupling. H owever, a
di culy hasbeen found for theoretical studies of stripe fom ation in doped nickelates,
since both Coulomb Interaction and electron—lattice coupling appear to be i portant.
Since the N#' ion has two elctrons in the g, orbitals, on-site Coulomb interactions
certainly play a crucial roke to orm spins S=1. W hen hols are doped, one ekctron
is rem oved and another rem ains in the g; orbitals, indicating that the hole-doped
site should become JT active. Then, in holedoped nickelates both Coulombic and
phononic interactions could be of relevance, a fact not considered in previous theoretical
nvestigations.

In the follow ing, we will review the recent results by Hotta and D agotto P0Z].
The m odel for nickelates is the ; orbital Hubbard Ham iltonian Eq. (§3), but another
In portant ingredient is added here. Nam ely, the electron-lattice term is divided into
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Figure 17. (@) Spin correlation S () vs. for x=0. () Two kinds of locale 4—
electron arrangem ents for x= 0. (c) AF spin pattem theoretically determ ined for < 3.

couplings for the apical and In-plane oxygen m otions. In layered nickelates, allN O ¢
octahedra are signi cantly elongated along the caxis, splitting the e5 orbitals. This
slitting from apical oxygens should be included explicitly from the start as the level
Folitting between a—and b-orbitals. Then, the m odel is de ned as

H=H+HT o+ Y e no= (100)
where isthe lkevel solitting. Later, the In-plane m otion of oxygens should be studied
by adding H :; on - Note that the energy unit is also ty In this subsection.

F irst, consider the undoped case. T he calculation isdone foran 8-site tilted cluster,
equivalent In com plexiy to a 16-site Jattice for the singleband H ubbard m odel. Since at
all sites the tw o orbitals are occupied due to the Hund’s rule coupling, the JT distortions
are not active and it is possbl to grasp the essential ground-state properties using
H. In FJg%j @), the Fourier transfom og soin correlations is shown vs. , where
S@=@=) &7 © ¥SISi, with Si= @ .di v d,di )=2. As expected, a
robust ( ; ) peak can be cbserved for < 3, suggesting that the AF phase is stabilized
by superexchange interactions. T he rapid decreass of S ( ; ) for > 3 isunderstood by
com paring the energies for local triplet and singket states, as shown in Fig.17 (). The
ground-state properties change at U° J=U , ading to =3J for the transition.
The spin structure at x= 0 is schem atically shown In Fig.17 ().

Let us tum our attention to the case x=1/2. T he 8-site tilted lattice is again used
for the analysis, and the phase diagram Fig.1§(a) is cbtained for =05. Sice
of nickelates is half of that of cuprates from the lattice constants for CuO ¢ and N ¢
octahedra, it is reasonable to select = 0.5 in theuni oft . Increasing J, an interesting
transformm ation from AF to FM phases is found. This is natural, since at large J the
system has a form al sin jlarity w ith m anganite m odels, w here kineticenergy gains lead
to ferrom agnetian , whik at an allJ the m agnetic energy dom inates. H owever, betw een
the Gtype AF ©rJ 0 and FM phase for J U, unexpected states appear which are
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Figure 18. (a) G round-state phase diagram at x=1/2 without electron-phonon
coupling. @) S (@) for the CE- and E-type phases, at the couplings indicated. (c)
Spin and charge pattems for the CE —and E -type phases. T hese are schem atic view s,
since Iocal charge-densities in practice are not exactly 1 and 2.

m xtures of FM and AF phases, due to the com petition between kinetic and m agnetic
energies. Typical spin correlations S (@) are shown in Fig.18 (). Note that peaks at
g= ( ;0)and ( =2; =2) indicate \C" and \E " type spin-structures, respectively. D ouble
peaksat g= ( ;0) and ( =2; =2) denote the CE -type structure, frequently cbserved in
halfdoped m anganites P03]. In halfdoped nickelates, the CE-phase is expressed as a
m ixture of type (I) and (II) In F i. 8§ (c), depending on the positions of the S=1 and
S=1/2 sites, although the \zigzag" FM chain structure is comm on for both types. The
E-type phase is also depicted In Fig.18(c). Note that the charge correlation alvays
exhlbisapeak at g= ( ; ) (ot shown here), ndicating the checkerboard-type charge
ordering.

In experim ental results, a peak at ( =2; =2) In S (@) hasbeen reported, suggesting
an AF pair of S=1 spins across the singly-occupied sites w ith holes. M oreover, the
checkerboard-type charge ordering has been experin entally observed [194, 197, 198,
199]. Thus, the spin-charge pattems of CE (II)- and E-type are consistent w ith the
experin ental results. O ur phase diagram has a robust region w ith a peak at ( =2; =2),
both forCE —and E -type phases, although the CE phase exhiits an extra peak at ( ;0).
W hether the E—-or CE phases are present in nickelates can be studied experin entally in
the future by searching for this ( ;0) peak. N ote that if di use scattering experin ents
detect the AF ocorrelation along the holk stripe, as has been found at x=1/3 R04],
the CE (I)-type m ay be the only possbility. Summ arizing, the spin-charge structure
n x=1/2 experin ents can be understood within the Ham ilftonian H by assum ing a
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Figure 19. (@) Num erically obtained cooperative distortion pattem for an 8-site

lattice at x=1/2 including H :f on - Black and open circles indicate Niand O ions,

respectively. Open symbols indicate e; orbitals in the optim ized state. () Total
ground-state energy vs. d for x=1/2. (c) O rbitaldensitiesh ,;iand h ;i for sites 1{4.
See (d) forthe site labels. O ptin ized orbitalsat d= 0.3 for sites 1 and 3 are also shown.

relatively large J.

Considernow thee ect ofin-plane oxygen m otion. N ote that apicaloxygen m otions
have already been included as an e;—level splitting. T he extra electron-phonon coupling
term isH ons EQ. @9). Since all oxygens are shared by adjcent N octahedra,
the distortions are not independent. To consider such cooperative e ect, In principle,
the O —ion displacem ents should be optin ized. H owever, in practice i is not feasbl to
perform both the Lanczos diagonalization and the optin ization of all oxygen positions
for 6—and 8-site clusters. In the actual calculations, Q 15, Q i, and Q 3; are expressed by
a sinhgle param eter d, for the shift of the O —ion coordinate. Note that the unit of d is
g=k, typically 01 O0.3A .Then, the totalenergy is evaluated as a function ofd to nd
them Ininum energy state. R epeating these calculations for ssveral distortion pattems,
it is possible to deduce the optin al state.

A fter several trials, the optim al distortion at x=1/2 is shown in Fig.19(@). The
diagonalization hasbeen perfom ed at several values of d on the 8-site distorted lattice
and the m nimum in the total energy is found at d=023, as shown in Fig.d19 (). As
m entioned above, even w ithout H -7 on s the checkerboard-type charge ordering has been
cbtained, but the peak at g= ( ; ) signi cantly grows due to the e ect of lattice
distortions. N ote that the distortion pattemn in Fig..l9 (@) isessentially the sam e asthat
for halfdoped m anganites. T his is quite natural, sihoe JT active and nactive lons exist
bipartitely also for halfdoped nickelates. Then, due to this JT -type distortion, orbital
ordering for halfdoped nickelates is predicted, as schem atically shown In Fig. 19(@).
The shapes of orbials are determ ined from the orbital densities, h ,;1 and h 4;i, as
shown In Fig.19(). The weltknown altemnate pattemn of 3x*> ¢ and 3y* ¢ orbials
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in halfdoped m anganites is denoted by dashed lines. Increasing d, the shape of orbitals
deviates from 3x? ¢ and 3y’ ¥, but it is still characterized by the orbitals elongating
along the x—and y-directions. See Insets of Fig.19(c). It would be very interesting to
search for orbital ordering in halfdoped nickelates, using the resonant X —ray scattering
technique.

Now ltusm ove to the case x=1/3. Ifthe actualexpected stripe structure at x=1/3
is faithfilly considered {196, 197, 198,199], it is necessary to analyze, at Jeast, a 6 6
cluster. However, such a largesize cluster w ith orbital degeneracy cannot be treated
exactly due to the exponential growth of the H ibert space w ith cluster size. Then, a
covering of the two-din ensional @D ) lattice using zigzag 6-sites clusters as shown in
Fig.20 (@) is considered by assum ing a periodic structure along the diagonal direction.

F irst we consider the case w ithout H :f on - T hephase diagram cbtained by analyzing
the zigzag 6-site cluster orH is i Fig.20 b). Typj%alspjn and charge correlations are
shown in F gs.20© and 20 d), where C (@)= A=) ;€9 “ Yht; i) {n mii,
wih n= n; .

Since the mom entum g is de ned along the zigzag direction in the unit ofp 2=a,
where a is the Jattice constant, the phase labekd by g=2 =3 in Fig.2Q () denotes an
incom m ensurate AF phase w ith the proper soin stripe structure. T he phase labeld by
o= =3 indicates a soin spiral state, which will eventually tum to the FM phase In the
them odynam ic lim it. T hus, the soin stripe phase appears between the comm ensurate
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Figure 21. (a) Cooperative distortion pattem for the zigzag 6-sites cluster at x=1/3.
(o) Totalground-state energy and (g) C (Q) vs. d orx=1/3.

AF and FM -like phases, sin ilar to the case of x=1/2. However, as ssen in Fig.20d),
C (@ In the soin stripe phase does not show the striped charge structure (=2 =3).
R ather, bipartite charge ordering characterized by a peak at =  stillrem ains. N am ely,
the H am iltonian w ithout H :f on CaN explain the spin stripe, but does not reproduce the
striped charge ordering at x=1/3, Indicating the in portance of H o, -

Consider now the e ect of H eef pn or x= 1/3. A fter evaluating total ground-state
energies for several kinds of distortions, the pattem i Fig. 21 @) has been found to
provide the optin alstate at x= 1/3. T his type ofdistortion inducesa spatialm odulation
of the kevel splitting as  1=2= ,= 3= 4/2= 5 = 4, where ; is the lvel splitting
caused by the in-plane oxygen m otions. N ote that this breathing-m ode m odulation is
consistent w ith experin ental results P05]. The site numbers are ound in Fig. 21 @).
The m ninum energy is ound at d=0.1, as shown in Fig. 21 (). The m odulation of
Jevel splitting stabilizes the striped charge ordering characterized by a g=2 =3 peak In
C @), as clearly shown in Fig.21 ().

Note that (3x* #/3y* 7)-type orbial ordering does not occur in Fig. 21 @).
P henom enologically, such orbitalordering tendsto appear in a hole pair ssparated by one
site, the unit of the \bistripe" ofm anganites {[74,173]. H owever, such a bistripe-type
ordering contradicts the x=1/3 striped charge-ordering, and the bistripe-type solution
was found to be unstabl In these calculations. One may oconsider other distortion
pattems which satisfy both (3x* ¢/3y* 7¥)-type orbitaland striped charge-ordering,
but in sudh distortions no energy m inim um was obtained for d> 0. A fter several trials,
Fig.21 (@) has provided the m ost optin al state.

In sum m ary, possibl soin, charge, and oroital structures of layered nickelates have
been discussed based on the g;-orbital degenerate H ubbard m odel coupled w ith lattice
distortions. To understand the nickelte stripes, both Hund’s rule interaction and
electron-lattice coupling appear essentially inportant. At x=1/2, @x? ?/3y* ?)-
type orbital ordering sin ilar to that In halfdoped m anganites is predicted. Even FM
phases could be stabilized by chem ically altering the carrier’s bandw idth. Forx=1/3, a
oatialm odulation in level solitting plays an in portant role for stripe form ation.
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42. ty ekctron system s

Let us now oonsider orbital ordering In a system with active tyy-orbital degree of
freedom . A s iswellknown, ty-electron system s such as titanates and vanadates have
been studied for a long tine. A fter the discovery of superconductiviy in layered
cobalt oxyhydrate NagssCo0, 130 [P06], m agnetic properties of cobaltites have been
discussed intensively both from experim ental and theoretical sides. In reltion wih
cobaltites, one-din ensional tyy electron m odel has been studied theoretically for the
understanding of spin and orbital state of tp, ekctrons P07, 208]. W hen we tum our
attention to 4d electron system s, R u-oxides have been also focused, after the discovery
of triplet superconductivity in the layered ruthenate SpRuO,; R09]. In addition, the
isostructuralm aterial C a,Ru0 4 has been studied as a typical stage of spin and orbital
ordering of 4 electrons. In this subsection, we review the orbital ordering phenom enon
in Ca,Ruly.

As mentioned in Sec. 2, Ru*" ion inclide Hur elctrons in the low-spin state,
since the crystalline electric eld is e ectively lJarger than the Hund’s rule Interaction.
Thus, four electrons occupy ty orbitals, leading to S=1 soin. The G type AF phase in
N eeltem perature Ty is 125K .To understand the N eel state cbserved in experin ents, one
m ay consider the e ect of the tetragonal crystal eld, leading to the splitting between
xy and fyz,zxg orbitals, where the xy-orbial state is lower in energy than the other
levels. W hen the xy-orbital is fully occupied, a sin ple superexchange interaction at
strong Hund’s rule coupling can stabilize the AF state. However, X ray absorotion
Soectroscopy studies have shown that 0.5 holes per site exist in the xy-orbital, while
15 holkes are contained in the zx—and yz-orbitals P13], suggesting that the above naive
picture based on crystal eld e ects seem s to be incom plete. This fact suggests that
the orbital degree of freedom m ay play a m ore crucial role in the m agnetic ordering in
ruthenates than previously anticipated.

First ket usbrie y review the result by Hotta and D agotto P14]. The H am iltonian
is the tpy Hubbard m odel coupled w ith Jahn-Teller distortions, already given by Hy, ,
Eqg. 63) In Sec. 2. This model is believed to provide a starting point to study the
electronic properties of ruthenates, but it is di cult to solve even approxin ately. To
gain insight into this com plex system , an unbiased technique should be em ployed rst.
Thus, Hotta and D agotto have analyzed a small 2 2 plaquette cluster In detail by
using the Lanczos algorithm for the exact diagonalization, and the relaxation technique
to determm ine the oxygen positions. In actualcalculations, at each step forthe relaxation,
the electronic portion of the H am iltonian is exactly diagonalized fora xed distortion.
Tterations are repeated until the system converges to the global ground state.

T he ground state phase diagram cbtained by H otta and D agotto is shown in F ig.22.
There are six phases In total, which are categorized into two groups. One group is
com posed of phases stemm ing from the U0 or E ;=0 limis. The origih of these
phases w ill be addressed Jater, but rst theirm ain characteristics are brie y discussed.



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 63

FM/OO
(1/2:3/2)

10 T

FM/OD
(3/4:5/4)

) ]
3 G-AF/00 |
C-AF/OD flaR)
2L (ean) |
_ M(1/2:322 .

. — CDW(1:1)

Figure 22. Ground state phase diagram for the t,y Hubbard m odel coupled w ith
Jahn-Teller phonons ©r J= 3U =4. T he notation is explained in the m aintext.

