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W estudy theelectricquadrupole(E 2)contribution toresonantx-ray scattering (RXS).Underthe

assum ption thattherotationalinvarianceispreserved in theHam iltonian describingtheinterm ediate

state ofscattering,we derive a usefulexpression for the RXS am plitude. O ne ofthe advantages

the derived expression possessesisthe fullinform ation ofthe energy dependence,lacking in allthe

previous studies using the fast collision approxim ation. The expression is also helpfulto classify

the spectra into m ultipole order param eters which are brought about. The expression is suitable

to investigate the RXS spectra in the localized f electron system s.W e dem onstrate the usefulness

ofthe form ula by calculating the RXS spectra atthe Ce L2;3 edgesin Ce1� xLaxB 6 on the basisof

the form ula. W e obtain the spectra as a function ofenergy in agreem ent with the experim ent of

Ce0:7La0:3B 6.Analyzing theazim uthalangle dependence,we�nd thesixfold sym m etry in the�-�
0

channeland thethreefold onein the�-�
0
channelnotonly in theantiferrooctupole (AFO )ordering

phase butalso in the antiferroquadrupole (AFQ )ordering phase,which behaviordependsstrongly

on thedom ain distribution.Thesixfold sym m etry in theAFQ phasearisesfrom thesim ultaneously

induced hexadecapoleorder.Although theAFO orderisplausibleforphaseIV in Ce1� xLaxB 6,the

possibility oftheAFQ orderm ay notberuled outon thebasisofazim uthalangledependencealone.

PACS num bers:78.70.Ck,75.25.+ z,75.10.-b,78.20.Bh

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Resonant x-ray scattering (RXS) has recently at-

tracted m uch attention, since strong x-ray intensities

have becom e available from the synchrotron radiation.

Itisdescribed by asecond-orderprocessthata coreelec-

tron isexcited into unoccupied statesby absorbing inci-

dentx-raysand thatelectron isrecom bined with thecore

holeby em ittingx-rays.TheRXS hasbeen recognized as

a usefulprobe to investigate spatially varying m ultipole

orderings,which the conventionalneutron scattering is

usually di�cultto detect.

Forprobing the spacialvariation oforderparam eters,

x-ray wavelengthsneed to be orderofthe variation pe-

riod. In transition m etals, the K edges in the dipole

(E 1) transition are just �tting for this purpose. Actu-

ally,by using the K edge,the possibility ofthe orbital

ordering has already been explored in transition-m etal

com pounds.1,2 The RXS intensities are observed at su-

perlatticeBraggspots,which areinterpreted asoriginat-

ingfrom them odulation in the4pband,sincetheprocess

involvesthe excitation ofa 1s electron to unoccupied 4p

states.

Because the ordering pattern is usually controlled by

electronsin the3dband,them echanism which causesthe

m odulation isnotnecessarily trivial. Actually,form ost

oftransition-m etalcom pounds,both experim entalstud-

iesand theoreticalstudiesbased on electronic structure

calculations have revealed that the RXS intensities are

broughtaboutby thehybridization between the4p band

and the 2p band ofthe neighboring anions rather than

the direct Coulom b interaction between the electron in

the 4p band and electronsin the 3d band.3,4 Thisresult

is reasonable because ofthe extended nature ofthe 4p

state.

O n rare earth m etal com pounds such as CeB6,

DyB2C2,the L2;3 edges in the E 1 transition are used

because of the requirem ent for x-ray wavelength.5,6,7,8

The RXS spectra in the E 1 transition from the antifer-

roquadrupole (AFQ ) phase ofCeB6 were studied both

experim entally5 and theoretically.9,10 Although the ex-

perim entsand the theory give su�ciently consistentre-

sults,the relation to the m ultipole orderings which 4f

electronsm ainly involveisratherindirect,since the res-

onance is caused by the excitation ofa 2p electron to

5d states. This shortcom ing m ay be overcom e by using

the quadrupole (E 2)transition atthe L2;3 edges,where

a 2p electron is prom oted to partially �lled 4f states.

Using theE 2 transition hasanotherm eritthatoctupole

and hexadecapoleorderingsaredirectly detectable.This

contrastswith the E 1 transition,where only dipole and

quadrupole orderingsare detectable. O fcourse,intensi-

ties in the E 2 transition are usually m uch sm allerthan

thosein the E 1 transition.

In thispaper,wederivea generalform ula ofthe RXS

am plitudesin thelocalized electron picture,in which the

electronic structure ateach atom is assum ed to be well

described by an atom ic wavefunction under the crystal

electric �eld (CEF). Historically, the research in such

a direction was started by using the fram ework bor-

rowed from resonant -ray scattering.11 Starting from

theworksby Blum eand G ibbs12 and by Hannon etal.13,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605288v1
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theform oftheRXS am plitudehad been investigated in

severalworks.14,15,16,17 TheRXS am plitudecan besum -

m arized into an elegant form by using vector spherical

harm onics. Unfortunately,it has little practicalusage

because it is di�cult to deduce m eaningfulinform ation

when there is no restriction on the interm ediate state

ofthe scattering process. A widely-adopted approxim a-

tion forpracticaluse isthe so-called "fastcollision (FC)

approxim ation".Thisreplacestheinterm ediatestateen-

ergy in theenergy denom inatoroftheRXS am plitudeby

an averaged value,allowing the denom inatoroutofthe

sum m ation.13,14,15,16,17 Thereby,the m ultiplet splitting

ofthe interm ediate state is neglected,leading to an as-

sum ed form (usually a Lorentzian form ) for the energy

pro�le.

However,recentexperim entsshow deviation from the

Lorentzian form in severalm aterials.18,19 W eim provethe

situation bytakingtheenergydependenceoftheinterm e-

diate state under the assum ption that the interm ediate

Ham iltonian describing the scattering processpreserves

sphericalsym m etry. This assum ption is justi�ed when

the CEF energy and the intersite interaction are m uch

sm aller than the m ultiplet energy in the interm ediate

state as is expected in m any localized electron m ateri-

als. W e have already reported the form ula for the E 1

transition,having successfully applied to the analysisof

the E 1 RXS spectra in URu2Si2 and NpO 2.
20,21,22 This

paper is an extension ofthose works to the E 2 transi-

tion.The obtained form ula m akesitpossible to analyze

theenergy pro�lesofthespectra in contrastwith theFC

approxim ation. In addition,the form ula is suitable to

discussthe relation ofthe RXS spectra to m ultipole or-

derparam eters,18,19,23,24,25,26 because itisexpressed by

m eans ofthe expectation values ofthe m ultipole order

param eters.

W e dem onstrate the usefulnessofthe form ula by cal-

culating theRXS spectra in m ultipoleorderingphasesof

Ce1� xLaxB6. First,we investigate the E 2 RXS spectra

attheCeL2;3 edgesfrom theAFQ orderingphase(phase

II)in the non-diluted m aterialCeB6. Analysisutilizing

our form ula reveals that the E 2 RXS spectra in phase

II consist ofa m ixture ofthe quadrupole and hexade-

capoleenergy pro�les.Thecalculated intensitiessuggest

thepossibility thatheE 2 signalattheCeL2;3 edgescan

be detectable in thism aterial.

