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Spin and orbital excitation spectrum in the K ugelK hom skiim odel
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W e discuss spin and orbital ordering In the twofold orbital degenerate superexchange m odel In
three din ensions relevant to perovskite transition m etal oxides. W e focus on the particular point
on the classical phase diagram where orbital degeneracy is lifted by quantum e ects exclusively.
D ispersion and dam ping of the spin and orbital excitations are calculated at this point taking into
account their m utual interaction. Interaction corrections to the m ean— eld order param eters are
found to be sm all. W e conclide that quasione-din ensional N eel spin order accom panied by the
unifom ds,2 ,2-type orbial ordering is stable against quantum uctuations.

PACS numbers: 7510, 71274+ a, 7530Et, 75.30D

Tt iswell known that the orbital (quasi)degeneracy of
3d-states In transition m etal oxides plays an in portant
role In their m agnetic and lattice properties. An orbial
ordering driven by exchange interactions and/orby Jahn—
Tellere ect occurs at Iow tam perature resulting in a rich
variety ofm agnetic structures (or a review see, eg. E}]) .
On the other hand a little is known, however, on dy—
nam icalaspects ofthe coupling between spin and orbital
degrees of freedom In these system s: a) W hat is the spec—
trum oflow -energy orbitalexcitations,b) How orbialex—
citations are coupled to the spin sector, c) How this cou-
pling a ects m agnetic order param eter and soin waves?
In the present paper we address these questions by con—
sidering the superexchange m odel w ith twofold orbital
degeneracy, which corresponds to the d° M ott—H ubbard
nsulator on a cubic lattice.

To be speci ¢, we consider the follow ing H am ittonian
derived by Kugeland K hom skii .E:]’ and studied recently
by Feiner et al. [gu’]:
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In Eg.(1) we ollow notations used in @]: t is the hop-
ping between e; 3z r?) orbitals along the c-axis, S; is
the spin 1=2 operator. Operators ; act in the orbital
subspace w ith basic vectors (1) , 2 corresponding to the
ey ®*  y?) jxiand e;(3z° r?) jziorbital states
respectively. The structure of ; depends on the index

w hich speci esthe ordentation ofthe bond hiji relative
to the cubic axes a;b;c:
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where and * arePaulim atrices.

Tt is rather easy to see that the classicalN eel state (ie.
ISiSsi= 1=4 In Eq. (1)) is In nitely degenerate: or-
bitals at each site m ay be rotated independently. Feiner
etal E_Z] have suggested that localorbital uctuationsas—
sociated w ith this degeneracy strongly a ect spin-sector
when quantum uctuations around the N eel state are In—
cluded, and drive the system into a disordered spin-licquid
state even In three din ensions B]. O ur resuls presented
below do not support this exciting scenario. W e have
Investigated spin and orbial orderings, and their exci-
tations in the m odelde ned by Egs. (1),(2). Ourman

ndings are i) jzi-type orbital ordering favouring quasi-
one-din ensional spin order is the m ost prom ising candi-
date for the ground state. ii) O rbital excitations have
a gap generated by quantum e ects. This gap controls
wellthe uctuations around them ean— eld solution. iii)
Spin-orbit coupling does Indeed act to decrease the stag—
gered m om ent, but this e ect is not enough to destroy
the long-range order in a cubic ]attjoe.P

To begin w ith, we use the condition Wil i = 0 ol
low ing from Eqg. (2), and represent Eg. (1) In a more
transparent way:
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The rsttemn In (3) represents the classicalNeel en—
ergy (in units of ?=U ) which we drop hereafter. From the
above H am iltonian the key feature ofthe K ugelK hom skii
m odelisevident: T he exchange "constant" has in fact an
Intemal operator structure accounting for the orbitaldy-—
nam ics, and it's expectation value strongly depends on
the ordentation of orbials. It Pllows from Egs. (3),4)
that the strength of the intersite orbital coupling (hence
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the energy gain due to the orbital ordering) is propor—
tional to the deviation of spins from the Neel state, ie.
to the value of 1SS + :—;i. This acts to reduce the ef-
fective din ensionality of the spin system : O rbials are
arranged in such a way which m akes the exchange cou—
pling strongly nonuniform thus enhancing soin uctua—
tions as much as possbl. In low-din ensionalm odels,
a sin ilar consideration suggest that the orbital ordering
m ay lead to the spin-liquid state EI]. T he z-type ordering
of orbitals in the m odel (1) is suggested by this picture.
Indeed, the expectation value of exchange coupling (4)
between z orbitals is J. = 4 along the c axis, and it is
only sm allin the (ab) plane: J, = 1=4. E xchange energy
ismainly accumulated In ¢ chains and can be approxi-
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m ated as J:hS;S5 + ZiC+ 2J, 1SS + Zi? ’ 065 per

site (using hS;Syic = 1=4 In2 for 1D E] and assum ing
bS;S5is 0). On the other hand x-type ordering resuls
in the easy plane m agnetic structure Ja5 = 9=4;J. = 0)
wih amuch smnallerenergy gain /  0:38.