ForEs;=0,aC-type AF orbital disordered (OD ) phase appears in the region of an all
and intem ediate U °. T his state is characterized by ny, ny,+ n,=1/23/2,wheren isthe
hole num berper site at the -orbital. H ereafter, a shorthand notation such as\1/2:3/2"
isused to denote the hole con guration. For Jarge U %, and stillE ;r=0,aFM /OD phase
characterized by 3/45/4 is stable, which m ay correspond to SpRuO 4. On the other
hand, or U0 and smallE 57, a \metallic" M ) phase with small lattice distortion
is cbserved, whik for large E 51, a charge-density-wave (CDW ) state characterized by
11 was found. In short, the G type AF phase cbserved experin entally P12] does not
appear, neither orE ;; =0 nor oruU = 0.

Another group inclides two phases which are not connected to either E ;=0 or
U%0. It is only in this group, with both lattice and Coulomb e ects being relevant,
that for intem ediate U° the G type AF and orbital ordered (00 ) phase with 1/2:3/2
found in experin ents R13] is stabilized. At larger U% a FM /OO phase occurs w ith the
sam e hole arrangem ent. In the FM phase, shce an S=1 soin with S,=+ 1 is form ed at
each site, the up-soin num ber is unity at each orbital, whik the dow n-soin distribution
depends on the orbital. In the AF state, the con guration ofdoubloccupied orbitals is
the sam e as in the FM phase, but the sihgle-occupied orbital contains 0.5 up—and 0.5-
down soins on average, since the S=1 soin direction uctuates due to the AF coupling
between neighboring S= 1 spins. H ow ever, the soin correlationspeak at ( , ), ndicating
the GAF structure. Exospt for the soin direction, the charge and orbial con guration
intheFM /00O phase isthe sam easin theG-AF /00 state. An antiferro-orbital ordering
pattem including xy, vz, and zx orbitalshasbeen suggested fortheseFM and AF phases.

On the other hand, a ferro \02" xy-orbital ordered state has been suggested by
Anisin ov etal R15]. Fang et al. also predicted the ferro-type orbitalordering P16]. Tt
seem s to be di erent from experin ents on the hole distrbution in Ref. R13], but due to
the com bination of optical conductivity m easurem ent and LDA+ U calculations P17, it
hasbeen found that xy-oroital ferro ordering occurs and the change of hole population
can be explained due to the tem perature dependence of electronic structure.



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 64

3 T T T 0'30llllIIII'I""I'"'I""I""I""
(a) Q=(028) {b} Q=(026)
2 025 1

3 ENN ST
Z Soxof T ¥t E 5 4y ]
o 2
= 0f F015F $ ]
2 2
z 2
5-1 £o10f ¥
E =
-2 o 6K 005 L ]
i ® 308K %
-3 ! 1 1 O R N T T T O N A S R A WA VA AR
0 80 180 270 360 0 50 100 450 200 250 300 350

Azimuthal angle (degree) Temperature ( K )

Figure 23. (@) A zinuthal angl dependence of the interference term fora m ain edge
peak at 305 and 6 K at Q= (0;2;6). The thick and thin curves denote the analysis
results at 305 and 6 K, respectively. (o) Tam perature dependence of the interference

term at Q= (0;2;6). A s for details, readers refer Ref. R18]

Recently, Kubota et al. have perfom ed the experin ent to detem ine the oroial
ordering In Ca,Ru0 4 by using the resonant X -ray scattering interference technigue at
the K edge of Ru P18]. In this new and skillfnl technique, it is rem arkable that the
dyy orbital ordering is cbserved even at room tem perature, in which the Jahn-Teller
distortion is negligble. Note here that the Jahn-Teller distortion is de ned as the
ratio of the apical Ru-©O bond length to the equatorial Ru-O bond length in the RuO ¢
octahedron.

T he resonant x—ray scattering RX S) m easurem ent has been very powerfiilm ethod
to detect the orbital ordering, but the conventional RX S m easurem ent is not useful for
the observation of a ferro-type orbital state, since it is di cult to extract the signal for
the ferro-orbital ordered state at  point in a m om entum space, which is acoom panied
w ith a large am plitude ofa fundam entalre ection by Thom son scattering. H owever, the
RX S interference technique can observe the ferro-type orbital ordered state, In which
the signal ism agni ed by the Interference w ith a fuindam ental signal.

In Figs.23, we show typical results at the K edge ofRu, cbtained by K ubota et al.
F ijgure23 (@) denotes the azin uthalangk dependence ofthe interference term foram ain
edge peak. W e note that the signalexhits the characteristic oscillation w ith the period
of 360 degrees. M oreover, the signi cant signal can be found even at 305 K, in which
the Jahn-Teller distortion is negligble. This fact suggests that the Interference termm is
directly related to the orbitalordering. In F .23 (), the tem perature dependence ofthe
RX S signalisshown. Below 200K , we can observe that the RX S signal for the ferro-type
xy-orbital ordering is aln ost saturated due to the occurrence of the G-AF Neel state.
Above 200 K , them agniude ofthe signal is gradually decreased and becom es zero at the
m etalinsulator transition tem perature ( 357 K ). Since the apicalbond length of RuOq
becom es aln ost equalto the averaged equatorialbond length around at 300K R212], it is
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di cul to consider that the Jahn-Teller distortion is the origin of the orbital ordering.
Thus, the coupling of ty electron with Jahn-Teller distortion is not the prin ary tem
of the electron-phonon coupling part. R ather, the tilting and/or budkling m odes should
be ncluded seriously in the m odel H am iltonian.

Finally, ket usbrie y mention another result of a resonant X +ray di raction study
on Ca;Ru0 4 at the Ru Ly and Ly edges R19]. Zegkinoglbu et al. have observed a
signi cant enhanoem ent of the m agnetic scattering intensity at the wave vector which
characterizes the AF ordering. Then, they have found a phase transition between two
param agnetic phases around 260 K, n addition to the wellknown AF transition at
Ty = 110K . D ue to the analysis of polarization and azin uthal angle dependence of the
di raction signal, Zegkinoglou et al. have conclided that the transition at 260K is
attributed to the orbital ordering ofRu t,4 electrons. T his orbital order is characterized
by the sam e propagation vector as the low -tem perature AF phase. N ote, however, that
the ferro-orbital com ponent of the ordering pattem cannot be ruled out, as m entioned
by Zegkinoglbu et al.

4 3. Geom etrically frustrated system s

As an Important ngredient to understand novel m agnetisn of actual strongly
correlated electron m aterials, thus far we have emphasized a potential role of
orbital degree of freedom , when elctrons partially 11 degenerate oroitals. However,
on the lattice with geometrical frustration, a subtle balance am ong oom peting
Interactions easily lads to a variety of interesting phenom ena such as unconventional
superconductivity and exotic m agnetism . The recent discovery of superconductivity
in layered cobalt oxyhydrate NagssCo0, 1300 R0§] has certainly triggered intensive
Investigations of superconductivity on the triangular Jattice. C onceming them agnetian ,
antiferrom agnetism on the trianglbased structure has a long history of investigation
220]. In the low din ensional system , the combined e ect of geom etrical frustration and
strong quantum uctuation is a source of peculiar behavior In low -energy physics, as
typically ound in the Heisenberg zigzag chain wih spin S=1/2. A s the strength of
frustration is ncreased, the ground state is known to be changed from a critical soin—
liquid to a gapped din er phase P21, 222, 223, 224]. In the din er phase, neighboring
Foins form a valence bond to gain the localm agnetic energy, while the correlation am ong
the valence bonds is weakened to suppress the e ect of spin frustration.

Here we have a naive question: W hat happens In a system w ith both active orbital
degree of freedom and geom etrical frustration? Tt is considered to be an intriguing
issue to clarify the in uence of orbital ordering on m agnetic properties in geom etrically
frustrated system s. For instance, signi cant role of tyg-orbital degree of freedom has
been rem arked to understand them echanian oftw o phase transitions iIn soinel vanadium
oxidesAV,0,; A=2n,Mg, and Cd) P25, 226,227]. It has been proposed that orbital
ordering brings a spatial m odulation In the soin exchange and soin frustration is
consequently relaxed. Sin ilarly, forM gT 1,0 4, the om ation of a valenoebond crystal
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Figure 24. Lattice location and site num bering of N -site lJadder and zigzag chain.
The length isde ned asL=N=2.

due to orbital ordering has been also suggested P28, 229].

Since d- and f-elctron orbitals are spatially anisotropic, there always exist easy
and hard directions for electron motion. Thus, it is reasonable to expect that the
e ect of geom etrical frustration would be reduced due to orbial ordering, depending
on the lattice structure and the type of orbital, in order to arrive at the soin structure
which m nin izes the In uence of frustration. However, the soin structure on such an
orbitalordered background m ay be fragilk, since the e ect of geom etrical frustration
never vanishes, unlss the lattice distortion is explicitly taken into account. It is a
highly non-trivial problem , whether such an orbial arrangem ent actually describes the
low -energy physics of geom etrically frustrated system s. In particular, it is im portant
to clarify how the orbitalarranged badckground is intrinsically stabilized through the
soin-orbital correlation even w ithout the electron-lattice coupling. In this subsection,
we review the recent result by Onishiand Hotta conceming the rol of orbital ordering
in the geom etrically frustrated lattice P30, 231, 232, 233].

O nishiand H otta have considered an e;-orbitalm odelon the N -site Jadder or zigzag
chain, Including one electron per site w ith two orbitals, ie., quarter lling. The lattice
they have used is shown In F ig.24. N ote that the zigzag chain is com posed ofequilateral
triangles. The e,-orbital degenerate Hubbard m odel is already given by Eq. (63), but
the electron-phonon tem is not considered. N am ely, the m odel is w ritten as

He,=H 3 +HZ o (101)

Here the d—e]ecttorf) hopping am plitude £, for the oblique u direction is de ned by
t,=t=4, t,=t%.= 34=8, §,=3t=16. Note the relation of £’ ;*=t' ;. Conceming
hopping am plitudes along x—and y-directions, sese Egs. 65) and (56) . In this subsection,
t; is taken as the energy unit.

In order to analyze the com plex m odel lncluding both orbital degree of freedom
and geom etrical frustration, O nishiand H otta have em ployed the nite-system density
m atrix renom alization group O M RG ) m ethod, which is appropriate for the analysis of
one site ncludes two e; orbitals and the num ber ofbases is 16 per site, the size of the
superblock H ibert space becom esvery largeasm ? 16, wherem isthe num ber of states
kept foreach block. To accelerate the calculation and to save m em ory resources, O nishi
has skillfillly reduced the size of the superblock Hibert space to m? 4, by treating
each orbitalas an e ective site. In the actual calculations, m states up tom =200 were
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Figure 25. The soin-correlation finction m easured from the center of the lower
chain for the PM ground state in (@) the ladder and () the zigzag chain. The local
m agnetization forthe st spin-excited state in (c) the ladderand (d) the zigzag chain.

kept in the renom alization process and the truncation error was estin ated to be 10 °
atm ost.

Now we iIntroduce the results on the spin structure of the param agnetic PM )
ground state at J=0, sihce the zigzag chain is relevant to a geom etrically frustrated
antiferrom agnet In the soin-singkt PM phase. Here we refer only the result for J=0,
but readers should consul w ith Ref. 3] about the results for J6 0. In F igs.25 @) and
25 ), we show tBe DM RG results orN = 40 of the spin-correlation function C g5, (15 )=
nS7Siiwith Si= (1» i 4)=2.Notethata largevalue ofU = 20 wasused to consider
the strong-coupling region, but the results did not change qualitatively for am aller values
ofU°. Asshown In Fig.25 @), we cbserve a sin pke N eel structure in the ladder. On the
other hand, in the zigzag chain, there exists AF ocorrelation between intra-chain sites in
each of lower and upper chainns, whilke the spin correlation between interchain sites is
much weak. Nam ely, the zigzag chain is considered to be decoupled to a double chain
In tem s of the spin structure.

In oxder to clarify the characteristics of the soin structure In the excited state,
Onishi and Hotta have Investigated the localm agnetization M ;=hS{i for the lowest—
energy statew ith SZ =1, ie. the rst spin-excited state, where S, is the z com ponent
of the total spin. In the Jadder, the totalm om ent of SZ =1 is distrdbuted to the whole
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Figure 26. Optinalorbial arrangem ent in @) the ladder and () the zigzag chain.

system and there is no signi cant structure, as shown in Fig.25(c) . O n the other hand,
the situation is drastically changed in the zigzag chain. A sshown In F ig.25 (d), the total
moment of S§, =1 is con ned in the Iower chain and it form s a sinusoidal shape w ith
a node, while nothing is found in the upper chain. Note that the sihusoidal shape of
the Jocalm agnetization is characteristic ofthe S=1/2 AF Heisenberg chain w ith edges
at low temperatures P37, 238]. Thus, the doublk-chain nature in the spin structure
rem ains robust even for the soin-excited state.

Onishi and Hotta have also discussed the orbital arrangem ent to understand the
m echanisn ofthe appearance ofthe soin structures. Forthe detem ination ofthe orbital
arrangem ent, orbital correlations are usually m easured, but due care should be paid to
the de nition. By analogy w ith Egs. (77) and (78) which have treated the phase of the
JT djstortjons,(phase—dressed operators are Introduced as

g, = e os(=2)di, + sin(;=2)dy J;

5 , (102)
dp = e [ sih(;=2)diy, + cos(;=2)dy, I:

Then, the optin al set of £ ;g is detem ined so as to m axim ize the orbitaloorrelation
function, which is de ned as %
T@= (1N?) nriTiie? © 3 (103)
i3
P
w ith T?= @, dn & dn )=2.

As shown in Fig.26 (), in the case of the ladder, O nishi and Hotta have found
that a ferro-orbital FO ) ordering, characterized by ;= 118, appears in the ground
state. In the st soin-excited state, the FO structure also appears, but the angle
characterizing the orbital shape is slightly changed as ;= 120 to further extend to
the leg direction. O n the other hand, in the zigzag chain, it is observed that both in the
ground and rst spin-excited states, T () becomesm aximum at g=0 wih ;= 132,
indicating a 3x* ¥ orbitalat each site, as shown in Fig. 26 (). Note that the orbial
arrangem ent is unchanged even In the spin-excited state. N am ely, the orbital degree of
freedom  spontaneocusly becom es \dead" in low -energy states to suppress the e ect of
Foin frustration.

It is interesting to rem ark that the spin-exchange interactions becom e anisotropic
due to the orbitalarranged badkground. F irst ket us consider the zigzag chain, which is
e ectively described by the H ubbard m odelcom posed of 3x? ¥ orbital. T is intuitively
understood that the AF exchange Interaction along the u direction J; should be much
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weaker than that along the x direction J,, since the orbital shape extends along the
double chain, not along the zigzag path, as shown In Fig.26 (). In order to estin ate
the ratio of J;=J,, it is enough to consider the hopping am plitudes between adpcent
optin al\a"-orbitals, 3x* ¥ in thiscase, which aregiven by t,=1and &_,=1/64. Then,
taking acocount of the second-order process In tem s of electron hopping between only
3x* ¥ orbitals, we obtain J;=J, = R (&,)*=U ER ®,)*=U 1= 1=64%. This sm allvalue of
J,=J, clkarly indicates that the spin correlation on the zigzag path is reduced due to
the spatial anisotropy of 3x? ¥ orbital. Thus, the zigzag chai is e ectively reduced
to a doublechan system ofthe S=1/2 AF Heisenberg chaln, suggesting that the soin
gap should be extram ely suppressed, since the son gap decreases exponentially w ith the
increase of J,=J; i the gapped din er phase in the zigzag spin chain P24].