For the interm ediate doping range x � 0:3 � 0:5,

Ce1� xLaxB6 falls into a new phase (phase IV) whose

prim ary order param eter is not wellestablished yet.27

Recently,the E 2 RXS signals at the Ce L2 edge have

been detected for an x = 0:3 sam ple.25 From the az-

im uthalangle ( ) dependence ofthe peak intensity,it

was claim ed that the antiferrooctupole (AFO ) ordering

phase is the m ostprobable candidate because the sym -

m etry ofthe  -dependence,sixfold and threefold in the

�-�0 and �-�0 channelsrespectively,isdeduced from the

theoryin good agreem entwith theexperim ent.25,28 How-

ever,therelativeintensity between twochannelsdepends

strongly on the dom ain distribution,and deviatesabout

factortwo from the experim entaloneifthe contribution

from four dom ains are added with equalweight. The

origin ofthis discrepancy isstillunanswered. Itwillbe

pointed outthatthe RXS peak intensity from the AFQ

phase concom itant with the induced hexadecapole con-

tribution also gives rise to the sam e sym m etry of the

 -dependence as obtained from the AFO phase. Thus,

although theAFO orderisplausiblein m any respects,it

seem sdi�cultto ruleoutthe AFQ orderon thebasisof

the azim uthalangle dependence alone. In addition,we

calculate the energy dependence ofthe RXS spectra at

theCeL2;3 edges.Assum ingboth theAFO and AFQ or-

ders,weobtain thespectralshapesattheL2 edge,which

agree with the experim entalone forCe0:7La0:3B6.
25 O n

the other hand,the spectralshapes at the L3 edge are

found slightly di�erentbetween two phases,with inten-

sitiesthesam eorderofm agnitudeofthereported oneat

the L2 edge.

The presentpaper is organized as follows. A general

expression for RXS am plitudes is obtained in Sec. II.

AnalysisofRXS spectra in Ce1� xLaxB6 arepresented in

Sec.III.Section IV isdevoted toconcludingrem arks.In

Appendix,weshow severalexpressionsrequired toobtain

the RXS am plitude form ula.

II. T H EO R ET IC A L FR A M EW O R K O F R X S

A . a second-order opticalprocess

The RXS is described by a second-order opticalpro-

cess,whereacoreelectron isexcited tounoccupied states

by absorbingx-raysand thatelectron isrecom bined with

thecoreholeby em itting x-rays.Sincethewavefunction

ofcoreelectron iswelllocalized,theRXS am plitudem ay

be given by a sum ofcontributionsfrom individualions.

Using a geom etricalarrangem ent shown in Fig. 1,we

expressthe RXS am plitude f(�;�0;k;k0;!)forthe inci-
dent x-ray with m om entum k,polarization �,and the

scattered x-ray with m om entum k
0
,polarization �0 as

f(�;�0;k;k0;!) =
X

n= 1

f
(n)(�;�0;k;k0;!); (2.1)

f
(n)(�;�0;k;k0;!) /

1
p
N

X

j

e� iG � rj

� M
(n)

j (�;�0;k;k0;!); (2.2)
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FIG .1: G eom etry of the RXS experim ent. Photon with

polarization � or� isscattered into the state ofpolarization

�
0
or�

0
attheBraggangle�.Theazim uthalangle describes

the rotation ofthe sam ple around the scattering vector G .

The (112)surface isin the scattering plane at = 0.

with

M
(1)

j (�;�0;!) =
X

�;� 0

�
0
���0

�
X

�

h 0jx�;jj�ih�jx �0;jj 0i

~! � (E � � E 0)+ i�
;(2.3)

M
(2)

j (�;�0;k;k0;!) =
k2

9

X

�;� 0

q� (̂k
0
;�0)q�0(̂k;�)

�
X

�

h 0j~z�;jj�ih�j~z �0;jj 0i

~! � (E � � E 0)+ i�
;(2.4)

where G (= k
0
� k) is the scattering vector,and N is

the num berofsitesj’s. The j 0irepresentsthe ground

state with energy E 0, while j�i represents the inter-

m ediate state with energy E � . The � describes the

life-tim e broadening width ofthe core hole. Equation

(2.3) describes the E 1 transition,where the dipole op-

erators x�;j’s are de�ned as x1;j = xj,x2;j = yj,and

x3;j = zj in the coordinate fram e �xed to the crys-

talaxes with the origin located at the center ofsite j.

Equation (2.4) describes the E 2 transition, where the

quadrupoleoperatorsarede�ned by ~z1;j =
p
3

2
(x2j � y2j),

~z2;j = 1

2
(3z2j � r2j), ~z3;j =

p
3yjzj, ~z4;j =

p
3zjxj and

~z5;j =
p
3xjyj. Factors q� (̂k;�) and q� (̂k

0;�0) with

k̂ = k=jkjand k̂
0

= k
0
=jk

0
jare de�ned asa second-rank

tensor,

q�(A ;B )�

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

p
3

2
(A xB x � A yB y) for� = 1;

1

2
(3A zB z � A � B ) for� = 2;

p
3

2
(A yB z + A zB y) for� = 3;

p
3

2
(A zB x + A xB z) for� = 4;

p
3

2
(A xB y + A yB x) for� = 5:

(2.5)

Notethatthequadrupoleoperators~z�;j areexpressed as

~z�;j = q�(rj;rj).

B . Energy pro�les

In localized electron system s,theground stateand the

interm ediate state are described in term s ofthe eigen-

functionsofthe angularm om entum operator,jJ;m i,at

each site.Attheground state,theCEF and theintersite

interaction usually liftthedegeneracy with respectto m .

W e writethe ground stateatsitej as

j 0ij =
X

m

cj(m )jJ;m i: (2.6)

In the interm ediate state,however,the CEF and the in-

tersiteinteractionm aybeneglected in agoodapproxim a-

tion,since theirm agnitudesofenergy are m uch sm aller

than those ofthe intra-atom ic Coulom b interaction and

the spin-orbit interaction (SO I) which give rise to the

m ultiplet structure. Thus the Ham iltonian describing

theinterm ediatestateisapproxim ated aspreserving the

sphericalsym m etry. In such a circum stance,the inter-

m ediatestatesarecharacterized by thetotalangularm o-

m entum at the core-hole site,that is,j�i = jJ 0;M ;ii

with them agnitude J0 and the m agneticquantum num -

ber M . The corresponding energy is denoted by E J0;i,

where we introduce the index i in order to distinguish

m ultipletshaving thesam eJ0 valuebuthaving di�erent

energy.

In the following,we discussonly on the E 2 transition

(Eq.(2.4)),becausetheE 1transition hasbeen fully ana-

lyzed in ourpreviouspaper.21 First,werewriteEq.(2.4)

as

M
(2)

j (�;�0;k;k0;!) =
k2

9

X

�;� 0

q� (̂k
0

;�0)q�0(̂k;�)M
(2)

�� 0(!;j);

(2.7)

M
(2)

�� 0(!;j) �
X

J0;M ;i

E i(!;J
0)h 0j~z�;jjJ

0
;M ;ii

� hJ0;M ;ij~z�0;jj 0i; (2.8)

with

E i(!;J
0)=

1

~! � (E J0;i� E 0)+ i�
: (2.9)

Then, inserting Eq. (2.6) for the ground state into

Eq.(2.8),weobtain

M
(2)

�� 0(j;!)=
X

m ;m 0

c
�
j(m )cj(m

0)M
(2)m ;m

0

�� 0 (!); (2.10)

with

M
(2)m ;m

0

�� 0 (!) =
X

J0

N J 0X

i= 1

E i(!;J
0)

�

J
0

X

M = � J0

hJ;m j~z�jJ
0
;M ;iihJ0;M ;ij~z�0jJ;m 0i:(2.11)
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W e havesuppressed the index j specifying the core-hole

site.Thenum berofthem ultipletshaving thevalueJ0is

denoted by N J0.Theselection rulefortheE 2 transition

con�nes the range of the sum m ation over J0 to J0 =

J;J � 1;J � 2.

Now we analyze the m atrix elem ent of the type

hJ;m j~z�jJ
0;M ibyutilizingtheW igner-Eckart(W E)the-

orem fora tensoroperator,29

hJ;m js�jJ
0
M i = (� 1)J

0
+ m � 2

p
2J + 1

�

�
J0 2 J

M � � m

�

(JjjV2jjJ
0);(2.12)

with s� 2 = (~z1 � i~z5)=
p
2,s� 1 = � (~z4 � i~z3)=

p
2 and

s0 = ~z2. The sym bol(JjjV2jjJ
0) denotes the reduced

m atrix elem entofthesetofirreducibletensoroperatorof

thesecond rank.Becauseofthenatureofthequadrupole

operators,acondition jm � m 0j� 4hasto besatis�ed for

non-vanishing M
(2)m ;m

0

�� 0 (!).Aftera straightforward but

tediouscalculation with thehelp oftheW E theorem ,we

obtain non-zero M (2)m ;m
0

(!)’s. Then,we perform the

sum m ation overm and m 0 in Eq. (2.10). The resultis

sum m arized by introducing theexpectation valuesofthe

com ponentsofthe m ultipole operatorsasfollows:

M
(2)

�;� 0(j;!)=

4X

�= 0

�
(�)

E 2
(!)

2�+ 1X

�= 1

[M
(�)

�
]�;� 0h 0jz

(�)

�
j 0i;

(2.13)

where the � th com ponentofrank � tensorz
(�)

�
in real

basis (1 � � � 2� + 1) is de�ned in Table I. The z
(�)

�

isconstructed from the irreducible sphericaltensorT
(n)

�

through theunitarytransform ation U (�).Thede�nitions

ofT
(�)
n and U (�) aswellastheenergy pro�le�

(�)

E 2
(!)are

given in Appendix A. The m atrix elem ent ofM
(�)

�
is

expressed as

[M
(�)

�
]�;� 0 =

(� )�

(2jjT�jj2)

r
2� + 1

5

2X

‘= � 2

2X

‘0= � 2

U
(2)

�‘

�

�X

n= � �

U
(�)

�n
([T (�)

n ]‘‘0)
�[U (2)y]‘0�0

= (� )�
p
2� + 1

2X

‘= � 2

2X

‘0= � 2

(� )‘U
(2)

�‘

�

�X

n= � �

U
(�)

�n

�
2 � 2

‘0 n � ‘

�

[U (2)y]‘0�0;

(2.14)

with

(2jjT�jj2)=
1

2�

s

(5+ �)!

5(4� �)!
: (2.15)

TABLE I: D e�nition oftheoperatorequivalenceofthem ulti-

poleordercom ponents.Theoverlinedenotesthesym m etriza-

tion,forinstance,X 2Y = X
2
Y + X Y X + Y X

2
.

z
(1)

1
= Jx

z
(1)

2
= Jy

z
(1)

3
= Jz

z
(2)

1
= O

x 2 � y2
=

p
3

2
[J

2

x � J
2

y ]

z
(2)

2
= O

3z2� r2
= 1

2
[3J

2

z
� J(J + 1)]

z
(2)

3
= O yz =

p
3

2
[JyJz + JzJy]

z
(2)

4
= O zx =

p
3

2
[JzJx + Jx Jz]

z
(2)

5
= O x y =

p
3

2
[Jx Jy + Jy Jx ]

z
(3)

1
= Tx yz =

p
15

6
Jx JyJz

z
(3)

2
= T

�

x
= 1

2
[2J

3

x
� Jx (J

2
y
+ J2

z
)]

z
(3)

3
= T

�
y =

1

2
[2J

3

y � Jy(J
2
z + J2

x )]

z
(3)

4
= T

�
z = 1

2
[2J

3

z � Jz(J
2
x + J2

y )]

z
(3)

5
= T

�

x
=

p
15

6
Jx (J

2
y
� J2

z
)

z
(3)

6
= T

�

y
=

p
15

6
Jy (J

2
z
� J2

x
)

z
(3)

7
= T

�
z =

p
15

6
Jz(J

2
x � J2

y )

z
(4)

1
= H

0

4
=

5

4

q
7

3

h

J
4

x + J
4

y + J
4

z � 3

5
J(J + 1)

�
J(J + 1)� 1

3

	i

z
(4)

2
= H

2

4
= �

p
5

4

h
7

6
(J2

x
� J2

y
)J2

z
�
�
J(J + 1)� 5

6

	
(J

2

x
� J

2

y
)

i

z
(4)

3
= H

4

4
=

p
5

48

�
35J

4

z � 30J(J + 1)J
2

z + 3J(J + 1)[J(J + 1)� 2]

+ 25J
2

z � 7[J
4

x + J
4

y � J2
x J

2
y ]

i

z
(4)

4
= H

�

x
=

p
35

8
[J3

y
Jz � Jy J

3
z
]

z
(4)

5
= H

�

y
=

p
35

8
[J3

z
Jx � JzJ

3
x
]

z
(4)

6
= H

�
z =

p
35

8
[J3

x Jy � Jx J
3
y ]

z
(4)

7
= H

�
x =

p
5

8
[2J2

x Jy Jz � (J3
y Jz + Jy J

3
z )]

z
(4)

8
= H

�

y
=

p
5

8
[2J2

y
JzJx � (J3

z
Jx + JzJ

3
x
)]

z
(4)

9
= H

�

z
=

p
5

8
[2J2

z
Jx Jy � (J3

z
Jy + Jx J

3
y
)]

Finally,inserting Eq.(2.13)into Eq. (2.7)and using

Eq.(2.14),weobtain the �nalexpression,

M
(2)

j (�;�0;k;k0;!)

=
k2

9

4X

�= 0

�
(�)

E 2
(!)

2�+ 1X

�= 1

P
(�)

�
(�;�0;̂k;̂k

0

)h 0jz
(�)

�
j 0i;

(2.16)

whereP
(�)

�
’sarethe geom etricalfactorsde�ned as

P
(�)

�
(�;�0;̂k;̂k

0

)

=
p
2� + 1

�X

n= � �

(� )nU
(�)

�n

�X

m = � �

�
2 2 �

m n � m � n

�

� qm (�
0
;̂k

0

)qn� m (�;̂k): (2.17)

Those for � = 0;1 and 2 are expressed as relatively
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sim ple form s:

P
(0)

1 (�;�0;k;k0) =
1
p
5

h

(̂k
0

�k̂)(�0� �)+ (̂k
0

� �)(�0�k̂)
i

;

(2.18)

P
(1)
� (�;�0;̂k;̂k

0

)

= � i
1

p
10

h

(�0� �)(̂k
0

� k̂)� + (̂k
0

�k̂)(�0� �)�

+ (k
0
� �)(�0� k̂)� + (�0�k̂)(̂k

0

� �)�;
i

; (2.19)

P
(2)
� (�;�0;̂k;̂k

0

) = �
3

2

1
p
14

h

(�0� �)q� (̂k;̂k
0

)

+ (̂k
0

�k̂)q�(�;�
0)+ q� (̂k

0

� k̂;�0� �)
i

: (2.20)

For� = 1,indices� = 1;2 and 3 serve asthe Cartesian

com ponentsx;y and z,respectively. The corresponding

expression ofP
(�)
� ’sfor� = 3;4 havecom plicated form s,

which aresum m arized in Appendix B.