On the other hand, in the ladder wih the ferro-orbial structure as shown in
Fig. 26 (a), the orbital shape extends to the rung direction as well as to the kg
direction. W hen we de ne Jxy and Jnng as the AF exchange interactions along the
g and rung directions, respectively, we obtain Jnng=Jrg= 026, which ismudch larger
than J;=J,= 1=64? in the case of the zigzag chain. The spin correlation on the rung
is considered to ram ain nite, lading to the sinple Neel structure. Thus, the soin
excitation in the ladder is expected to be gapfil sin ilar to the spin ladder P39,240Q].

W e have reviewed both ground- and excited-state properties of the e;-orbital
degenerate H ubbard m odel on the ladder and the zigzag chain. It has been found that
the zigzag chain is reduced to a decoupled double-chain soin system due to the selection
of a speci c orbital. It is considered as a general feature of geom etrically frustrated
muliorbial system s that the orbital selection soontaneously occurs so as to suppress
the e ect of pin frustration.

Fially, ket us brie y comment on the e ect of lvel splitting between x? v
and 3z> ¥ orbitals, which has not been considered in the present Ham iltonian. In
particular, when 3z° ¥ orbital is the lower kvel which is well ssparated from x* v
orbital, the hopping am plitude does not depend on the direction and the e ect of soIn
frustration revives for the system w ith isotropic AF interactions. In such a region w ith
strong spin frustration, a nite energy gap between ground and rst-excited states can
be clearly observed. N aively thinking, it m ay be called a spin gap, but we should note
that the orbitalarrangem ent is signi cantly in uenced by the soin excitation. In general,
the energy gap between ground and rst-excited states in m ultiorbital system s should
be called a spin-orbitalgap. A s or details, readers consul w ith Ref. R41]

5. M odelH am iltonian for f-electron system s

Thus far, we have reviewed the theoretical results on orbital ordering phenom ena of
delctron system s. A s typical exam ples, we have picked up m anganites, nickelates,
and ruthenates. H owever, there exists another soin-charge-orbital com plex system such
as f-electron com pounds. In the latter half of this artick, we review orbital ordering
phenom ena of f electron systam s. B efore proceeding to the description ofthe theoretical



O rbital ordering phenom ena in d-and f-elctron system s 70

results, again it is necessary to set the m odel H am iltonian for f-electron system s. In
order to construct such a m icrosoopic H am iltonian, we m ust Include sin ultaneously the
tinerant nature of £ electrons aswell as the e ects of strong electron correlation, CEF,
and son-orbit interaction. Am ong them , the existence of strong spin-orbit nteraction is
essential di erence from d-electron systam s. T he Inclusion of the spih-orbit nteraction
is a key issue, when we construct them odelH am iltonian for £ electron m aterials. Since
this is a com plicated problem , it is instructive to start the discussion w ith a m ore basic
level. Nam ely, we rst review in detailthe single ion problem focusing on the properties
of Jocal f-electron states in com parison w ith those ocbtained in the LS and j—j coupling
schem es. Then, we m ove on to the explanation of the m icroscopic f-electron m odel on
the basis of the j—j coupling schem e.

5.1. LS vs. j=j coupling schem es

In the standard textbook, it is frequently stated that for rareearth ion system s, the
LS ooupling scham e works well, whike for actinides, in particular, heavy actinides, the
=) coupling schem e becom es better. H owever, do we sin ply acospt such a statem ent?
D epending on the kevel of the problem In the condensed m atter physics, the validity
of the approxin ation should be changed, but such a point has not been explained in
the textbook. Tt is in portant to clarify which picture is appropriate for the purpose to
consider the m any-body phenom ena In f-electron system s.

Let us generally consider the £* con guration, wheren isthe num ber of £ electrons
Included on a localized jon. In the LS ocoupling sch%n e, rstthe sp]'w_gl S and angular
momentum L are omed due to Hund’smulksasS= | s;andL= | ‘, wheres;
and Y; are spIn and angularm om entum for i-th f electron. Note that the Hund’s rules
are based on the Pauli principle and Coulomb interactions am ong f elctrons. A fter
form ng S and L, we nclude the e ect of pin-orbit interaction, given by L S ,where
isthe soin-orbit coupling. W enotethat >0 forn<7,whilke <0 forn> 7. Notealso that
a good quantum num ber to label such a state is the totalangularm om entum J, given
by J=L+ S . Follow ng from sin pl algebra, the ground-state level is characterized by
J=1 Sjbrn<7,whikJ=L+S forn>7.

On the other hand, when the spin-orbit interaction becom es larger than the
Coulomb interactions, it is usefiil to consider the problem in the j—j coupling schem e.
First, we Inclide the spin-orbit coupling so as to de ne the state labeled by the
total angular m om entum  J; for the i-th electron, given by J;=s;+ ‘i. For f-orbitals
wih =3, we Inmediately obtain an octet wih j=7/2E 3+ 1/2) and a sextet wih
7=5/2E3 1/2),which are well ssparated by the spin-orbit interaction. N ote here that
the Jevel for the octet is higher than that of the sextet. Then, we take into acoount the
e ect of Coulomb interactions to accomm odate n electrons am ong the sextet and/or
octet, kading to the ground-state level In the j—j coupling schem e.

A s is easily understood from the above discussion, the LS coupling schem e works
well under the assum ption that the Hund’s rule coupling ismuch larger than the spin—
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orbi interaction, shce S and L are fom ed by the Hund’s rul coupling prior to
the inclusion of spin-oroi Interaction. Ik is considered that this assum ption is valid
for msulating com pounds w ith localized f electrons. However, when the soin-orbit
Interaction is not an all com pared w ith the Hund’s rule coupling, the above assum ption
is not always satis ed. In addition, if the f electrons becom e itinerant ow ing to
hybridization w ih the conduction electrons, the e ect of Coulomb Interactions would

thereby be e ectively reduced. In rough estin ation, the e ective size of the Coulomb

Interaction m ay be as large as the bandw idth of £ electrons, leading to a violation of
the assum ption required for the LS coupling schem e.

Furthem ore, even iIn the nsulating state, we offten encounter som e di culties to
understand the com plex m agnetic phases of f-electron system s w ith active m ultpok
degrees of freedom from a m icroscopic viewpoint. In a phenom enological level, it is
possible to analyze a m odel for relevant m ultipoles cbtained from the LS coupling
schem g, in order to explain the phenom ena ofm ultipole ordering. H owever, it isdi cult
to understand the origin of the Interaction between multipoles in the LS coupling
schem e.

From these viewpoints, it seam s to be rather useful to exploit the j—j coupling
schem e for the purpose to understand m agnetism and superconductivity of f-electron
m aterials. Since individual f-elctron states is clearly de ned, it is convenient for
Including m any-body e ects using the standard quantum — eld theoretical techniques.
However, it is not the reason to validate to use the j—j coupling schem e for the m odel
construction. In order to clarify how the j—j coupling schem e works, it is necessary to
step badk to the understanding of the local f-electron state. In the next subsection, ket
us consider this issue In detail.

5.2. Local felkctron state

In general, the Iocal f-electron tem is com posed of three parts as

Hi=Hag at Ho+ Herri (104)
where H . is the Coulomb interaction tem , w ritten as
X X X
f
Hel el ™ Imlszﬂn3;m4fj§:nl 1fi§:ﬂ2 2fjm3 ijm‘l 1t (105)
i mi mg 152
Here f;, isthe annihilation operator for f-electron with spin  and angularm om entum
meE 3, ,3) at a site i. Sim ilarto the d-electron case, theCoulomb mt%g@llé;n .
is given by
X6
er11;rn2;m3;m4 = mitmyms+my Fji_(c(k)(ml;m4)ca<)(m2;m3); (106)
k=0

w here the sum on k includes only even values k=0, 2, 4, and 6), Fé‘ isthe Slater< ondon
param eter or f electrons including the com plex integral of the radial fiinction, and ¢
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is the G aunt coe cient. It is convenient to express the Slater< ondon param eters as
F2= A+ 15C + 9D =7;

FZ2= 2258 6C=7+ D =42);

4 (107)
F. = 1089 (5C=7+ D =77);
Ff= (429=5)* (O =462);

whereA,B,C,and D are the Racah param eters for £ elkectrons {[23].
T he soin-orbit coupling tem , H o, is given by
X X

He = Som;,.mo,.ofji:n fino o5 (108)

i m;m®?0

where  isthe spin-orbit interaction and the m atrix elem ents are explicitly given by
m;om; = M _=2;
m+ Lgm g = o 12 mm + 1)=2; (109)
m 1;"m# T 12 m 1)=2;

and zero for other cases.
The CEF tem Hgr isgiven by
X

Hegr = Am,'mofjl:n fino ; (110)
im m 9

where A ;0 can be evaluated In the sam e m anner as has done in Sec. 2 for d electrons
with =2. However, there is no new Infom ation, ifwe repeat here lengthy calculations
for £ electrons wih “=3. As already mentioned in Sec. 2, it is rather usefil and
convenient to consult with the table of Hutchings for angular momentum J=3 [2d].
For cubic symm etry, A, 50 is expressed by using a couplk of CEF param eters, Bff and
B?,as

Asz=A 3 3= 180BJ+ 180B¢;

Bop=1RA 5 - 420B]  1080BY;

Aju=A 1, 1= 60Bj+ 2700B¢;

0 0 (111)
A, = 360B, 3600B;;
A3; 1= A 31 = 60 1_5(82 21Bg);
Ay 2=A ,,= 300BJ+ 7560B¢:
Follow Ing the traditional notation, we de ne
B?=W x=F @);
4 x=F @i 112)

Bg

w1  xJI=F 6);

where x speci es the CEF stcheme for O, point group, whike W detem ines an energy
scale for the CEF potential. A lthough F (4) and F (6) have not been detem ined
uniquely, we simply follow the traditional de nitions as F 4)=15 and F (6)=180 for
J=3 fLzd.

Here we note that the CEF potential is originally given by the sum of electrostatic
energy from the ligand ions at the position of f-electron ion, leading to the one-electron

potential acting on the charge distrbution of f-orbitals, as expressed by Eq. {110).
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Figure 27. Energies of £ electrons as fiinctions of x for (@) the LS coupling and ()
the j—j coupling schem es forn=2. Them agnitude ofthe CEF potentialenergy is xed
as J #FU=0.001.

Thus, in principle, it is not necessary to change the CEF potential, depending on the
f-electron number. A swew illsee later, the CEF schemesforn=1 13 are autom atically
reproduced by diagonalizing the local f-electron term H .., once we x the CEF
param eters in the form of one-electron potential Eq. {110).

Now we com pare the electronic states of H 1, with those of LS and j—j coupling
schem es. W e believe that it is quite Instructive to understand the m eanings ofthe CEF
potential In f-electron system s. W e introduce \U" as an energy scale for the Racah
param eters, A ,B,C,and D . In this subsection, U isthe energy unit, which is typically
considered to be 1 €V . In f-electron com pounds, the m agnitude of the CEF potential
ismuch an aller than both soin-orbit coupling and Coulomb Interactions. Thus, it is
reasonable to consider that W isalwaysmuch an aller than 4 and U . However, there
occur two situations, depending on the order for taking the Iimitsof =W ! 1 and
U=W ! 1 . When the limit of U=W ! 1 is st taken and then, we include the e ect
of the soin-orbit coupling 4, we arrive at the LS coupling scheme. On the other
hand, it is also possibl to take rst the n nie Im it of =W . A fter that, we Include
the e ect of Coulomb interaction, leading to the j—j coupling schem e. In the present
local felectron temm H ., it is easy to consider two typical situations for f-electron
problems, W j »<U and W j U< , corresponding to the LS and j—j coupling
schem es, respectively.

Let us oconsider the case of n=2 as a typical exam plk of the com parison between
the two schemes. In the LS coupling schem e for the f?-electron system , we obtain
the ground-state levelas °H wih S=1 and L=5 from the Hund’s rules, where S and
L denote sum s of felectron spin and angular m om entum , respectively. Upon further
Including the spin-orbit interaction, the ground state is speci ed by J= 4 expressed as
’H, in the traditional notation. Note that the total angularm om entum J is given by
J=1 Sjand J=L + S forn<7 and n> 7, respectively. In order to consider further
the CEF e ect, we consult w ith the tabl of Hutchings for the case of J=4. In the LS
coupling scheme, W is taken asW =U=0.001 and we sst F (4)=60 and F (6)= 1260 for
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J= 4 by Pllow ing the traditionalde nitions [120]. T hen, we easily obtain the nine eigen
values, ncluding ; singlkt, 3 doublkt, and two kinds oftriplts, , and s, as shown
in Fig.27(@). Note that or odd n, the eigenstate has odd parity, speci ed by \u" i
M ulliken’s notation and \ " in Bethe'’s notation, while the even n con guration has
even parity, labeled by \g" and \+ " R42]. W hen we use Bethe’s notation to specify the
f-electron eigenstate, the \+ " or \ " superscript is suppressed for convenience.

In the j—j coupling schem g, on the otherhand, rstwe takethein nie lm itof .
Thus, we consider only the J= 5/2 sextet, where j denotes the total angularm om entum
of one f electron. In the f?-electron system , two electrons are accomm odated in the
sextet, leading to fleen eigen states ncluding J=4 nontet, J=2 quintet, and J=0
singlet. Due to the e ect of Hund’s rule coupling, J=4 nontet should be the ground
state. W hen we further include the CEF potential, it is necessary to reconsider the
acoom m odations of two electrons in the fl-electron potentialwith ; doublet and g
quartet. Thus, In the J—j coupling schem es, except orthe energy scale W , only relevant
CEF param eter is x, kading to the kvel splitting between ; doublt and g quartet.
For the j—j coupling scheme, we set F 4)=60 and W =U=  0:001. Note that the m Inus
sign N W is added for the purpose of the com parison w ith the LS coupling scheme. As
shown In Fig.27 b), the J= 4 nontet is lit nto ; shglkt, ; doublkt, , tripkt, and

s triplet. The ground state forx> 0 is 5 triplet com posed of a couple of ¢ electrons,
whilk forx< 0, it is ; sihglkt which ism ainly com posed oftwo - electrons. N ote that
for x> 0, the st excited state is 4 trplet, composed of ; and g electrons.