An expression sim ilartoEq.(2.16)hasbeen derived by

theFC approxim ation.13,14,15,16,17 However,thisschem e

hasto putby hand the energy dependence.The present

theory givesan explicitexpression ofthe energy depen-

dence,which isseparated from the factorrelating to the

order param eter. Thus,the choice ofthe CEF param -

eters in the ground state does not a�ect the shape of

energy pro�les�
(�)

E 2
(!).

III. A P P LIC A T IO N T O M U LT IP O LE

O R D ER IN G P H A SES IN C e1� xLaxB 6

In this section, we dem onstrate the usefulness of

Eq.(2.16)by analyzing the RXS spectra in the E 2 tran-

sition atthe CeL2;3 edgesfrom Ce1� xLaxB6.

A . P hase II in C eB 6

The parentm aterialCeB6 experiencestwo-step phase

transitions.Itundergoesthe�rsttransition from param -

agnetic(phaseI)to an AFQ state(phaseII)atTQ = 3:2

K and the second transition to an antiferrom agnetic

(AFM ) state (phase III) at TN = 2:4 K under no ex-

ternalm agnetic �eld. The AFQ orderisknown to be a

N�eel-typewith a propagating vectorQ 0 =
�
1

2

1

2

1

2

�
.

These phase transitionshave been theoretically stud-

ied in a localized electron schem e,where each Ce ion is

assum ed to be trivalent in the 4f1 con�guration. Its

ground m ultiplet is a �8 quartet con�ned within the

J = 5

2
subspaceunderthe cubic sym m etry.Using states

fjJz = m ig,the four bases j� ;�i (� = ";#)m ay be ex-

pressed as

j+ ;"i =

r
5

6

�
�
�
�+

5

2

�

+

r
1

6

�
�
�
��

3

2

�

; (3.1)

j� ;"i =

�
�
�
�+

1

2

�

; (3.2)

and j� ;#i by replacing jm i with j� m i. The intersite

interaction m ay lift the fourfold degeneracy,leading to

m ultipoleorderings.Shiinaetal.havederivedsuch inter-

action from a m icroscopicm odeland obtained thephase

diagram in agreem entwith experim ents.30,31

Instead ofpursuing this direction,we sim ply assum e

the ordering pattern, and calculate the RXS spectra.

The assum ed ordering pattern selects a particular en-

ergy pro�leaccording to Eq.(2.16).Notethatthequar-

tet �8 consists of16 degrees offreedom ,which are ex-

hausted by three com ponentsofdipole,�ve com ponents

ofquadrupole and seven com ponentsofoctupole opera-

torsaswellasan identicaloperator.Therebythehexade-

capoleoperatorsH 0
4;H

2
4;H

4
4;H

�
x ;H

�
y and H �

z areequiva-

lentto identicaloperator,O x2� y2;O 3z2� r2;O yz;O zx and

O xy,respectively,while H
�
x;y;z = 0. Therefore,as long

asa contribution from �
(2)

E 2
(!)exists,thatfrom �

(4)

E 2
(!)

autom atically exists.

The orderparam eterin phase IIisbelieved to be the

O xy-type. O peratorO xy hastwo degenerate eigenstates

ofeigenvalue� 1and twodegenerateeigenstatesofeigen-

value+ 1,thatis,

O xy =

0

B
@

� 1 0 0 0

0 � 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
A ; (3.3)

within thebasesofeigenfunctions.TheAFQ phasem ay

be constructed by assigning two degenerate eigenstates

with eigenvalue � 1 to one sublattice and those with

eigenvalue+ 1 to theothersublattice.Thedegeneracy of

the K ram ersdoubletwould be lifted in the AFM phase

with further reducing tem peratures. W ithin the sam e

basesin order,typicaldipoleand octupoleoperatorsare

represented by

Jz =

0

B
B
@

� 7

6
0 0 � 2

3

0 7

6
� 2

3
0

0 � 2

3

7

6
0

� 2

3
0 0 � 7

6

1

C
C
A ; (3.4)

T
�
z =

0

B
B
@

0 0 0 i3
p
5

0 0 � i3
p
5 0

0 i3
p
5 0 0

� i3
p
5 0 0 0

1

C
C
A : (3.5)

Theseform sindicatethattheO xy ordercould accom pany

neither the Jz order nor the T �
z order. Therefore,the

O xy orderselectstheenergy pro�les�
(2)

E 2
(!)and �

(4)

E 2
(!)

according to Eq.(2.16).

In theactualcalculation ofenergy pro�le,wetakeinto

account full Coulom b interactions between 2p and 4f

electrons,between 2pelectrons,and between 4f electrons

in the con�guration (2p)5(4f)2. The spin-orbitinterac-

tion (SO I) of 2p and 4f electrons are considered too.

The Slaterintegralsnecessary for the Coulom b interac-

tions and the SO Iparam eters are evaluated within the

Hartree-Fock approxim ation.32,33
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FIG .2: TheRXS spectraattheCeL3 (top)and L2 (bottom )

absorption edgesfrom the AFQ phase (phase II).� = 2:0 eV

and 1:0 eV,G =
�
3

2

3

2

3

2

�
,and  = 0.O nly the spectra in the

�-�
0
channelare displayed.

Figure2showstheRXS spectraasafunction ofphoton

energy,calculated with the core-holelifetim e width � =

2:0 eV and 1.0 eV.The energy ofthe Ce 2p-corelevelis

chosen such thatthe peak ofthe RXS spectra atthe Ce

L3 edgecoincideswith theexperim entforCeB6.W e�nd

thatthe absolute value of�
(4)

E 2
(!)ism uch sm allerthan

thatof�
(2)

E 2
(!). However,the sm allnessiscom pensated

by a large value ofh 0jz
(4)

�
j 0i,and thereby both term s

contribute to the intensity.The calculated spectra show

asym m etry and som estructures,which depend on the�

value.Itm ay be appropriateto use� = 2:0 eV.34

W hen the O xy orderis realized,the O yz and O zx or-

dersare also possible to be realized. In actualcrystals,

threeordersm ay constitutedom ains,whosestructureaf-

fectstheazim uthalangledependenceoftheRXS spectra.

Figure 3 showsthe peak intensity asa function of for

the scattering vectorG =
�
3

2

3

2

3

2

�
.The origin of isde-

�ned such thatthe scattering plane includesthe a-axis.

Itdependsstrongly on dom ains.An incoherentaddition

overthe contributionsfrom threedom ainsisperform ed.

In the�-�0channel,theterm of� = 2 in Eq.(2.16)isin-

dependentof so thatthesixfold sym m etry com esfrom

the term of� = 4. O n the other hand,the threefold

sym m etry in the �-�0 channelarisesfrom both theterm

of� = 2 and thatof� = 4.

B . P hase IV in C e1� xLaxB 6

The La diluted m aterialCe1� xLaxB6 with x ’ 0:3 �

0:5 hasan additionalphaseIV whoseorderparam eteris

notwellunderstood yet.27 Although a large discontinu-
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FIG .3: The peak intensities of RXS as functions of az-

im uthalangle atthe Ce L3 edge from the AFQ pahse (phase

II).� = 2:0 eV.Three dom ains are assum ed to have equal

volum es. The solid and broken lines represent the �-�
0
and

�-�
0
channels,respectively.

ity in thespeci�cheatcurvesuggeststheexistenceofthe

longrangeorder,35 noneutron scatteringexperim enthas

found an evidence oflong range m agnetic order.36,37 It

issuggested38,39 thattheAFO ordercharacterizesphase

IV,which is supported by the observation ofthe trigo-

naldistortion.40 Recently,M annix etal. m easured the

RXS spectra at the L2 edge in the E 2 transition in

Ce0:7La0:3B6, claim ing that the signalarises from the

AFO order.25 The analysis ofthe azim uthalangle de-

pendenceby K usunoseand K uram otosupportstheAFO

order in phase IV.28 However,there exists at least one

prom inentdiscrepancy between the experim entand the

theory aboutthe azim uthalangle dependence which we

shalladdresslater.

K eepingtwopossibilities,thequadrupoleand octupole

orders,forphase IV,we analyze the spectra on the ba-

sisofEq.(2.16).Sincethetrigonaldistortion isobserved

alongthebody-diagonaldirection,weassum ethattheor-

derparam eterisofT
�

111 type(T
�

111 � (T �
x + T

�
y + T

�
z )=

p
3)

orO 111 type (O 111 � (O xy + O yz + O zx)=
p
3). The T �

type can be ruled out because this type carries a sub-

stantialantiferrom agnetic m om ent,which isagainstthe

experim ental�nding. Since [T
�

111
;O 111]= 0,both oper-

atorsare sim ultaneously diagonalized.W ithin the bases

ofeigenfunctions,they arerepresented as

T
�

111
=

0

B
B
@

� 3
p
10 0 0 0

0 3
p
10 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

1

C
C
A ; (3.6)

O 111 =

0

B
@

� 1 0 0 0

0 � 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
A : (3.7)
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W ithin thesam ebases,thedipoleoperatorJ111 (� (Jx+

Jy + Jz)=
p
3)isrepresented as

J111 =

0

B
B
@

0 z1 0 0

z�1 0 0 0

0 0 � 7

6
0

0 0 0 7

6

1

C
C
A ; (3.8)

wherez1 =
p
3

18
(1+ i11

p
2).

1. AFO order

The AFO orderm ay be constructed by assigning the

eigenstate of the T
�

111 with eigenvalue � 3
p
10 to one

sublattice and that with 3
p
10 to the other sublattice.

Then,the order param eter vector (hT �
x i;hT

�
y i;hT

�
z i) is

pointing to the (111) direction. Equation (3.8) indi-

cates thatthe AFO ordercould carry no m agnetic m o-

m ent,which is consistent with the experim ent. Equa-

tion (3.7)indicatesthattheAFO orderaccom paniesthe

ferroquadrupole order,not the AFQ order. Therefore,

according to Eq.(2.16),the RXS energy dependence is

purely characterized by j�
(3)

E 2
(!)j2.

Figure 4 shows the calculated j�
(3)

E 2
(!)j2 as functions

oftheincidentphoton energy ! attheCeL2 and L3 ab-

sorption edgeswith � = 2:0eV and 1:0eV,in com parison

with the experim ent ofM annix etal(the non-resonant

contribution is subtracted from the data).25 In the cal-

culation,we use the sam e Slater integrals and the SO I

param eters as in phase II.The spectralshapes depend

strongly on the absorption edge they are observed. In

particular,the tailpartofthe spectra atthe L3 edge is

drastically di�erentfrom thatatthe L 2 edge. Thisfact

m ightbehelpfulto identify thecharacteroftheordering

pattern ifthespectrum attheL3 edgeisexperim entally

available.SincethepeakintensityattheL3 edgeisabout

20 % ofthatatthe L2 edge,itcan be said thatexperi-

m entalobservation hasa legitim atechanceattheform er

edge. The L2 spectralshape reproduceswellthe exper-

im entalone showing broad single peak structure with a

hum p in the high energy region.

Theenergy pro�lej�
(3)

E 2
(!)j2 lookssim ilarto thespec-

tralshape in phase II(Fig. 2)for� = 2 eV.O ne di�er-

ence is a dip found at the L3 edge in j�
(3)

E 2
(!)j2,which

is absent in Fig. 2. Ifthe � is as sm allas 1 eV,the

di�erences are em phasized around the tailpart ofthe

high energy region,because m ultiplet structures ofthe

interm ediatestateareem phasized.20 Notethat,although

j�
(3)

E 2
(!)j2 isabouttwo orderofm agnitude sm allerthan

j�
(2)

E 2
(!)j2,thesm allnessiscom pensated by thelargefac-

tor of jhT �
x;y;zij

2 ’ 90, resulting in the sam e order of

m agnitude ofthe spectralintensity as in phase II(Fig.

2).

If the octupole order param eter vector

(hT �
x i;hT

�
y i;hT

�
z i) can point to the (111) direction,

itisalso possible to pointto the (111),(111),and (111)
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FIG .4: Energy pro�le j�
(3)

E 2
(!)j

2
at the Ce L3 (top) and

L2 (bottom ) absorption edges at G =
�
3

2

3

2

3

2

�
. Curves with

� = 1:0 eV (broken lines) are m ultiplied by factors 0.29 at

the L3 edge and ... at the L2 edge to have the sam e peak

intensitiesasthosewith � = 2:0 eV (solid lines).O pen circles

areexperim entaldata in Ce0:7La0:3B 6,in which non-resonant

contributionsare subtracted asexplained by the authors.
25

directions.Thesefourordersusually constitutedom ains.

Theazim uthalangledependenceisdi�erentfordi�erent

dom ains,as shown in Figs.5(a)and (b). Ifyou collect

the contributions from dom ains with equalweight,the

m axim um intensity in the �-�0 channelbecom e nearly

equalto thatin the�-�0channel.Theexperim entaldata

show thatthe m axim um intensity in the �-�0 channelis

aboutthe halfofthatin the �-�0 channel,as shown in

Fig.5(c).Thism ay beattributed totheslightly di�erent

setup for di�erent polarizations and/or to the extrinsic

background from the non-resonant contribution, as

discussed by K usunose and K uram oto.28 They reduced

the intensity in the �-�0 channelby sim ply m ultiplying

a factor0:6.Anotherpossibility isthatdom ain volum es

are di�erent am ong four dom ains. Collecting up the

contributions with ratio 3 : 1 : 1 : 1 from the (111),

(111), (111), and (111) dom ains, we have the result

sim ilar to that sim ply m ultiplying a factor 0:6 to the

intensity in the �-�0 channel, as shown in Fig. 5(c).

Thus,the sixfold and threefold sym m etries in the �-�0

and �-�0 channels are well reproduced in com parison

with the experim ent.