Atthe rstglnce, the energy levels In the j—j coupling schem e seam stobe di erent
from those ofthe LS coupling schem e. How do we connect these di erent results? In
order to answer to this question, lt us directly diagonalize H ¢ by changing U and
Here it is convenient to Introduce a new param eter to connect the LS and j—j coupling
schem es as

k = = (113)
U= j+ o= J

where we explicitly show W jin this fomula, since both U and o should be always
very large compared with W jin actual f-electron com pounds. Note that k=0 and
1 are corresponding to the limis of (=U=0 and 4=U=1 , respectively. Then, we
can control the change of two schem es by one param eter k, by kesping U= J 1 and

=W J 1.
In Figs.28 (a)—-(d), we show the energy levels of H ; for several values ofk w ith both
« and U lamgerthan W j. Racah param etersare sstasA=U=10,B=U=03,C=U=01,
and D =U=0.05 In theunitsofU . A sdescribed above, the CEF potentialisalways an all
and herewe sst W =U= 0:001. In Fig!28 (@), results ork= 0.1 are shown. In this case,
«=U=0J11, whilke the condition =% j 1 is still satis ed. W ithout the soin-orbit
interaction, the ground-state level is expressed as °H with S=1 and L=>5 due to the
Hund’s rules. W hen we Increase o, themuliplets labeled by J are well ssparated and
the ground-state level is speci ed by J= 4, as expected from the LS coupling schem e.
Then, the energy kvels in Fig.2§ (@) are quite sin ilar to those of Fig. 27 @), sihce we
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Figure 28. E igen energies of H ¢ as functions of x for @) k=01, ) k=0.8, and (c)
k=0.99. Racah param eters are set asA=U=10,B=U=03,C=U=0.1,and D =U=0.05.
The energy scale Pr CEF potentials are given by W =U= 0:001. (d) O verlap Integral
between the eigenstate of H ¢ and that in the LS coupling schem e for the case of the

1 ground state. Solid squares at k= 0 and 1 are cbtained separately from the LS and
j=Jj coupling schem es, respectively.

are now In the region where the LS coupling scheam e is approprate.

Even when 4 is further increased and k is equal to 05, the structure of the
energy levels is alm ost the sam e as that of the LS ocoupling schem e (not shown here).
However, when k becomes 0.8, as shown In Fig. 28 ), the energy Jvel structure is
found to be deviated from that ofthe LS coupling schem e. R ather, it becom es sim ilar
to the energy level structure of the j—j coupling scheme. To see the agreem ent w ith
the J—j coupling schem e m ore clkarly, we consider very large which givesk=0.99. As
shown In Fig.2§ (c), we can observe the energy level structure sim ilar to F ig.27 () . In
particular, the region of the 3 ground state becom es very narrow , as discussed later.
Thus, it is concluded that H ¢ actually reproduces the energy levelsboth forthe LS and
J=) coupling schem es. W e also stress that H ¢ provides correct results in any value of
f-electron num ber.

A crucial point is that the structure of energy kevels is continuously changed, as
Iong as ¢ and U are large com pared with the CEF potential. Nam ely, the states
both in the LS and j—j coupling schem es are continuously connected in the param eter
soace. Thus, depending on the situation to consider the problem , we are allowed to use
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either LS or j—j coupling schem e. In oxder to clarify this point, we evaluate the overlap
h j 1si, where jiand j 1g5i are the eigenstate of H ¢ and that in the LS ocoupling
schem e, respectively. In F ig. 2§ (d), we show the overlap for the case of ; ground state
forx= 0dandW =U= 0:001.Fork=0,h jsi=1 due to the de nition. T he overlap
is gradually decreased w ith the increase of k, but it an oothly converges to the value
at k=1, ie., the j-j coupling schem e. Note that the overlap between the eigenstates
ofthe LS and j—j coupling schem es is as large as 0.865, which seem s to be larger than
readersm ay naively anticipated from the clear di erence between F igs.27,(a) and 27().
Tt is not surprising, if we are based on the principle of adiabatic continuation, since the
eigenstates of the LS and j—j coupling schem es are continuously connected.

Ream ark that we can observe the comm on structure around at the value of x, In
which sihglet and triplet ground states are interchanged. Nam ely, essential point of
the snglet-triplt crossing can be captured both in the two schem es. However, the 3
non-K ram ers doublt cannot be the ground state In the j—j coupling schem g, since the
doublt in the J= 4 nontet is com posed of degenerate two singlets formed by 7 and g
electrons. A s easily understood, such singlets are energetically penalized by the Hund’s
rule interaction and the energy for 4 triplt com posed of ; and g electrons isalways
lower than that of the singlkts. Thus, in the j—j coupling scheme, 3 non-K ram ers
doublet does not appear as the ground state exospt for x=0.

O foourse, if J= 7/2 octet is explicitly ncluded and iskept nite, it is possble to
reproduce ;3 doublkt. N am ely, taking account of the e ect of J= 7/2 octet is equivalent
to consider the local f-electron term H ¢, aswe have done In this subsection. Ifwe sin ply
expand the H ibert space so as to nclude both J= 5/2 sextet and j= 7/2 octet, we lose
the advantage of the j—j coupling schem e considering only j= 5/2 sextet. H owever, for
an actual purposs, it is enough to consider perturbatively such e ect in the order of
1= . In fact, quite recently, Hotta and Harin a have shown that the result of the
LS ooupling schem e can be reproduced quantitatively even in the j—j coupling schem e,
when the e ect of j= 7/2 octet is Included as e ective one-and two-body potentials up
to the order of 1= o, R43].

Onem ay clain that it ispossble to reproduce the result ofthe LS coupling schem e
even w ithin the j—j coupling schem e, just by assum ing that the CEF potential for J=4
in the LS coupling schem e also works on the J=4 f?-states com posed of a couple of
f electrons am ong j= 5/2 sextet. However, such a prooedure is not allowed due to the
follow Ing tw o reasons. F irst it should be noted that the CEF potential isnot determ ined
only by the value of J. For instance, the results of the energy levels forn=7 and 13 are
apparently di erent, even though both of the ground-state m ultiplets are characterized
by J=7/2, sihce the CEF potential depends also on the values of L and S. Note that
forn=7,5=7/2 and L=0, while orn=13, L=3 and S=1/2. For the case ofn=2, even
if the f?-state is characterized by J=4 in the j—j coupling schem e, we cannot sin ply
validate the application of the CEF potential In the LS coupling schem e to the J=4
f2-state in the j—j coupling schem e.

Second we should note again that the CEF e ect appears only as a oneelkctron
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potential. The CEF potential working on the two-electron state should be given by
the superim position of the one-electron potential. T hus, when we use the basis which
diagonalizes the spin-orbit interaction, it is necessary to consider that the CEF potential
should work on the state labeled by the z-com ponent of j. This isthe only way to de ne
the CEF potential in the j—j coupling schem g, even though the 3 non-K ram ersdoublet
is not reproduced. A s mentioned In the above paragraph, in order to reproduce the
resuls of the LS coupling schem e lncluding the non-K ram ers doublkt, it is necessary
to consider appropriately the e ect of j=7/2 octet, leading to the e ective potential
am ong j= 5/2 states.

5.3. Local fekctron term in the 3j coupling schem e

In the previous subsection, we have shown the relation between LS and j—j coupling
schem es on the basis of the local term including correctly the Coulomb interaction,
soin-orbit coupling, and CEF potential term s. In order to m ake further steps to the
construction of a m icroscopic H am ittonian, let us st discuss the local f-electron state
on the basis of the j—j coupling schem e. For the puryoose, i is necessary to de ne the
one f-elkectron state, labelled by , but In the j—j coupling schem e, them eaning of is
clear. In the case ofn< 7, should be the label to specify the state in the J=5/2 sextet,
nam ely, the z-com ponent of the total angular m om entum j= 5/2 and takes the values

of = 5=2, 3=2, , 5=2. Note that for 3< n< 7, 3= 7/2 octet is not occupied, since

we presum e that the e ect of sopin-orbit interaction is larger than that of the Hund’s
rule coupling in the j—j coupling scheme. On the other hand, for the case ofn 7,
should be considered to gpecify the state In the j= 7/2 octet, since j= 5/2 sextet is fully
occupied. Note again that spin-orbit interaction is larger than that of the Hund’s rule
coupling. In thispaper, we concentrate only on the case ofn< 7. Thus, in the follow ing,

Indicates the z-com ponent of the total angular m om entum which speci es the state
n the j=5/2 sextet.

In the j—j coupling schem e, the local f-electron tem should be com posed of two

parts as

Hye= Heer + Ha i/ (114)

where H o o1 and H ¢gr are Coulom b interactions am ong f electrons and the CEF tem ,
resoectively. Note that the spin-orbit interaction has been already included, when we
de ne the one f-elctron state in the j—j coupling schem e. In orderto expressH o ¢ and
Hcgp, i is useful to de ne the annihilation operator of £ electron in the j—j coupling

schem g, a; , which is related to f3, wih realsoin  and orbialm & 3, ,3) as
X
a; = C fi (115)

where C  is the C Eosth-G ordan coe cient, given by
r
7=2
c = f; (116)
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wih =+1( 1) forup down) realsoin.

A sm entioned in the the previous subsection, n the j—j coupling schem e, we should
take into account the CEF e ect as the oneelkctron potential. M ultielectron state is
obtained by sim ply accom m odating electrons due to the balance between the Coulomb
Interaction and the one-electron potential, ashasbeen done in d-electron system s. T hen,
the CEF tem jsg:'ven)?y

Heer = B ai-l/ ai s 117)
i i
where B is expressed by the CEF param eters for J=5/2. For the case of cubic
structure, we can easily obtain

B 5o, 52 = 60Bg;
B 3; 32 = 180BY;
3=2; 3=2 ; 47 (]_]_8)
B 1o, 12 = 120By,; o
B s595; 32 = B 35, 5220= 60 5B2;
and zero forother and . For the case of tetragonal structure, we cbtain
B s 52 = 10BJ+ 60BjJ;
B 3; 32 = 2BY  180B{;
e 0 o 119)
B 1=2; 1=2 = 8B2 + 120B 4 4
B 5=2; 3=2 B 3=2; 5=2 — 12 5B2;

and zero forother and .

Note that the coe cients B | are, In actuality, detem ined by the tting of
experin ental results for physical quantities such asm agnetic susceptibility and soeci ¢
heat. Note also that the above form ulae have been obtaied from the case of J=5/2.
In general, the CEF tem is expressed In m atrix fom , depending on the value of J; or
J lamger than 5/2, higher tem s in B} should occur. However, as already m entioned
above, since in thispaperthe e ect ofthe CEF is considered as a one-electron potential
based on the j—=j coupling schem e, it is enocugh to use the CEF term for J=5/2.

Next we consider H o1 ¢ In the j—j coupling schem e. It is easy to understand that
the Coulom b Interaction tem is given in the form of

Hel 1= % * I(; ;% 9al al a5 035 05 (120)

E A

where T is the Coulomb interactions. The point here is the calculation of I, which is
the sum oftwo contrlbutions, w ritten as

0

I(; ;O; O)ZK ;00 K .oo; 121)

w ith the Coulomb integralK . T he fom er Indicates the Coulom b tem , whilke the Jatter
denotes the exchange one. Tt should be noted that I vanishesunlss + = % °due
to the conservation of z-com ponent of total angular m om entum . The m atrix elem ent

K .. .. jsexp]icit]ygjver;(by
K = C

1 27 3 4

oC , I ; 122)

4 1 =22 9=2; 3 0=2; 4, =27
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where If is the Coulomb m atrix elam ent am ong f electrons, already de ned in the
previous subsection.

W hen two electrons are accomm odated In the j=5/2 sextet, the allowed values
for total angular momentum J are 0, 2, and 4 due to the Pauli principle. Thus, the
Coulomb interaction temn should bewritten In a 15 15 m atrix form . N ote that \15" is
the sum of the basis num bers for singkt (J=0), quintet (J=2), and nontet (J=4). A s
is easily understood, this 15 15 m atrix can be decom posed Into a block-diagonalized
form labeled by J,, ncluding one 3 3 matrix for =0, our 2 2 matrces forg= 2
and 1l,and fourl 1 forg= 4 and 3. W e skip the details of tedious calculations
for the m atrix elem ents and here only summ arize the results in the follow ing by using
the Racah param eters E, (k= 0,1,2) in the j—j coupling schem e R44], which are related
to the Slater€ ondon param eters F * as

80 _, 12 _,

E,=F° —F —F* (123)
1225 441
120 _, 18 _,
E,= —F?+ —F*% (124)
1225 441

2, 1 _,

E, = F 5 125)
1225 441
For the sectors of J,= 4 and 3, we obtain
I(5=2;3=2;3=2;5=2)= E| 5Ey; 126)
and
I(5=2;1=2;1=2;5=2) = E| 5Ey; @127)
resoectively. For J,= 2 and 1, we obtain
1(3=2;1=2;1=2;3=2) = E + 4E,;
I(G5=2; 1=2; 1=2;5=2) = &K; (128)
I(3=2;1=2; 1=2;5=2) = 3 5E,;
and
I1(GE=2; 1=2; 1=2;3=2) = B Eo;
I5=2; 3=2; 3=2;5=2) = 55— 5E,; 129)
I(3=2; 1=2; 3=2;5=2) =  210E,;
F inally, for J,= 0 sector, we cbtain
I1(1=2; 1=2; 1=2;1=2) = K+ 2E,+ E;
I1(3=2; 3=2; 3=2;3=2) = Bk 36, + Eq;
I(5=2; 5=2; 5=2;5=2) = + 5E,+ Eq;
( Il4 ’ l4 ) Fé 2 1r (130)
I1(1=2; 1=2; 3=2;3=2) = E 3E;
I1(1=2; 1=2; 5=2;5=2) = & 5E,;
I1(3=2; 3=2; 5=2;5=2) = B:

N ote here the follow Ing relations:

IC; % 9=1(%% ;) (131)
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and

I(; ;% %=1 ; ;% 9: (132)

elem ents PAT].

It is instructive to understand how the f? con guration is detem ined by the
Coulomb Interaction In the j—j coupling scheme. W e will discuss Jater the local f£-
electron state determ ined by Heprpt He 1. In the J-J coupling schem e, two electrons
are acoomm odated in the j=5/2 sextet. W hen we diagonalize the 15 15 m atrix for
Coulomb interaction temm s, we can easily obtain the eigen energies ask, 5E, for the
J=4 nontet, E+ 9E, for the J=2 quintet, and E+ 3E, for the J=0 singkt. Since
the Racah param eters are all positive, the ground state is speci ed by J=4 in the j—j
coupling schem e. In the LS coupling schem g, on the other hand, we obtain the ground—
state levelas®H wih S=1 and L=5 from the Hund’s rules. O n further .nclusion ofthe
spin-orbit interaction, the ground state becom es characterized by J= 4, expressed as>H 4
in the traditional notation. N ote that we are now considering a tw o-electron problem .
Thus, if we correctly Include the e ects of Coulomb interactions, it is concluded that
the sam e quantum number as that in the LS coupling schem e is obtained in the
coupling schem e for the ground-state m ultiplet.

In order to understand further the physical m eaning of Racah param eters, it is
usefiil to consider a sinpli ed Coulomb interaction termm . In the above discussion, the
expressionsusing R acah param eters are not convenient, since they depend on the orbitals
In a very com plicated m anner, even though they kesp the correct symm etry required
by group theory. To clarify theirm eanings, ket us step badk to the follow ng sim pli ed

Interaction form am ong ‘= 3 orbitals:
X . X
Hpe=10U " m#t U im im0 0
imX i ; %m>m?O
+J fr £ 0 ofm ofimo ; (133)

i 9m>m0 B
where 4, =f/ f5, . In this equation, we Include only three interactions; intra—
orbital Coulomb interaction U, interorbital Coulomb interaction U°, and the exchange
interaction J. W e ignore the pairhopping J° for sin plicity. Sihce we set J%=0 in the
relation of U=U% J+ J9 the relation U=U% J holds am ong Coulomb interactions to
ensure rotational nvariance In the orbial space.