2. AFQ order

The AFQ orderm ay be constructed by assigning the

eigenstatesofO 111 with eigenvalue� 1 to one sublattice
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FIG .5: Peak intensities ofthe RXS spectra at the Ce L2

edgesin theAFO phaseasfunctionsofazim uthalangle.Pan-

els(a)and (b)display thepeak intensitiesin the�-�0and the

�-�
0
channels,respectively,wherethesolid (D 1),broken (D 2),

dotted (D 3),and broken-dotted (D 4)linesrepresentthepeak

intensity ofthe dom ains (111),(111),(111),and (111),re-

spectively.Panel(c)showsthe intensitiescollecting the con-

tributions from the dom ains (111), (111),(111),and (111)

with ratio 3:1:1:1. The solid and broken lines represent the

intensitiesin the �-�
0
and �-�

0
channels,respectively.Filled

and open circlesaretheexperim entaldataforCe0:7La0:3B 6.
25

and those with + 1 to the other sublattice. The AFQ

order accom panies no AFO order. The di�erence from

phaseIIisthattheorderparam eter(hO yzi;hO zxi;hO xyi)

is pointing to the (111) direction. Therefore,the spec-

tralshape asa function ofenergy isnearly the sam e as

in phase II.The azim uthalangle dependence depends

strongly on dom ains,which isshown in Figs. 6(a)and

(b). The sixfold sym m etry in the �-�0 channelm ainly

com esnotfrom the(111)dom ain butfrom theotherdo-

m ains,since the contribution from the form erdom ain is

constant with varying the azim uthalangle. Collecting

the contributionsfrom fourdom ainswith equalweight,

and reducing the intensity in the �-�0 channelby m ul-

tiplying a factor 0:6 in the sam e way as K usunose and

K uram oto adopted,28 we obtain the resultin agreem ent

with the experim ent at least in a sym m etricalpoint of

view.Although theam plitudeoftheoscillation in the�-

�0 channelistoo sm allcom pared with the experim ental

one,the situation m ay be changed ifthe subtraction of

thenon-resonantcontribution in the�-�0channeland/or

thatoftheenigm aticE 1contribution in the�-�0channel

are/isreevaluated. Actually,the discrepancy aboutthe
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FIG .6: PeakintensitiesattheCeL2 edgesin theAFQ phase,

as functions ofazim uthalangle. Panels (a) and (b) display

thepeak intensitiesin the�-�0and the�-�0channels,respec-

tively,where the solid (D 1),broken (D 2),dotted (D 3),and

broken-dotted (D 4) lines represent the peak intensity ofthe

dom ains(111),(111),(111),and (111),respectively.Panel(c)

showstheresultcollectingthecontributionsfrom thedom ains

with equalweight. The solid and broken lines represent the

�-�0 and �-�0 channels,respectively. The curve in the latter

channelism ultiplied by a factor 0.6. Filled and open circles

are the experim entaldata forCe0:7La0:3B 6.
25

relativeintensity between twochannelm ay beattributed

to the consequenceofthese subtraction process.

W enow turn toourattention totheenergydependence

ofthe spectra. O wing to our form ula Eq. (2.16),the

spectralshapes from the AFQ phase with O 111 type in

phase IV are the sam e asthose with O xy type in phase

II(Fig.2). Therefore,the energy dependence atthe L2

edge is sim ilar to that obtained from the AFO phase.

O n theotherhand,theenergy dependenceattheL3edge

from theAFQ phaseisdi�erentfrom thatobtained from

theAFO phase,which m ay help theidenti�cation ofthe

ordering pattern realized in thism aterial.

IV . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W e havederived a generalform ula ofthe RXS am pli-

tudein theE 2 transition.Thederivation isbased on the

assum ption thattheHam iltonian describingtheinterm e-

diatestate ofthe scattering processpreservesthe spher-

icalsym m etry. The obtained form ula is applicable to

m any f electron system swhere a localized schem e gives
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a good description. Although sim ilar form ulae have al-

ready been obtained,13,14,15,16,17 thepresentform ula has

two prom inentadvantages.O ne isthatitisable to cal-

culatetheenergy pro�leoftheRXS spectra,becauseour

treatm ent is free from the fast collision approxim ation

adopted in the previous works. The other is that it is

conveniently applicable to the system spossessing m ulti-

pole orderparam eters.

W e have dem onstrated the usefulness of the de-

rived form ula by calculating the E 2 RXS spectra in

Ce1� xLaxB6. Phase II is believed to be an AFQ or-

der ofO xy type,and our form ula dictates that the en-

ergydependenceisgiven byacom bination of�
(2)

E 2
(!)and

�
(4)

E 2
(!).W ehaveobtained theRXS intensity in thesam e

orderofintensity asobtained by assum ing the AFO or-

der.Thissuggeststhatthe E 2 signalisdetectable from

phase II,although only the E 1 signalhasbeen reported

in phaseIIofCeB6.
5,6 Subsequently,wehavecalculated

the RXS spectra by assum ing the T
�

111-type AFO order,

in orderto clarify the orderparam eterofphaseIV.The

energydependencej�
(3)

E 2
(!)j2 hasbeen obtained attheL2

edgein agreem entwith theexperim entin Ce0:7La0:3B6.
25

Unfortunately this is not used to discrim inate between

the AFO and AFQ orders,because the spectralshapes

are nearly the sam e in the two ordering phases. O n the

otherhand,the spectralshape atthe L3 edge hasbeen

found slightly di�erent from the L 2 edge,which m ight

help the identi�cation ofthe ordering pattern. For the

azim uthalangledependence,wehavereproduced thesix-

fold and threefold sym m etriesby assum ing the AFO or-

der, in agreem ent with the previous theoreticalanaly-

sis and the experim ent.25,28 The intensity in the �-�0

channelbecom es nearly equalto that in the �-�0 chan-

nelwith theequalvolum eforfourdom ains,whilein the

experim entthe intensity in the form erchannelisfound

nearly halfofthat in the latter. This discrepancy m ay

berem oved by assum ing uneven volum esam ongfourdo-

m ains. W e have also analyzed the azim uthalangle de-

pendence by assum ing the O 111-type AFQ order. It is

found thatthe sim ultaneously induced hexadecapole or-

der gives rise to the sixfold and threefold sym m etries.

Although the agreem ent with the experim ent is quan-

titatively not good,it m ay be di�cult to rule out the

AFQ orderfrom phase IV on the basisofthe azim uthal

angledependencealone.Sinceitdependsstronglyon the

dom ain distribution,experim entscontrollingthedom ain

distribution, ifpossible, m ight be usefulto clarify the

situation.
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TABLE II:IrreducibletensoroperatorT
(�)

n with thespherical

basis.

rank

� n T
(� )

n

1 � 1 � 1
p
2
J�

0 Jz

2 � 2 1

2

q
3

2
J
2

�

� 1 � 1

2

q
3

2
J� (2Jz � 1)

0 1

2
[3J

2

z
� J(J + 1)]

3 � 3 �

p
5

4
J
3

�

� 2

p
15

2
p
2
J
2

�
(Jz � 1)

� 1 � 1

4
p
3
J� [15J

2

z � 15Jz � 3J(J + 1)+ 6]

0 1

2
[5J

3

z
� 3J(J + 1)Jz + Jz]

4 � 4

p
35

8
p
2
J
4

�

� 3 �

p
35

8
J
3

�
(2Jz � 3)

� 2

p
5

4
p
2
J
2

�
[7J

2

z
� 14Jz � J(J + 1)+ 9]

� 1 �

p
5

8
J� [14J

3

z
� 21J

2

z
+ 19Jz

� 6J(J + 1)Jz � 3J(J + 1)� 6]

0
1

8
[35J

4

z � 30J(J + 1)J
2

z + 25J
2

z

+ 3J
2
(J + 1)

2
� 6J(J + 1)]

A P P EN D IX A : D EFIN IT IO N S O F SO M E

Q U A N T IT IES U SED IN SEC .II

Letusde�neirreducibletensoroperatorofrank � with

the sphericalbasis. The n-th com ponent(� � � n � �)

T
(�)
n isde�ned recurrently as

T
(�)
� = (� )�

s

(2� � 1)!!