By using C Eosth-G ordan coe cients, £ 3, wih realspin can berelated to a; as
r_
3 m
£ = — &+ =2 (134)
N ote here that we consider only the j= 5=2 sextet. The Coulomb interaction temm for
J=5/2 is given by
X
H e = Ue nin;o & J7+ (350, =4)N; (135)

i> 0
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P
wheren; =al a; ,N = n; ,Us, =U°% J=2,3 =J=49, and J; is the operator for total
angularm om entum with j= 5/2. Explicitly, J? isw ritten as
X
le = [ Ol'lj_ n;o
; 0
+ (7 eal,jaialo a0 Yal jay al o & 0)=2]; (136)
p P
with = 3G+ 1)  (  1)= 3524  ( 1).

For two electrons in the j=5/2 sextet, bassd upon the smpli ed Coulomb
Interaction tem , we can easily obtain the energy lvels as U, 53 =2 for the J=4
nontet, U, + 23J, =2 forthe J=2 quintet, and U, + 35J. =2 forthe J= 0 singlt. W hen
we com pare these energy kvels w ith the results obtained using Racah param eters, we
understand the correspondence such asEg U, andE, J& .Namely,E, isthee ective
Interorbital Coulom b interaction, whilk E , denotes the e ective Hund’s rule coupling.
N ote that E; does not appear, since it is related to the pairhopping interaction which
is not inclided here.

W e also note the an alhess of J. , given as J. =J=49. The origh of the large
reduction factor 1=49 is, in one word, due to the neglect of j= 7/2 octet. In the Coulomb
interaction tem Eq. {133), the Hund’s rule tem is sinply written as  JS?. Note the
relation S= (g;y 1)J with g the Lande’s g-factor. For j= 5/2, we easily cbtain g;=6/7,
Indicating S= (1=7)J . Thus, the origihal Hund’s rule tem is sinply rew ritten as

(J=49)7.

5.4. Level schem e in the 3 coupling schem e

Before proceeding to the exhibition of the m odel Ham iltonian obtained by further
considering the kinetic term of £ electrons, it is instructive to show how the j—j coupling
schem e w orks to reproduce the local level schem e of actual f-electron m aterials. Tt isan
In portant point that we can resort to the analogy w ith the d-electron-lke con guration,
as discussed in Sec. 2. A s a typical exam ple, here we consider the f-electron state for
the case of cubic CEF potential.

A fter som e algebraic calculations, we obtain two degenerate levels under the cubic
CEF.One is 7 doublkt with K ram ers degeneracy and another is g quartet lncluding
two K ram ers doublets. Tt is quite usefiil to de ne new operators w ith \orbital" degrees
of freedom to distinguish two K ram ers doublts included in ¢ as

fia" = 5:6ai 5=2 +p 1:68.1'3:2;

_— 137)
fia = 5=6a1-5=2 + l=6aj_ 3=27
for \a"-orbital electrons and
fior = a; 1227 Ly = an—; (138)

for \b"-orbital elctrons, respectively. The -, state, de ned as \c" orbital, is
characterized by

fion = ?63‘_: 5j6‘='
ic a52p Ai3=2 7 (139)

fjc# = l=6a1-5:2 5T6&i 3=2+
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Figure 29. Viwsfr @) §, b) lg,a.nd (c) 7 orbitals. indicates the irreducible

representation of point group in B ethe’s notation R42].

For the standard tim e reversal operator K= i, K , where K denotes an operator to
take the com plex conjigate, we can easily show the relation

K fj_ = fj_ . (140)

N ote that this has the sam e de nition for real spin.

In Fig.29, we show the shape of three orbitals. A s intuitively understood from the
shape of ; orbital, this kesps the cubic sym m etry, ndicating A -representation. In fact,
n the group theory, it is characterized by a,. Note that the subscript \u" indicates
ungerade, shce we consider £ electron wih “=3. On the other hand, degenerate §
and Y orbitals seem s to be sinilar to x* ¥ and 3z° 7 orbitals of 3d electrons,
respectively, indicating E representation. In the group theoretical argum ent, these are
classi ed into e, . Conceming the sin ilarity between 3 and g, orbitals, it isquite natural
from am athem atical viewpoint, sihce we recallthe fact that g is isom oxohicto 3 67
where 3 indicatesE representation for the orbital part and ¢ denotes the soin part.
T hispoint is quite Im pressive w hen we consider the orbital physics for d—and f-electron
system s. N am ely, by exploiting thism athem atical sin ilarity, it ispossible to understand
the com plex f-electron phenom ena with the use of the m icroscopic Ham iltonian in
comm on w ith that of the d-electron m ultioroitalm odel. W e w ill see Jater this point in
the construction of the m odel H am iltonian.

Now we discussthe f-electron con guration in the ; and 3 levelsin them anner in
w hich we have considered the d-electron con guration. F irst, we pick up the AuCus-type
cubic crystal structure. A typical AuCusz-type m aterial w th one £ electron per site is
isCeln;, n which ; and 4 are the ground and rst excited states, repectively [244].
If we accomm odate one m ore electron to consider the £f2 con guration, inm ediately
there appear tw o possibilities, \low " and \high" spoin states, aswe have discussed in the
dekctron con guration. W hen the CEF solitting energy between -, and g levels is
an aller than the Hund’s rule coupling, the second electron should be accom m odated In
the 3 levels. In the situation In which one is in the -, and the other n the 4,a 4
triplet appears orthe £2 state in the j—j coupling scham e. A sm entioned in the previous
subsection, 3 non-K ram ers doublet does not appear in the j—j coupling scheme. On
the other hand, ifthe CEF spolitting is larger than the Hund’s rule interaction, then the
f? ground state is form ed from two -, electrons, lading to a ; singlet state. W hen we
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Figure 30. Elctron con gurations in the j-j coupling schem e for @) Cehs, ©)
PrInh;, and (c) NdIns. denotes the irreducble representation of point group in
Bethe’s notation R42].

com pare this | state with that in the LS ocoupling schem e, we notice that it is given
by am xture of J= 0 and J= 4 states, but the J= 4 com ponent is found to be dom inant.
Note also that ; is the antisym m etric representation of - 7.

Since we do not know the exact valie of the Hund’s rule Interaction in f-electron
com pounds, it is di cult to detem ine the f ? state by purely theoretical argum ents.
In this case, we have to refer to the data on actualm aterials. Fortunately, we have
the exam ple of Prlns;, a typical £2 m aterial w ith A uC us-type crystal structure. From
several experin ental results, ; has been con mn ed to be the ground level in P rIng
p47, 248]. Thus, the Iow-spin state should be taken for the AuCus-type structure In
the j—j coupling schem e.

H ere the readerm ay pose a naive question: Is the Hund’s rule Interaction really so
an all n f-electron system s? However, we have already discussed this point in the
previous subsection. Namely, the e ective Hund’s rulke interaction J. is given by
Je. =J=49 1 the j—j coupling schem e, where J is the original Hund’s rule interaction
am ong f elctrons. Note again that the m agnitude of the Hund’s rule Interaction is
e ectively reduced by the factor 1/49 in the j—j coupling schem e. Even ifJ=1eV, J. is
reduced to be about 200K , which is com parable w ith the CEF splitting energy. T hus,
it ispossble to have the low-soIn state In the j—j coupling schem e.

N ext, we take a fiirther step to the £3 state by adding one m ore £ electron. Since

7 is fully occupied to form ;, the next elkctron should be placed in the 4 state,
as shown In Fig.30 (), clearly indicating that there exists an active orbital degree of
freedom . The £ state com posed oftwo 7 and one 3 electron is expressed as f) in the
term inology of group theory. W hen we again consider actualm aterials, NdIns is found
to be a typical £3 m aterdial w ith the AuC us-type crystal structure. Th experin ents, it

hasbeen con med that ' is the ground kevel P49, 250, 251, as we have found w ith
the present j—j coupling schem e.

Let us tum our attention to another crystal structure, in which 5 is lower than

; in the £! con guration. Typicalm aterials are the rare-earth hexaborides RB 4 w ith

R=Ce, Pr, and Nd. As is well known, the ground lkevel of CeB¢ is g, indicating

that the quadrupolar degree of freedom plays an active role in thism aterial P52]. In
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Figure 31. E kctron con gurations in the j—j coupling schem e for rare-earth
hexaborides, @) CeBg, b) PB¢, and (c) NdBg. is the irreducible representation

of point group in B ethe’s notation ééz_l]

fact, anom alous behavior related to quadrupolar ordering has been suggested by several
experin ental resuls.

F irst, we note that the level splitting between g and - is assum ed to be larger
than the Hund’s rule interaction. W hen we acocom m odate two electrons in g orbitals,
the triplet ( 5), doubkt ( 3), and singlkt ( ;) states are allowed. Am ong thess, ow ing
to the e ect of the Hund’s rule interaction, even if it is an all, the s trplet should be
the ground state. T his has actually been observed in PB4 253, 254]. Further, in order
to consider NdBg, another electron is put into the ¢ orbial, m aking a total of three.
A tematively, wem ay say that there isone hole in the  orbial. Such a state is found,

again, to be characterized by f) . Experim ental results on NdB¢ have actually been

reported which Jead to the ground state of . P53, 254, 256, 257]. Thus, when 4 is

the ground state for the one f-ekctron case, we dbtain 5 forthe f2 and [ forthe £3
con gurations.

W e have shown that the ground states deduced from the j—j coupling schem e are
consistent w ith experin ental results. However, in order to explain the experim ental
results quantitatively, it is unavoidable to analyze the CEF Jvels using the LS coupling
schem e. A sm entioned above, it is possble to reproduce the resul ofthe LS coupling
schem e by considering the e ective potentials from the j= 7/2 octet, but what we would
like to stresshere isthat even in a localized system , the sym m etry ofthe ground level can
be understood via the sin ple j—j coupling schem e. W e need to recognize the lim itations
ofthe sim ple j—j coupling schem e when we treat a Jocalelectronic state. For instance, to
consider the 3 state, we sin ply put three electrons into the CEF Jvel schem e which is
determ ined w ith the £! con guration. T hus, the wavefiinction ofthe f3 state isuniquely
determ ned. However, In an actual situation, the dectet labeled by J=9/2 (L= 6 and
S=3/2) isplit ntotwo gandone ¢ orbial. The ground-state wavefiinctionsw illthen
depend on the two CEF parametersB{ and B! P58]. Ih order to explain experin ental
results on localized f-electron m aterials, one should analyze the H am iltonian which also
hcludes the com plex e ective potentials from j=7/2 octet. In this paper, however,
the electronic states are considered w ith an itinerant picture based on the sinple
coupling schem e. Thus, it is In portant to check that the local electronic state form ed
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by f elkctrons in this way is consistent w ith the symm etry of the state obtained w ith
the LS coupling schem e.

In summary, it has been shown that the ground states of the f? and f°
con gurations can be qualitatively reproduced by accomm odating £ electrons in the
CEF lvels of a corresponding f! m aterial, provided that the CEF lvel splitting is
larger than the Hund’s rule Interaction. Thus, the j—j coupling schem e works even n
the localized case. A coordingly, we believe that a m icroscopic theory can be developed
In which we discuss the m agnetisn and superconductivity of f-electron com pounds in
tem s of the j—j coupling schem e.

5.5. M odel H am iltonian

In previous subsections, we have explained in detail that the j—j coupling schem e works
for the local f-ekectron state. Now lt us include the e ect of kinetic m otion of £
ekctrons [/2]. In this article, we are based on a itiherant picture for £ electrons. From
our experience, this picture seem s to be valid, when we consider actinide com pounds,
In particular, heavy actinides. O n the other hand, for rare-earth m aterals, it has been

m Iy believed to take the localized picture for £ electrons. In particular, in order to
consider the heavy ferm ion behavior, it is indispensable to consider the system incliding
both the conduction electron w ith w ide band and the alm ost localized £ electron, which
are hybridized w ith each other.

It is believed that the hybridization of £ electrons w ith conduction electron band
is Inportant to understand the m agnetism of f-electron systems. In fact, n the
traditional prescription, rst we derdve the Cogblin-Schrie er m odel from the periodic
A nderson m odelby evaluating the cf exchange Interaction J.r w ithin the second-order
perturbation in tem s of the hybridization between f—and conduction electrons. Then,
we derive the RKKY interactions again using the second-order perturbation theory
with respect to J. In general, the RKKY interactions are orbital dependent and
Interpreted as mulipol interactions. Such orbital dependence originates from that
of the hybridization. Note that the hybridization should occur only between f-—and
conduction band w ith the sam e symm etry. Here we em phasize that the symm etry of
f-electron state is correctly included in our calculations. Thus, the structure in the
mulipole interactions w ill not be changed so much, even if we consider the e ect of
hybridization w ith conduction band, as long as we consider correctly the symm etry of
f electron states.

In this paper, we consider the tightdinding approxin ation for f-electron hopping

m otion. T he kinetic term can be w ritten as
X

Hyn = £ al aya ; (141)
vaj; i
where t? isthe overlap ntegralbetween the -and -states connected by the vectora.
Let us consider the hopping m otion of £ electronsbased on the j—j coupling schem e.
In order to evaluate £ , which is hopping of £ electrons between the -state at i site
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and the -stateat i+ a site, again it is convenient to step back to f-electron operators
In the =3 muliplt, de ned as £y, . Since the real spin should be conserved in the

hopping process, £ is given as
X
£ = C C T35 s i 142)

where T3 o o is the hopping am plitude of electrons between (;m )-and (¥;m %)-states
along the a-direction.

Now the problm is reduced to the evaluation of TJ ... Alhough we can
sin ply consult the paper of Slater and K oster [135,259], a convenient form ula hasbeen
obtained by Sham a fr the overlap integral between two orbitals, (;m) and (“%m 9

R60], connected by unit vector a. It is expressed as
r r
4 4

211 2oy 1im i
where (*VY ) denotes Slater’s tw o-center Integral through the bond, for nstance, it is
ff )Pr="%3and fp ) Or =3 and *=1. and’ are polar and azinuth angls,
resoectively, to specify the vector a as

TS o 0= (“O )

a ; ")ano( ;") (143)

m

a= (sh oos’;sin sh'’;cos ): (144)

H ere we consider the hopping between £ orbitals in nearest neighbor sitesby putting
=Y 3, A frer som e algebraic calculations, we obtain the hopping am plitudes as follow s.
For diagonal elam ents, we obtain

ta5=2,- s = b sin® ;
Y., 5, = tsh® @+ 15008 ); (145)
& = 20 2c0d8 + 5008 );

1=2; 1=2

w here the energy unit ty is given by

th= (3=56)(Ef ): (146)
Here (ff ) is the SlaterK oster two-center ntegral between ad-poent £ orbitals. Note
that ta; = 0. Foro -diagonalelem ents, we cbtain
P— v .2
Boy, 10 = 13‘_}_ 10e # sin® 1 3008 );
B, s, = t 5e s ; 147
t = Poe  an’ 1+ 5008 );
1=2; 3=2 % Ze sn® (1+ Scos );
and
p— .., . )
B 12 = €y 52 = W 10e * sin® sn2 ;
€5 = Bi, s,= 26 5e ¥ sin® sn2 ; (148)
ez = Cip 1= B 2¢" sn2 (I 5o08 ):

Note thatt® =t® .
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56. 8model

In the previous subsection, we have com pleted the construction ofa m odelH am iltonian,
which is expected to be a basic model to investigate the m icroscopic aspects of
m agnetian and superconductivity of f-electron system s. Since it ncludes six states
per site, ie., three K ram ers doublts, the analysis m ay be di cul. O f course, even
if the calculations seem to be tedious, it is necessary to carry out analytical and/or
num erical research on the basis of such a three orbitalm odel. However, for practical
purposes, it is convenient to sim plify the m odel, if possble. In this subsection, as an
e ective m odel for actinide com pounds, we introduce a g model, by discarding -
orbital [12].

A sin ple explanation to validate the ignorance of ; isto assum e large CEF splitting
energy between -, and g levels. This sinpli cation is m otivated by the fact that
the possbility of exotic octupole ordering has been actively discussed In Ce,La; 4B
and NpO, with 3 ground state. Here readers m ay be doubtfiil of the reality of our
assum ption, since the Coulomb interaction am ong £ electrons is naively thought to be
larger than the CEF level splitting in any case. However, it should be noted again that
wearenow considering the f-electron state in the j—j coupling schem e, not in the original
f-electron state with angularm om entum = 3. A s already m entioned, the Hund’s rule
Interaction in the j—=j coupling schem e is e ectively reduced to be 1/49 of the origihal
Hund’s rule coupling. Even when the original Hund’s rule coupling am ong £ electrons
is1l &V, i is reduced to 200 K In the j—j coupling schem e. For instance, the CEF level
solitting In actinide dioxides is considered to be larger than 1000 K .W e also recall that
the CEF level solitting In CeBg is as Jarge as 500 K . Thus, we safely conclude that our
present assum ption is correctly related to som e actualm aterials. O £ course, in order
to achieve quantitative agreem ent w ith experim ental results, it is necessary to include
also - kevel, since them agnitude ofthe CEF solitting isalways nite, even if it is Jarge
com pared w ith the e ective Hund’s rule Interaction. H owever, we strongly believe that
it is possble to grasp m icroscopic origin of unconventional superconductivity aswell as
soin and orbital, ie., multipole, ordering in f-electron system s on the basis of the 4
m odel, since this m odel is considered to be connected adiabatically from the realistic
situation. It is one of future tasks to develop m ore general theory to include all the
j=5/2 s=xtet in future.

Conceming the f-electron num ber, typically we treat the case w ith one £ elctron
In the 5 multiplet per site. However, this restriction does not sin ply indicate that
we consider only the Cedbased compound. In the j—j coupling scheme, in order to
consider f"-electron system s, where n Indicates local £ electron num ber per site, we
acoomm odate £ electrons In the one<electron CEF Jvels due to the balance between
Coulomb Interactions and CEF Ilvel splitting energy, just as in the case of d-electron
system s. Thus, as shown in Fig.32(@), the ; model is applicable to the cases for
n=1 4 in the g— 7 system , where - , symbolically denotes the situation with
ground and , excited states. Furthem ore, we should note that due to the electron-hole
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Figure 32. E lectron con gurationsin the j—j coupling schem e to which the g model
is applicable. @) ' f* con guration when g islower. () £3 £°® con guration
when 5 is lower,

symm etry in the 3 subspace, the g m odel is also applicabl to the cases forn = 3 6
in the ;- g system, as shown i Fig.32 ().

Now lktusde nethe g model First we consider the hopping part. For sin plicity,
here we set the cubichbased lattice. Later we will discuss the hopping am plitude of
other lattice structures. W e include the hopping in the xy plane and along the z—
axis for a=x= [1,0,0], y= 0,1,0], and z= 0,0,1], respectively. To evaluate the hopping
am plitude, we simply sst ( , ') to be ( =2,0), ( =2, =2), and (0,0) Por x, y, and z
directions. T hen, by using the general results In the previous section, we easily obtain
£ between neighboring £ orbitals in the xy plane and along the z axis. Further we
transform the basis by the above de niions for  operators with orbital degrees of

freedom . T he results are given as |

P_
3=4 3=4
o=t P ; (149)
3=4 1=4
for the x-direction, |
p _ -
3=4 3=4
o=t P-= ; (150)
3=4 1=4
for the y direction, and
|
0 0
o=t 01 ; (151)

for the z direction. Note that t=8ty= (3/7) (ff ). Here we stress that the hopping
am plitudesam ong g orbitalsare just the sam e asthose forthe e; orbitals of 3d electrons.
Intuitively, readers can understand this point due to the shapes of g oroitals as shown
in Fig.29, which are sin ilar to e, orbitals.
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A fter transform ng the basis ofthe C oulom b Interaction tem s, the H am ilttonian for
g orbitals is given by
X

X X
H s ta off fi+a o + U im g #‘l' UO ia ib
i;ak; i° j,-x i
+J £ £ i ofy, + J° £ £ £ opf onf 152)
i ;0 i; 60

P
where ; = £/ f; and ;= ; . IntheCoulomb interaction tems, U,U? J, and
J% denote intra-orbital, nter-orbital, exchange, and pairhopping interactions am ong
electrons, regpectively, expressed by using the Racah param etersE . as

U = Eg+E;+ 2E,;

U% = Ey+ (2=3)E,; 153)
J = 5E,;

J° = E; (11=3)E,:

Note that the relation U=U% J+ J° holds, ensuring rotational invariance in pseudo-
orbial space for the interaction part. For d-electron system s, one also has ancther
relation J=J% asmentioned in Sec. 2. W hen the electronic wavefiinction is real, this
relation is easily dem onstrated from the de nition of the Coulomb integral. H owever,
in the j—j coupling schem e, the wavefiinction is com plex, and J is not equalto J° in
general. For sin plicity, we shall assum e here that J=J% noting that essential resuls
arenot a ected. Since doubl occupancy of the sam e orbital is suppressed ow Ing to the
large value of U, pairhopping processes are irrelevant in the present case.

W e believe that this g Ham iltonian provides a sin ple, but non-trivial m odel to
consider superconductivity and m agnetian in f-electron systam s. Note again that i is
essentially the sam e as the m odel for e; electron system s such as m anganites, although
the coupling w ith Jahn-T eller distortion isnot included In the present m odel. D ue to the
com plex interplay and ocom petition am ong charge, spin, and orbital degrees of freedom ,
a rich phase diagram has been obtained form anganites. Thus, it is de nitely expected
that a sin ilar richnessw illalso be unveiled for f-electron system sbased on the gm odel
Ham ittonian.

6. O rbital physics in f-electron system s

W e have oconstructed a m icroscopic m odel H am iltonian for f-electron system s in the

previous subsection. In particular, we could obtain the 3 orbital degenerate m odel

as an e ective Ham iltonian for actinide com pounds. In this section, we review the

theoretical resuls of the spin and orbital structure, ie., mulipole order, based on the
g model.

6.1. Spin and orbial structure of actinide com pounds

In this subsection, we review the theoreticale ort to understand the m agnetic structure
ofuranium and neptunium com pounds w ith H oC oG as-type tetragonal crystal structure
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(a) {b) UNiGag (C) UPtGas
U, Mp

(8) NpCoGas

() NpNiGasg

Figure 33. (@) Crystalstructure of AnT G as . Schem atic view s ofm agnetic structures
at low tem peratures, com posed ofm agneticm om entsofU and Np ions for ) UN G as,
() UPtGas, (d) NpFeGas, () NpCoG as, and (f) NpN iG as . For NpFeG as, m agnetic
m om ents at Fe sites are also depicted.

B2,83]. The crystalstructure is shown In F ig.33 (a) . T he varieties ofm agnetic structure
ofU-115 and Np-115 explained in Sec. 1 are summ arized in F igs.33 (0)-33 (f) In orderto
set up them icroscopicm odel foractinide 115 m aterdals, it isussfulto consider UG az and
NpG a3, which are the m other com pounds of U-115 and Np-115. Am ong them , i has
been reported that UG a3 exhbits a G type AF m etallic phase In the low -tem perature
region R61], buta \hidden" ordering di erent from them agnetic one hasbeen suggested
by resonant X -ray scattering m easurem ents P624]. Unfortunately, orbial ordering in
UG a3z isnot yet con m ed experim entally, but it m ay be an Interesting possibility to
understand the resul of resonant X ray scattering experim ent on UG a3 based on the
orbitalordering soenario.

A Yhough it isdi cult to detemn ine the valence of actinide ions in the solid state,
for the tin e being, we assum e that the valence is U3 or Np*', including three or our
f electrons per ion. By considering the CEF potential and Coulomb nteractions, we
then assign three or four electrons to the states in the j= 5/2 sextet. In order to proceed
w ith the discussion, it is necessary to know which is lower, -, or g, In the one f-
electron picture. For som e crystal structures it is possible to detem ine the level schem e
from Intuitive discussions of f-electron wavefinctions and the positions of ligand ions.
However, this is not the case Por the AuCus-type crystal structure. For this cass, we
again invoke experin ental results on Celns, a typical A uC us-type Cedbased com pound,
where - and 3 have been reported as ground and excited states, regoectively, w ith
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Figure 34. Levelschemes for (@) Celhs, ) UGas, and (c) NpG as based on the

j—j coupling schem e. Here we assum e trivalent actinide ions as U3* (5£3) and Np>*

(5£%). T should be noted that up and down arrow s denote pseudospins to distinguish

the states In the K ram ers doublet. N ote also that for NpG a3, a couple of electrons in
g orbitals form a localtriplkt, lradingto 5.

an energy di erence of 12meV [246]. Thus, we take - to be Iower for the present
considerations, as shown In Fig. [32! @).

In the j—j coupling scham e for UG a3 and NpG a3, we accom m odate three or four
electrons In the oneelkctron energy states ; and g. W e inmediately notice that
there are two possibilities, ie., Jow —and high-spin states, depending on the Hund’s rule
Interaction and the splitting between the ; and g kevels. A sdiscussed in the previous
subsection, the e ective Hund’s rule Interaction can be an allin the j—j coupling schem e
and thus, the low-gpin state should be realized, as shown i Figs.34(b) and (). W e
em phasize that this low -spoin state is consistent w ith the LS coupling scheme. In fact,
for NpG a3, the observed m agnetic m om ent at Np ion has been found to be consistent
with 5 trplkt P63

In the electron con guration shown In Figs. 34 () and (c), the ; Jvel is fully
occupied to form a singlet. Ifthis 5 level is Jocated wellbelow the g, the occupying
electrons w ill not contrdbute to the m agnetic properties. Thus, we can ignore the -
electrons for our present purposes. In order to validate this sin pli cation, it isussefulto
introduce the results ofband-structure calculations forCeln; P64]and UG a; 263]. Note
that both results have been obtained assum Ing the systam is in the param agnetic state.
In order to focus on the f electron com ponents of the energy band, we concentrate
on the bands around the pont near the Fem i level. For Celhs, the energy band
dom inated by ; character is found to be lower than the g-dom inated band, consistent
w ith the local level scheme .n Fig.34(@). An inportant point is that the Fem i level
Intersects the ;-dom inant band, indicating that the Fem i surface ism ainly com posed
of 5 electrons hybridized w ith G a—ion p elkctrons. O n the other hand, for UG a3, the

7 band is also Iower than the g band, but the Fem i level crosses the ¢ band. Thus,
the - band appearsto be fully occupied, consistent w ith the j—j coupling level schem g,
as shown in Fig.34 (). Sihce the m ain contrbution to the Femm i surface com es from

g electrons, it isnaturalto dwellon the 3 bandsand ignore the occupied - bands in
giving further consideration to m any-body e ects.
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So far, we have considered them odel in the cubic system , but asm entioned before,
115 m aterials exhibit tetragonal crystal structure. To include the e ect of tetragonality,
here we Introduce two ingredients Into the m odel H am iltonian. One is non—zero ,
which is the level splitting between two orbitals. Under the tetragonal CEF, the local
electronic kevels are given by two 7 and one ¢ states. Am ong them , 4 is just equalto
 in the cubic system . Two - states are given by the linear com binations ofali’ 1, P1
and ai s, Pi, which can be expressed also by the m kture of ; and §. Here for
sim plicity, we introduce , splitting energy between g orbitals, by ignoring the change
ofwavefiinctions from cubic to tetragonalsystam s. A nother is the change in the hopping
am plitude along the z-axis. h AnTGas An=U and Np), AnG a; layer is sandw iched
by TG a, blocks, as shown i Fig.33 (@), indicating that the hopping of f-electron along
the z-axis should be reduced from that In AnGas. However, it is di cult to estin ate
the reduction quantitatively, since it is necessary to inclide correctly the hybridization
w ith d-electrons In transition m etal ions and p-elkctrons In G a ions. Thus, we change
the hopping tast, In the de niion oft* .

T hen, the H am iltonian is the sum ofH
X
: (@  p)=2: (154)

i

and the level solitting tem , given by

8

H=H

Conceming the hopping am plitudes in the xy plane, they are given by Egs. {149) and
(15d), but along the z-axis, it is necessary to nclude the change from cubic to tetragonal
case. Nam ely, the e ective hoijng along the z axis is expressed as

to=1t 8 S ; (155)
where t, is the reduced hopping am plitude along the z-axis. The ratio t,=t is less
than uniy. W e note that In actuality, <should be rhted to the value of t,, shoe
both quantities depend on the lattice constant along the z axis. H owever, the relation
between t, and is out ofthe soope at present and thus, here we sim ply treat them as
Independent param eters.

Among severalm ethods to analyze the m icroscopic m odel, we resort to an exact
diagonalization technique on a 2 2 2 lattice. A lthough there is a dem erit that it is
di cul to enlarge the system size, we take a clear advantage that it ispossible to deduce
the m agnetic structure by Including the e ect ofelectron correlation. In order to discuss
the ground-state properties, i is usefil to m easure the spin and orbital correlations,
which are, respectively, de n;d by

S@= (=N) h} fed 3 (156)
i3
P
wih = nhy » n 4)=2,and
X
T@= (1N) h}Z%ie? 3 (157)
i3
P

wih = n;; 1y )=2.HereN isthe number of sites.
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Figure 35. (@) Phase diagram for UG a3 obtained by the exact diagonalization.
T he region of J> U ° is ignored, since i is unphysical. See Fig.i§ () ©r the de nitions
of abbreviations. Here \PM -G " indicates the PM phase w ith enhanced ( ; ; ) soin
correlation. (p) Phase diagram of the m agnetic structure in the ( ;t.) plane or J=0
and U%= 335. () Ferro orbital pattem in the A -type AF phase. (d) Antiferro orbital
pattem in the G type AF phase.