(2�)!!
J
�
+ ; (A1)

[J� ;T
(�)
n ] =

p
(� + n)(� � n + 1)T

(�)

n� 1: (A2)

ExpressionsforT
(�)
n ’sarelisted in TableIIup to rank

four. W e can �nd (2� + 1)� (2� + 1) unitary m atrix

which connects the tensor operator with the spherical

com ponentT
(�)
n and thatwith theCartesian com ponent

z
(�)

�
which satis�es

z
(�)

�
=

�X

n= �

U
(�)

�n
T
(�)
n ; (A3)

and inversely,

T
(�)
n =

2�+ 1X

�= 1

[U (�)y]n�z
(�)

�
: (A4)

Explicitform ofU (�) issum m arized in TableIII.

Finally, we show the explicit form s of the functions

�
(�)

E 2
(!), which give the energy pro�les coupled to the
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TABLE III: Unitary m atrix which connects the tensor op-

erator with the Cartesian basis and that with the spherical

basis.

U
(0)

1

U
(1)

0

B
@

� 1p
2

0 1p
2

ip
2

0 ip
2

0 1 0

1

C
A

U
(2)

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1p
2

0 0 0 1p
2

0 0 1 0 0

0 i
p
2

0 i
p
2

0

0 � 1p
2

0 1p
2

0

� ip
2

0 0 0 ip
2

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

U
(3)

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 � i
p
2

0 0 0 i
p
2

0

�

p
5

4
0

p
3

4
0 �

p
3

4
0

p
5

4

�

p
5

4
i 0 �

p
3

4
i 0 �

p
3

4
i 0 �

p
5

4
i

0 0 0 1 0 0 0
p
3

4
0

p
5

4
0 �

p
5

4
0 �

p
3

4

�

p
3

4
i 0

p
5

4
i 0

p
5

4
i 0 �

p
3

4
i

0 1p
2

0 0 0 1p
2

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

U
(4)

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

p
30

12
0 0 0

p
21

6
0 0 0

p
30

12

0 0 � 1
p
2

0 0 0 � 1
p
2

0 0

�

p
42

12
0 0 0

p
15

6
0 0 0 �

p
42

12

0 � i

4
0 �

p
7

4
i 0 �

p
7

4
i 0 � i

4
0

0
1

4
0 �

p
7

4
0

p
7

4
0 � 1

4
0

� i
p
2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 i
p
2

0

p
7

4
i 0 � i

4
0 � i

4
0

p
7

4
i 0

0

p
7

4
0 1

4
0 � 1

4
0 �

p
7

4
0

0 0 � i
p
2

0 0 0
i

p
2

0 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

expectation value ofthe rank-� m ultipole operator.

�
(4)

E 2
(!) = 8

r
2

35

J+ 2X

J0= J� 2

FJ0(!); (A5)

�
(3)

E 2
(!) = 4

r
2

5
[� (2J � 3)FJ� 2 � (J � 2)FJ� 1

+ 2FJ + (J + 3)FJ+ 1 + (2J + 5)FJ+ 2]; (A6)

�
(2)

E 2
(!) = 2

r
2

7
[4(2J � 3)(J � 1)FJ� 2

+ (J � 5)(J � 1)FJ� 1

�
1

3
(2J � 3)(2J + 5)FJ + (J + 2)(J + 6)FJ+ 1

+ 4(2J + 5)(J + 2)FJ+ 2]; (A7)

�
(1)

E 2
(!) � �

r
2

5
[4(J � 1)(2J � 1)(2J � 3)FJ� 2

� (J � 1)(2J � 1)(J + 3)FJ� 1

+ (2J � 1)(2J + 3)FJ

+ (J + 2)(J � 2)(2J + 3)FJ+ 1

� 4(J + 2)(2J + 3)(2J + 5)FJ+ 2]; (A8)

�
(0)

E 2
(!) �

2

3
p
5
[6J(J � 1)(2J � 1)(2J � 3)FJ� 2

� 3J(J � 1)(J + 1)(2J � 1)FJ� 1

+ J(J + 1)(2J � 1)(2J + 3)FJ

� 3J(J + 1)(J + 2)(2J + 3)FJ+ 1

+ 6(J + 1)(J + 2)(2J + 3)(2J + 5)FJ+ 2]:

(A9)

The energy dependence is contained in the functions

FJ0(!)as

FJ0(!) = 4CJ� J0+ 2

p
(2J + 1)(2J0+ 1)

(J + J0� 2)!

(J + J0+ 3)!

� j(JjjV2jjJ
0)j2

N J 0X

i= 1

E i(!;J
0); (A10)

where nCm = n!

m !(n� m )!
representscom bination.

A P P EN D IX B :G EO M ET R IC A L FA C T O R S

The geom etricalfactors P
(�)
� for � = 3 and 4 in Eq.

(2.16) have rather com plicated form s. For � = 3,they

aresum m arized asfollows:

P
(3)

1
� i

1

3
p
2

h

[̂k
0

� k̂]� q(�0;�)+ [�0� �]� q(̂k
0

;̂k)

+ [̂k
0

� �]� q(�0;̂k)+ [�0� k̂]� q(̂k
0

;�)
i

; (B1)

P
(3)
� =

i

2

r
5

2

h

[̂k
0

� k̂]��
0
��� + [�0� �]� k̂

0
� k̂�

+ [̂k
0

� �]��
0
� k̂� + [�0� k̂]� k̂

0
���

i

+
i

2
p
10
P
(1)
� for� = 2;3;and 4; (B2)

P
(3)
� =

i

4

r
3

2
(̂k

0

� k̂)�

7X

�0;�00= 5

��� 0�00(�0�0��0 � �
0
�00��00)

+
i

4

r
3

2
(�0� �)�

7X

�0;�00= 5

��� 0�00(̂k0�0k̂�0 � k̂
0
�00k̂�00)

+
i

4

r
3

2
(̂k

0

� �)�

7X

�0;�00= 5

��� 0�00(�0�0k̂�0 � �
0
�00k̂�00)

+
i

4

r
3

2
(�0� k̂)�

7X

�0;�00= 5

��� 0�00(̂k0�0��0 � k̂
0
�00��00)

for� = 5;6;and 7: (B3)

Notethat� = 2;3,and 4workasx;y,and z,respectively.

Sim ilarly,� = 5;6,and 7workasx;y,and z,respectively.

TheLevi-Civita tensordensity ��� 0�00 isintroduced.



11

For� = 4,the resultsareasfollows.

P
(4)

1 =

r
2

15
[5(̂k0xk̂x�

0
x�x + k̂

0
yk̂y�

0
y�y + k̂

0
zk̂z�

0
z�z)

� P
(0)

1 ]; (B4)

P
(4)

2 =
p
14(̂k0xk̂x�

0
x�x � k̂

0
yk̂y�

0
y�y)

� 2

r
2

21

h

[̂k
0

�k̂]q1(�
0
;�)+ [�0� �]q1(̂k

0

;̂k)

+ [̂k
0

� �]q1(�
0
;̂k)+ [�0�k̂]q1(̂k

0

;�)
i

; (B5)

P
(4)

3 = �
p
14[̂k0xk̂x�

0
x�x + k̂

0
yk̂y�

0
y�y � 2k̂0zk̂z�

0
z�z]

� 2

r
2

7

h

[̂k
0

�k̂]q2(�
0
;�)+ [�0� �]q2(̂k

0

;̂k)

+ [̂k
0

� �]q2(�
0
;̂k)+ [�0�k̂]q2(̂k

0

;�)
i

; (B6)

P
(4)
� =

1

2
p
6
q�+ 1 (̂k

0

;̂k)