61.1. U-115 Let us review the results or n=1 BZ4], mn whith one electron is
acoomm odated In g orbital, corresgponding to uraniim com pounds. F irst we consider
the cubic case ( =0 and t,=t=1). A fter we evaluate soin and orbital correlations for
several param eter sets, the ground-state phase diagram is com pleted on the U%J)
plane, as shown in Fig.3%(@@). In the smalkd region, the param agnetic (PM ) phase
exists for large param eter space and In the boundary region between PM and G -type
AF states, we can see the PM phasewith dom nant ( ; ; ) soIn correlation. N ote that
such a PM G region is not speci ¢ to the case of J=0, since it appears even when we
Increase the Hund’s rule interaction.

Here we brie y discuss the phases In the JargeJd region. W e observe an interesting
sin flarity with the phase diagram for undoped m anganites RM nO 3, In which m obike
e;—€electrons are tightly coupled w ith the Jahn-Teller distortions and the background tyg
spns. Note that the present Ham iltonian is just equal to the e; electron part of the
m odel orm anganites {72]. In the so-called doublk-exchange system w ith Jarge Hund’s
rule coupling between ¢; and tyy electrons, the Jahn-Teller distortion suppresses the
probability of double occupancy and it plays a sin ilar rolk as the interorbial Coulom b
interaction U’ The AF coupling am ong ty spins, Jar, controls the FM tendency In
the e,-electron phases. Roughly speaking, large (small) Jar denotes small (large) J.
Then, we see an interesting sim ilarity between Fig. 35 (a) and the phase diagram for
m anganites, except orthe PM region. See Figs.§ o) and 9 (a) . In particular, a chain of
the transition, FM ! A-AF! CAF! GAF, occurs w ith decreasing J (ncreasing Jar) -
A gain we stress that the present g m odel for f-electron systam s is essentially the sam e
as the g; orbitalm odel in the d-electron system s. It is interesting to observe comm on
phenom ena conceming orbital degree of freedom in f-electron system s.

Now we include the e ect oftetragonality. Since them other com pound UG a3 isAF
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m etal, in our phase diagram , it is reasonable to set the param eter region corresponding
to \PM G ". Then, we choose U35 and J=0. Agah we evaliate spin and orbital
correlations by changing and t,, and obtain the phase diagram in the ( ;t,) plane,
as shown In Fig. 3§ (k) for J=0 and U% 35. Note that the ground state for =0 and
t,=1 ism agnetic m etallic, as seen In Fig.35 (). It is found that an A-type AF phase
appears In the negative region for t,> 0.68. Note that the appearance of the A-AF
phase is not sensitive to t, as long as t,> 0.68. Rather, seam s to play a key rmolk
In controlling the change of the m agnetic phase. Here we recall the experin ental fact
that UN iG a5 exhibits a G type AF phase, whike UPtG a5 shows an A-type. Thus, i is
necessary to relate thee ect of to the di erence in m agnetic structure found betw een
UNiGas and UPtG as. A lthough t, may di er am ong U-115 com pounds, we focus here
on the e ect of

From the orbital correlation, we cbtain the ferro-orbital and antiferro orbital
pattems or A-AF and G-AF phases, respectively, as shown in Figs.35(c) and 35(d).
Let us now discuss the reasons for the appearance of an A-AF phase. For negative
values of , we easily obtain ferroorbital FO ) pattem com posed of g’ orbials, as
illustrated in F ig.35 (c) . For electrons to gain kinetic energy ofm otion along the z-axis,
it is necessary to place the AF spin arrangem ent along this sam e axis. In the FM spin
con guration, elctrons cannot m ove along the z-axis due to the Pauli principle, shoe
hopping occurs only between § orbitals along the z-axis. O n the other hand, in the xy
plane borbital electrons can hop to neighboring a-orbitals w ith a signi cant am plitude,
which is Jarger than that between neighboring b-orbitals. T hus, In order to gain kinetic
energy, electrons tend to occupy a-orbitals even in the FO state com posed ofborbials,
as Iong as j jis not so large. W hen we explicitly include the e ects of the Hund’s
rule interaction J, electron spins should have FM alignm ent between neighboring sites
In order to gain energy in hopping processes from b-to a-orbials. Consequently, a
FM s con guration is favored in the xy plne. In the case with antiferro orbital
correlations, soin correlation tends In generalto be FM , as has been w idely recognized
iIn orbially degenerate system s.

Here we mention a relation of to the m agnetic anisotropy In U-115 m aterials.
ForUPtG as with the A-AF phase, , is largerthan ., whereas this anisotropy is not
pronounced In UN G a5 w ith the G -AF phase [9]. An analysis for the high-tem perature
region based on LS ocoupling yields the J,= 1/2 K ram ers doubkt as the ground state
am ong the dectet of J=9/2 (L=6 and S=3/2). The stateswith J,= 1/2 in the L.S
coupling schem e have signi cant overlap with £, £, £, Piand £, £, £, Pi in the j-
coupling schem e. A coordingly, by the present de nition should be negative to place

® below 3. Ifthe absolute value of (<0) becomes large, 5 is well separated from

¢ and the m agnetic anisotropy w ill consequently becom e lJarge. Thus, a change from
G —to A type AF phase is consistent w ith the trends ofm agnetic anisotropy in UN iG asg
and UPtG as.

Finally, we make a brief comm ent about the e ect of t,. Follow ing the above
discussion, the A-AF phase should appear even for anallt,. However, in the present
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calculation it disappears for t,< 0.68, a critical value which seem s to be rather large.
Such a quantitative point depends on the systam size, and we note that it is necessary
to perfom the calculation in the them odynam ic lin it.

W hile such investigations are just begihning, we alrady see a number of
opportunities for future work along this path. Conceming issues directly related to
the present context, it is highly recomm ended that calculations be carried out In the
them odynam ic lin i, in order to con m the present exact diagonalization results.
For instance, the m agnetic susosptbility should be evaluiated in the random phase
approxin ation or uctuation-exchange m ethod. W ith such an approadh, the m agnetic
structure can be discussed by detecting the divergence In the m agnetic susceptibility.
This is one of our future tasks. Another problm is how to establish the e ective
reduction of t, In considering the case ocf UTGas. In such systam s, TG a, blocks are
Interspersed between UG a3 layers, but the m ain process m ay occur through the Ga
jons. To analyze this, it isnecessary to treat a three-din ensional f-pm odelw ith explicit
consideration ofU and G a ions. This is another problem for future nvestigation.

6.12.Np-115 Now we review the theoretical results form agnetic structure ofNp-115
B3]. First we consider the case of n=2, which is corresponding to the trivalent Np
on. At t,=1 and =0 (cubic case), local triplet com posed of a couple of £ electrons
is form ed at each site and the G type AF structure is stabilized due to the socalled
superexchange interaction. Even when  is Introduced as the tetragonal CEF e ect,
the G-AF structure rem ains robust for j j< 1. W hen j jis larger than unity, two
electrons sin ultaneously occupy the lower orbial, lrading to the non-m agnetic state
com posed of Iocal 1, irrelevant to the present study to consider the m agnetic phase.
W hen we change t, or =0, agaln the G type AF structure is stabilized, but we nd
that the spin correlation of g= ( ; ;0) comes to be equivalent to that ofg=( ; ; )
w ith the decrease of t,, sihce the AF structure is stabilized In each xy plane due to
superexchange Interaction and the planes are decoupled for amallt,.

At the rst glance, it seam s di cult to understand the variety ofm agnetic phases
observed In NpT G a5 even In a qualitative level, when we consider only the trivalent Np
ion. However, there is no a priori reason to x the valence as Np®* . In NpTGas, d-
electron band origihating from transition m etal ionsm ay signi cantly a ect the valence
ofNp ion BQ]. In addition, we also stress that the actualoom pounds exhibit AF m etallic
behavior. In the band-structure calculation, the average num ber of £ electronsat Np ion
iseasily decreased from four. T hus, we treat the Jocal f electron num ber as a param eter.

W e m ay consider another reason to decrease e ectively the num ber of £ electron
from n=2 in NpG az. In the present two-orbitalm odel, the G AF structure is robust,
which is natural from the theoretical viewpoint within the model. However, in the
experin ental result on NpG az, the low-tem perature ground state is ferrom agnetic,
although the AF phase has been cbserved around at T 60K . In order to understand
the occurrence of the FM phase in the two-orbitalm odel, it is necessary to lngct some
am ount of \hok" In the AF phase, since the doublkexchange m echanisn works to
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Figure 36. (@) G round-state phase diagram in the (U 0.7) plne forn=15,t,=1, and
= 0. G round-state phase diagram s of the m agnetic structure in the ( ;t ,) plane for
n=15,0%5, ) J=0, (c) J=05,and ) J=4.

m axin ize the kinetic m otion of electrons. It is di cul to detem ine the am ount of
doped holes to obtain the FM phase, but at least qualitatively, the e ective decrease of
n seeam s to be physically m eaningfmil in NpG a3 aswellasNpTG as .

Then, we consider the caseofn=1.5. Tn Fig.36 (@), we show the ground-state phase
diagram in the U%J) plane at n=15 for the cubic casewith t,=1 and =0.At J=0,
a Gtype AF structure is stabilized due to superexchange Interaction in the sam e way
as the case of n=2. However, the GAF structure is inm ediately changed to a CAF
structure only by a an all value of the Hund’s rule Interaction. W ith increasing J, the
m agnetic phase changes in the order ofGAF,C-AF,A-AF,and FM phases, except for
the C-AF phase In the large J region. Conceming the spin structures, see Fig. §@).
This result is quite natural, sihoe we are now considering the m agnetic structure based
on the two-oroitalm odel, n which the FM tendency isdue to the optin ization ofkinetic
m otion of electrons.

A fter calculations of the spin and orbital correlations for several param eter sets,
we dbtain the ground-state phase diagram in the ( ;t,) plane, as shown in Figs.34 ),
Pru%5 and J=0. In the region of Jarge positive , we nd that G-AF (I) phase with
ferrotype arrangem ent of  § orbitalextends in a w ide range of the phase diagram . It is
found that the C-AF (I) phase appears in the region for an allpositive and 05<t <1,
The CAF (I) phase exhibits the dom nant com ponent of ( ; ;0) In the soin correlation.
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W hen we further decrease , we nd G-AF (II) phase, which may be considered as
orbital disordered, since there is no dom nant com ponent in the orbital correlation. For
an allt, and sn allnegative ,we nd another C-AF phase, which we callCAF (II), in
which the soin correlation of ( ;0; ) and (0; ; ) aredom nant. Foram allt and large
negative , there appears yet another G AF phase, called GAF (III) wih ferro-type
arrangem ent of & orbital. Th any case, for J= 0, we can cbserve several kinds ofC —and
G -‘AF phases, but A-AF phase does not occur.

A though we Increase the value of J as J= 0.5, no new phases appear in the phase
diagram forn=15, as shown in Fig.36(c). There are three phases, but they are two
C-AF and one G-AF states. A s labelkd explicitly in the phase diagram s, CAF (I), C—
AF (IT), and G-AF (I) are the sam e as those in the phase diagram ofFjg.E3:6 ). Due to
thee ectofJ,G-AF (II) and G -AF (I1I) disappear, since the num ber of FM bond should
be Increased to gain the kinetic energy. A sshown in F ig.36 (d), when we further increase
the value of J as J=4, the G-AF phase com pktely disappears and instead, we observe
the A-AF phase sandw iched by two C-AF phases. By analogy w ith the various phases
of m anganites, the A-AF phase is considered to appear due to the doublexchange
m echanign In the two-orbitalm odel, when J is increased.

In the experiments for NpTGas, C— A~ and G-AF m agnetic phases have been
found in NpFeGas, NpCoG as, and NpNGas. Here we have a naive question: W hat
is a key param eter to understand the change of the m agnetic structure? In the case
0of UTG as, it has been clain ed that the level splitting is in portant to explain the
di erence In m agnetic structure as well as the m agnetic anisotropy fora xed value of
n=1.Roughly speaking, ispositive for T=Fe, an allpositive for T= C o, and negative
forT=Ni AmongUTGas with T=Nj Pd, and Pt, when we assum e that the absolute
valie of is ncreased in the order of N i, Pd, and Pt, i is possbl to understand
qualitatively the change In the m agnetic anisotropy, in addition to the change in the
m agnetic structure of GAF for T=Niand A-AF for T=Pd and Pt. It has been found
that the value of t, is not so crucial to explain qualitatively the m agnetic properties of
U -115 based on the two-orbialm odel forn=1.

Forn=2,we always obtaln the G-AF phase. However, forn=1.5, we have cbserved
three kinds of AF m agnetic structure In the phase diagram s. Let us summ arize the
change in the m agnetic structure for a xed value of t,=0.8. Note that this value is
larger than t,=0.1, which we have considered to reproduce two kinds of cylindrical
Fem isurface sheets of Np-115. However, In the an alksized cluster calculations, it is
di cult to com pare directly with the values in the them odynam ic lin it. Thus, we do
not discuss further the quantitative point on the values of t,. A s shown In Fig. 36 ),
for J=0 and t,= 0.8, we see the change In the m agnetic structure asGAF (<0),C—
AF (< <04),and G-AF (>04).ForJ=05andt ,=08, asshown in Fig.3§(c), the
C-AF phases are always observed, but they have di erent orbital structures. F inally, for
J=4 and t,=0.8, we cbserve CAF ( < 045),AAF( 0:15< < 03),and CAF
(>03),asshown in Fig. 36/d).

In order to understand the appearance of three types of the AF phases, we m ay
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consider an explanation due to the com bination ofthe changesin and n. Forinstance,
by assum ing that J=4 r NpT G as and the change in forNpTGa s is just the same
as that orUTGas, we considerthat n 2 wih <0 forT=Nin 15 with 0 or
T=Co,andn 15wih > 0 forT=Fe. Then, it seem s to be possbl to rlate our
theoretical AF phases w ith the experim ental cbservations n NpT G as. However, it is
di cul to clain that the above param eter assignm ent for three Np-115m aterials is the
best explanation for the m agnetic structure ofNp-115, since In actualcom pounds, there
are other in portant ingredients w hich have not been Included in the present m odel. For
Instance, we have never discussed the direction of the m agnetic m om ent of Np ion. In
particular, the canted AF structure cannot be considered at all for the G -AF phase of
NpPN iG a5 . Thus, we need to recognize som e distance between the actualm agnetic states
and the theoretically obtained phases. O ur theory should be in proved by taking into
acoount other realistic lngredients of 115 structure.

F inally, et us rem ark a possble fiture direction of the research. Th Fig.36 ), we
have explained the G-AF (IT) as the orbial disordered phase, which is considered to be
related to the m etallic phase. O £ course, we cannot conclide the m atallicity only from
the present calculations for am allsize cluster. However, it seem s to be an Interesting
concept that the f-electron state is controlled by orbital degeneracy. Q uite recently,
O nishiand Hotta has pointed out the orbital Incom m ensurate state appearing between
two kinds of localized AF phases, by using the density m atrix renom alization group
m ethod to the m odelofthe j—j coupling schem e £66]. W em ay throw new lightson the
long-standing issue conceming the com petition between localized and itinerant nature
of felectrons, when such com petition is controlled by orbital degree of freedom .