6X

�0;�00= 4

��� 0�00(�0�0��0 � �
0
�00��00)

+
1

2
p
6
q�+ 1(�

0
;�)

6X

�0;�00= 4

��� 0�00(̂k0�0k̂�0 � k̂
0
�00k̂�00)

+
1

2
p
6
q�+ 1 (̂k

0

;�)

6X

�0;�00= 4

��� 0�00(�0�0k̂�0 � �
0
�00k̂�00)

+
1

2
p
6
q�+ 1(�

0
;̂k)

6X

�0;�00= 4

��� 0�00(̂k0�0��0 � k̂
0
�00��00)

for� = 4;5;and 6; (B7)

P
(4)
� =

1
p
42
[7k̂0� k̂� � 3(̂k

0

�k̂)]q�� 4(�
0
;�)

+
1

p
42
[7�0��� � 3(�0� �)]q�� 4 (̂k

0

;̂k)

+
1

p
42
[7�0� k̂� � 3(�0�k̂)]q�� 4 (̂k

0

;�)

+
1

p
42
[7k̂0��� � 3(̂k

0

� �)]q�� 4(�
0
;̂k)

for� = 7;8;and 9; (B8)

whereindices4,5,and 6 in the sum m ationsin Eq.(B7)

serve asx;y,and z,respectively. Sim ilarly,indices7,8,

and 9 appeared in thebraketsin Eq. (B8)serveasx;y,

and z,respectively.

1 Y. M urakam i, H. K awada, H. K awata, M . Tanaka,

T.Arim a,Y.M oritom o,and Y.Tokura,Phys.Rev.Lett.

80,1932 (1998).
2
Y.M urakam i,J.P.Hill,D .G ibbs,M .Blum e,I.K oyam a,

M .Tanaka,H.K awata,T.Arim a,Y.Tokura,K .Hirota,

etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,582 (1998).
3 H.O hsum i,Y.M urakam i,T.K iyam a,H.Nakao,M .K ub-

ota,Y.W akabayashi,Y.K onishi,M .Izum i,M .K awasaki,

and Y.Tokura,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.72,1006 (2003).
4
J.Igarashiand M .Takahashi, Physica Scripta 72, CC1

(2005),and referencestherein.
5 H. Nakao, K . M agishi, Y. W akabayashi, Y. M urakam i,

K .K oyam a,K .Hirota,Y.Endoh,and S.K unii,J.Phys.

Soc.Jpn.70,1857 (2001).

6 F.Yakhou,V.Plakhty,H.Suzuki,S.G avrilov,P.Burlet,

L.Paolasini,C.Vettier,and S.K unii,Phys.Lett.A 285,

191 (2001).
7
K .Hirota,N.O um i,T.M atsum ura,H.Nakao,Y.W ak-

abayashi,Y.M urakam i,and Y.Endoh,Phys.Rev.Lett.

84,2706 (2000).
8 Y.Tanaka,T.Inam i,T.Nakam ura,H.Yam auchi,H.O n-

odera,K .O hoyam a,and Y.Yam aguchi,J.Phys.:Condens.

M atter11,L505 (1999).
9
T. Nagao and J. Igarashi, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 70, 2892

(2001).
10 J. Igarashi and T. Nagao, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 71, 1771

(2002).
11

G .T.Tram m el,Phys.Rev.126,1045 (1962).



12

12
M .Blum e and D .G ibbs,Phys.Rev.B 37,1779 (1988).

13
J.P.Hannon,G .T.Tram m ell,M .Blum e,and D .G ibbs,

Phys.Rev.Lett.61,1245 (1988);ibid.62,2644(E)(1989).
14 J.Luo, G .T.Tram m ell, and J.P.Hannon,Phys.Rev.

Lett.71,287 (1993).
15

P. Carra and B. T. Thole, Rev. M od. Phys. 66, 1509

(1994).
16

S.W .Lovesey and E.Balcar,J.Phys.:Condens.M atter

8,10983 (1996).
17

J.P.Hilland D .F.M cM orrow, Acta Cryst.A 52,236

(1996).
18

J. A. Paix~ao, C. D etlefs, M . J. Long�eld, R. Caciu�o,

P.Santini,N.Bernhoeft,J.Rebizant,and G .H.Lander,

Phys.Rev.Lett.89,187202 (2002).
19 S. B. W ilkins, J. A. Paix~ao, R. Caciu�o, P. Javorsky,

F.W astin,J.Rebizant,C.D etlefs,N.Bernhoeft,P.San-

tini,and G .H.Lander,Phys.Rev.B 70,214402 (2004).
20

T.Nagaoand J.Igarashi,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.74,765(2005).
21

T.Nagao and J.Igarashi,Phys.Rev.B 72,174421 (2005).
22 T.Nagao and J.Igarashi,cond-m at/0602578,to be pub-

lished in J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.Suppl.
23

E.D .Isaacs,D .B.M cW han,R.N.K leim an,D .J.Bishop,

G .E.Ice,P.Zschack,B.D .G aulin,T.E.M ason,J.D .

G arrett,and W .J.L.Buyers,Phys.Rev.Lett.65,3185

(1990).
24 N.Bernhoeft,G .H.Lander,M .J.Long�eld,S.Langridge,

D .M annix,E.Lidstr�om ,E.Colineau,A.Hiess,C.Vettier,

F.W astin,etal.,Acta.Phys.Pol.B 34,1367 (2003).
25

D .M annix, Y.Tanaka, D .Carbone, N.Bernhoeft, and

S.K unii,Phys.Rev.Lett.95,117206 (2005).
26

S.B.W ilkins,R.Caciu�o,C.D etlefs,J.Rebizant,E.Co-

lineau, F.W astin,and G .H.Lander,Phys.Rev.B 73,

060406 (2006).
27

T.Tayam a,T.Sakakibara,K .Tenya,H.Am itsuka,and

S.K unii,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.66,2268 (1997).
28 H.K usunoseand Y.K uram oto,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.74,3139

(2005).
29

A.M essiah,Q uantum M echanics(North-Halland,Am ster-

dam ,1962).
30

R.Shiina,H.Shiba,and P.Thalm eier,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.

66,1741 (1997).
31

H.Shiba,O .Sakai,and R.Shiina,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.68,

1988 (1999).
32

R.Cowan, The Theory of Atom ic Structure and Spectra

(University ofCalifornia Press,Berkeley,1981).
33

In solids,the m agnitude ofthe Slaterintegralsare known

to be reduced due to large screening e�ect.The isotropic

and theanisotropicpartsoftheSlaterintegralareused by

m ultiplying factors0.25 and 0.8,respectively.
34

M .H.Chen,B.Crasem ann,and H.M ark,Phys.Rev.A

24,177 (1981).
35 T.Furuno,N.Sato,S.K unii,T.K asuya,and W .Sasaki,

J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.54,1899 (1985).
36

H.Takigawa,K .O hishi,J.Akim itsu,W .Higem oto,and

R.K adono,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.71,31 (2002).
37

P.Fischer,K .Iwasa,K .K uwahara,M .K ohgi,T.Hansen,

and S.K unii,Phys.Rev.B 72,014414 (2005).
38 K .K ubo and Y.K uram oto,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.72,1859

(2003).
39

K .K ubo and Y.K uram oto, J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.73, 216

(2004).
40

M .Akatsu,T.G oto,Y.Nem oto,O .Suzuki,S.Nakam ura,

and S.K unii,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.72,205 (2003).