6.2. M ultipok ordering

In the previous subsection, we have discussed the spin and orbital structure of 115
m aterdals on the basis of the g m odel. A gain we note that such \spin" and \orbital"
are not real spin and oroital, but pssudo soin and orbital. In principle, in f-electron
system s, real spin and orbial are not independent degrees of freedom , since they are
tightly coupled w ith each other due to the strong spin-orbit interaction. T hen, in order
to describbe such a com plicated spin-orbital coupled system , it is rather approprate to
represent the f-electron state n tem s of \mulipolk" degree of freedom , rather than
using soIn and orbital degrees of freedom as in d-electron system s. W e show a table
to summ arize the multipole operators up to rank 3. The relation of the irreducble
representation w ith pssudo spin and orbital are also shown. W hen we use the tem of
mulipole degree of freedom , pseudo soIn = and pssudo orbital are 4, dipok and

33 quadrupole, respectively, from Table 3. Thus, In the previous section, we have
considered the ordering tendencies of dipole and quadrupole degree of fireedom . Note
that it is in portant to show explicitly the parity ofthe m ultipole operator to com plete
its symm etry. In this section, for convenience, we use the subscripts \u" and \g" for
odd and even parity, resoectively.
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Table 3. M ultipole operators in the g subspace, shown in Ref éé]] The
rst, second, and third lines denote of the irreducible representation , multipole
operator X , and pseudospin representation, J:espect]i:yely. The multipole operators
pre represented by pseudospin operators as © = .o, e oco and * =

- N4 oC o, Where are the Pauli matrices. W e use notations * =
( P S )= and T = (¥ p§“)
labelr in this tablke.

=2. For sinplicity, we suppress the sie

2u | 3gu 3gv | dulx 4uly 4ulz | 4u2x 4u2y 4u2z
Txyz O g O g J}ful J;lul Jz4ul J}?UZ J;IUZ Jz4u2
AY AZ AX AX AY AZ At AX A AY AZ ANZ
Sux Suy 5Suz | bgx 5gy 59z
TN T, T.)% | Oy, On Oy
MoAx NOAY AX AZ AY AX AY AY AV AZ

In this article, we pik up octupolk ordering in NpO, . First we brie y discuss the
level schem e for actinide dioxides w ith CaF', cubic crystal structure. D ue to the CEF
e ect, the sextet isplit into g quartet and -, doublet. In this case, due to the ntuitive
discussion on the direction ofthe extension oforbitaland the position ofoxygen ions, the

;7 state should be higher than the
discussed in Sec. 5, n order tom ake the low -spoin state, we accom m odate tw o, three, and
four electrons In the 3 level. Then, the ground statesare s, éz), and 1, resgpoectively
{/2], consistent w th the CEF ground states ofUO, P68, 269], NpO, P74, 271], and
PuO, R72,273], respectively. Then, isestinated from the CEF excitation energy in
PuO ,, experin entally ound tobe 123m eV R72,273]. O n the otherhand, asm entioned
repeatedly in this article, the Hund’s rule coupling J; between ¢ and - levels is1/49
ofthe original H und’s rule Interaction am ong £ orbitals. Nam ely, Jy isas large asa few
hundred K elvins. T hus, we validate our assum ption that the - state is sin ply ignored.

From the qualitative viewpoint, unfortunately, this sim pli cation is not appropriate

g evel. Herewe de nethe splitting energy as . As

to reproduce experim ental results, since the ground-state wave-function is not exactly
reproduced in the 3 model. However, we believe that this approxin ation provides a
qualitatively correct approach, in order to understand the com plex m ulipole state from
the m icroscopic view point.

Let us here rview the recent theoretical result on octupol order of NpO,
[13,116,d17,118,119]. W e set the Ham iltonian for actinide dioxides asthe 3 m odel
Eqg. (152) on an foc lattice. The form of the Ham iltonian is already given, but the
hopping should be estin ated on the foc lattice. For Instance, the hopping am plitudes
between f-orbialsat (0;0;0) and @=2;a=2;0) (@ is the Jatl:tjoe constant) are given by

a5
3i 03

(@=2;a=2;0) _ @=2;a=2;0)

4
t ", On =t #; Og =t 2F) (158)
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Table 4. Coupling constants In the e ective model. The energy unit is
1=16)=u° J).

T O
12 64 3 192 195 336 576 196 4 0

1) 1) 1) @) @) @) @) ) )
R b

b4
224 3 0 0 4 193 336 64 3 2 3 112 3

and

(@=2;a=2;0) _ (@=2;a=2;0) _

t ", O# - t #,. On - O; (159)

wheret= (ff )=28andt ..o =t .,.. Note that the hopping integrals depend on

and they are intrinsically com plex num bers in the foc Jattice. It is in sharp contrast
to the previousm odelon a sin ple cubic lattice, In which the hopping integrals are real
and the sam e form as fore; orbitals ofd electrons. In otherwords, there isno di erence
between the § model for £ electrons and the g, orbitalm odel for d electrons on the
sin ple cubic Jattice In the absence ofam agnetic eld. Forey orbitals, we can always set
the hopping integrals to be real irregpective of the lattice type, by selecting appropriate
basiswave-functions, while g oroitalson the foc Jattice appearto be com plex In nature,
soeci ¢ to f-electron system s w ith strong spin-orbit coupling.

In order to discuss m ultipole ordering, we derive an e ective m ultipole m odel in
the strong-coupling lin it using standard sscond-order perturbation theory w ith respect
to t, which is exactly the sam e as that used in the derivation of the H eisenberg m odel
from the Hubbard m odel in the ressarch eld of transition m etal oxides. Tt is one of
advantages of the f-electron m odel on the basis of the j—j coupling schem e that we can
exploit the technigue developed in the d-electron research. W e consider the case of one
electron per £ ion in the 3 orbitals, but the e ective m odel is the sam e for the oneholke
case, which corresponds to NpO ,, due to an elkctron-hole transform ation. Am ong the
interm ediate f?-states in the perturbation theory, we consider only the lowest-energy

5 triplet states, n which the two electrons occupy di erent orbitals, assum Ing that
other excited states are well ssparated from the £2 ground states. Tn fact, the excitation
energy from the s ground state of £2 in U0, is 152 meV P68, 269]. Note that the
CEF excitation energy is considered to be larger than the triplet excitation one, since
the Hund’s rule Interaction ise ectively reduced in the j—j coupling schem e. Thus, it is
reasonabl to take only the 5 states asthe intemm ediate states.

m odel in the form of
X

He = Hig+ Hog + Hyguig + Hauzg)i (160)
a
w here g is the wave vector. H ;4 denotes the interactions between quadrupole m om ents,
given by

Hig=a (03,_ qO g;qc:xcy + cp?)
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Figure 37. (@) The 8-site foc cluster, shown by solid spheres, taken in the calculation
ofexact diagonalization. (o) C orrelation fiinctions for the 8-site cluster forg = (0;0;0)
(triangles), g = (0;0;1) (squares),and g = (1=2;1=2;1=2) (diam onds) In unitsof2 =a.

+ a3 (03,_ O xyaScSy + CP?)

+ a3 Oyxy; qOxyg&xG + CPI); (Lel)
where cp. denotes cyclic pem utations, ¢ = cos(@ a=2),and s = sh@a=2) ( = x,V,
or z). The de niions ofthe m ultipole operators and values of the coupling constants a;
are given in Tablkes3 and 4, respectively. Note that O 3, transom sto ( 302, 05 )=2
and (305, 0),)=2 under cp. &;yiz) ! (;zix) and ®&;y;iz) ! (Zix;y),
respectively. H,y and Hung @ = 1 or 2) are the interactions between dipole and
octupole m om ents, given by

Haq= [} T 0 GG+ &G) + cpi]
+ by Efu qu;;sxsy + cp:]
+ BoTuyz; qTxyzig S + CPI); 162)

Haung = B 0,935, + cp)
+ by IMIm (GG + k) + el
+ b U doa  sesy + cps]
+ 0 Maye g 025" scsy + cp3)]
+RVIE IR 6 §)+ cpdl
IO L ssct TpgTsys:) + cpil; (163)
where values of the coupling constants by, and bi(n) are shown in Tabk 4. The above
Egs. @60){ 163) are consistent w ith the generalform ofm ultipole interactionson the foc
lattice derived by Sakaiet al. R74]. W e follow the notation in Ref. R74] for convenience.
W hen a mean- eld theory is applied to the e ective m odel, due care should be
taken, since In an foc Jattice w ith geom etrdcal frustration, the e ect of uctuationsm ay
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gpinup

spin down

Figure 38. Thetripleq s, octupole state in the foc lattice.

be strong enough to destroy the state obtained w ithin the m ean— eld theory. Thus, we
rst evaluate the correlation function in the ground state using an unbiased m ethod such
as exact diagonalization on the N -site Jattice. Herewe sst N = 8, as shown Fig.37@).

T he correlation finction of the m ultipole operators is de ned by
X
= A=N) &7 ¢ I x4 (164)

r;r0

q

where h 1 denotes the expectation value by the ground-state wave-function.
Figure 37 () exhibits the results for correlation fiunctions. As shown in the Table
4, the absolute value of the interaction between ,, moments (o) is the largest
am ong m ultipole nteractions, but the correlation function ofthe ,, m oment isnot so
enhanced, suggesting that the frustration e ect is signi cant for an Ising-lke m om ent
such as . Rather, large values of correlation functionsare ound orJ %, T%, and O 4,
momentsatg= (0;0;1) n unitsof2 =a.Notethatthee ective m odeldoesnot include
the tetm which stabilizes O, quadrupole order at g = (0;0;1). The enhancem ent of
this correlation function is due to an Induced quadrupolem om ent in 445 Or 5, M om ent
ordered states. T hus, the relevant interactions of the system shouldbeb!’ and by, which
stabilize the J*? and T " order, respectively, at g = (0;0;1). In the ©llow ing, then, we
consider a sin pli ed m ultipole m odel which includes only b2(2) and by.
Now we apply m ean— eld theory to the sin pli ed m odelto soecify the ordered state.
A s easily understood, the coupling constant by is slightly Jarger than Q(Z) , Indicating that
su order has lower energy than 4, order. The Interaction by stabilizes longitudinal
ordering of the 5, m om ents, but their directions are not entirely detem ined by the
form of the interaction. Here we point out that in the 3 subspace, the 5, moment
has an easy axis along [111] {104, 101, 110]. Thus, taking the m om ent at each site
along [111] or other equivalent directions, we nd that a trpleq state is favored, since
it gains interaction energy in all the directions. In fact, as shown in Fig. 3§, the
ground state has longiudinal trpleq 5, octupolk order with four sublattices, ie.,
(TR ;AT HT R ) / (exp 2 x=aliexp[i2 y=aljexpi2 z=a]). Note that this tripleg
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structure does not have frustration even in the foc Jattice. The ground state energy
is 4k per site, and the transition tem perature Tq is given by kg Tg = 4ky. Another
in portant m essage of F iy. 3§ is that both up-and down-spin densities are anisotropic
w ith di erent distrbution. It m ay be natural, if we consider octupol as the com bined
degree of freedom of spin and orbital, but such an ntuiive explanation of octupole
becom espossible from them icroscopic view point on the basis ofthe j—j coupling schem e.

Let us brie y introduce new experim ental evidence of octupole ordering in NpO 5.
Quite recently, In order to clarify the nature of the ordered phase 0of NpO ,, Tokunaga
et al. have perform ed ’0 NM R m easurem ent of NpO, below T, [l11]. Tokunaga et
al. have observed the occurrence of two nequivalent oxygen sites below Ty from the
Y70 NM R spectrum . They have also und that the hyper ne interaction at the oxygen
sites are explained by nvoking a hyper ne Interaction with eld-induced AF m om ents
due to the Iongiudial trpleq octupole order. Thus, the NM R resuls strongly support
the occurrence of the Iongitudinal trpleq m ulipole structure in NpO,.

Herewebrie ym ention the physicalproperties ofthe phase in the high-tem perature
region. The m agnetic susoeptbility of U0, follow s the standard CurieW eiss law P73],
while that of NpO, is signi cantly deviated from the CureW eiss behavior well above
the transition tem perature T, P76,277]. A s pointed out by K ubo and Hotta P78], the
di erence in the team perature dependence ofm agnetic susosptibilities in these m aterials
isnaturally explained due to the fact that dipole and octupolem om ents coexist In NpO ,
whikonly dipokexistsIn UO, . W hen them agneticm om ent consists oftw o lndependent
m om ents, it is ntuitively understood that in such a situation, them agnetic susceptioility
is given by the sum of two di erent CurieW eiss relations, leading to non-C urieW eiss
behavior. It is one of characteristic issues of the system with active oroital degree of
freedom .

W e have not included the e ect of oxygen in the m odel, but i has been already
shown that the conclusion does not change [117], even if we analyze the so-called fp
m odel which inclide both 5f electrons of Np ion and 2p electrons of O ions. It is also
possible to perform sin ilar analysis for another lattice structure. In fact, we have found
a 34 antiferro-quadrupole transition for the sin pl cubic lattice and a ,, antiferro—

7. Conclusions

W e have reviewed orbial ordering phenom ena in d—and f-electron com pounds starting
from a basic level for the construction ofthem odel. Since this sub fct lncludes so m any
kinds of m aterials such as transition m etal oxides, rare-earth com pounds, and actinide
m aterials, it is alm ost in possible to cover all the results conceming the orbitalrelated
phenom ena in these com pounds. Thus, we have picked up som e typicalm aterials and
attem pted to explain how and why the orbital ordering occurs.

In order to summ arize this article, we would lke to em phasize three points. O ne
is the understanding of the orbial ordering from a band-insulating picture, which
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beautifully explains the appearance of E— and CE-type soin structure. The heart
of the explanation is the Interference e ect of electron phase orighating from the
anisotropic orbital. By including further the realistic e ect of Jahn-Teller distortions
and/or Coulomb interactions, it is possble to obtain sp, charge, and orbial ordering
of transition m etal oxides.

Seocond is the sin ilarity between d—and f-electron orbital, when we consider the £—
electron m odelon the basis of the j—j coupling schem e. In particular, we have rem arked
signi cant correspondence between ey orbital degenerate m odel for d electrons and
m odel for £ electrons. T he Jarge variety ofm anganite-like m agnetic structure observed
in U-115 and Np-115 has been understood qualitatively on the basis ofthe g m odel

T he third point is the understanding ofm ultipole order in a m icroscopic kevelon the
basis of the j—j] coupling m odel. A s a typical exam ple, we have reviewed the octupole
ordering In NpO ,. By applying the d-elctron-lke analysis on the g modelon the foc
lattice, it is possble to understand naturally the stability of octupole ordering. It is
also ram arkable that octupolk is clearly understood by the anisotropic soin-dependent
charge distrbution.

O f course, there still rem ain m ore kinds of orbital ordering in d— and f-electron
com pounds, which cannot be explained in this review article. W e could not cite lots of
In portant papers of other authors on the issue of orbital ordering phenom ena. H owever,
it is not the m ain purpose of this article to introduce orbital order n d—and f-electron
system s w ith com plte references. W e would lke to convey the unique viewpont that
orbial ordering (including m ultipole ordering) is the comm on phenom enon in d—and f£—
electron system s. By developing furtherm icroscopic theory on ordbitalordering using the
orbital degenerate m odel, we hope that it ispossble to understand com plex m agnetisn
am ong transition m etal oxides, rareearth com pounds, and actinide m aterials, from a
uni ed viewpoint.
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