Our strategy is to study the Ham iltonian (3) within
the Pllow ng scheme. i) We rewrite (3) in the fom
H =Hgp+ Hop+ Hine. Here the rst two termm s de—
scribe spin and orbital sectors in the m ean- eld level:

X
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Hom=  ISiSy+ 21 (F7); 6)
hi;ji
where A = A Mi. The crucial Inportance is the

stability of the m ean— eld state against uctuations gen—
erated by dynam ical coupling between spin and orbital
excitations. T his coupling is represented by
X Al
Hine = (s
hi;3i

) (SiSy): (1)

ii) W e assum e the antiferrom agnetic soin order and uni-
form z- or x-type ordering of orbitals. Then we em -
pby soin (orbial) wave representation for S; (~i) op—
erators. 1ii) W e calculate spin-orbit interaction correc—
tions to the excitation spectrum and to the order pa—
ram eters. Since latter quantities enter in coupling con-—
stants n Egs. (5),(6), all steps have to be done in the
self-consistent way.

Consider z orbital order which results In a highly
anisotropicquasilD m agnetic structure. W ediscuss rst
m ean- eld results, which ollow from Egs. (5)p(6). Spin
and orbitalwayeenergiesaregivenby !'1x = J1 1 %,
and !zx = J2 1+ 2, respectively. Here J; = (Jc +

2J?),and
Jo=Hh 7 FE S R @)
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T he orbital sti ness is controlled by J, = 2

1
w ith BS;Sy + Zi . Momentum dependencies of
'k (index n = 1;2) are determ ined by the fiinctions
3
1k = ([ccosk, + 2Jp )=J1, o2 = 212 kr
1
w here = 2= and = E(ooskx + cosky).

W e calculate all expectation values within linear spin
(orbial) wave theory, wih only one exception, the
Interchain spin correlator which we approxim ate as
PSiS5i; = hSTibSEi+ bS] S, i {8l

Selfconsistent m ean— eld calculations show that the
orbital pseudospn is alm ost saturated (the m ixture of
jx1i state is about one percent only). Coupling between
chains J, is weak (see Tablk 1) but su cient to pro-
duce quite lJargem agnon digpersion In the (ab) plane (see
thin dashed lines in Figs. 1,2). O roial excitations are

TABLE I. Neel order param eter hS“i and som e other ex—
pectation values (see text for notations) calculated in the self-
consistent m ean— eld approxin ation (Vv = 0), and corrected
by Including uctuation e ects (Vv & 0).

nS*i| h, i=hei| hSiSyic| BSiSyi: | Ew: | Eo |
VvV = 0| 0226 0.052 0417 -0.122 | 0.609 —O.609|
VvV & 0| 0191 0.072 0421 -0.103 | 0564 —O.690|
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FIG.1l. Dispersion !y and damping , of the soin
and orbitalwaves along thedirection ! M (; ;0) !
R(; ;! n the Brillbouin zone, calculated includ-

Ing uctuation e ects (solid lines), and In them ean— eld
approxin ation (dashed lines). Thin (thick) lines cor-
regoond to the spin (orbial) excitation. x for orbial
w aves is alm ost indistinguishable from the zero lne.



gapfull, since the orbital ordering is not associated w ith
the breaking of any continuous symm etry. O fthe sim ilar
spirit m ean— eld picture was recently discussed by Ishi-
hara et al fj.] In context of their spin-orbitalm odel for
m anganites. Q uantitatively, we nd that the orbitalgap
is an aller than the spin-wave bandw idth. The soffness
of the orbital excitations is related to that the orbial
degeneracy In the model (1) can be lifted only due to
quantum e ects in the spin sector.

r X N r

The same as Fig. 1 but along the !
N (;0; )! direction.

FIG. 2.
X (;0;0)!

Now, what happens when we switch on the coupling
between spin and orbital excitations? The latter is rep—
resented by H i+ (7), which In tetm s of spin ( x) and
orbital (" ) wave excitations reads as

X
Hj_nt= \ ffk,-p ]: p+ (9)
kp

1

+ o+
_gk;p(k p+

2 x p)g( gt ’+q);

where the lowesj order (three m agnon) tem s are only

kept. HereV = 3=2; and g= k p.M atrix elem ents
are
fk;p = (qu + V2q) [ Mkpt (x+ p)N k;p]; 10)
Ykp = (u2q+ VZq)[qu;p+ (x+ p)M k;p];
My = @ikUip + VikVip); Nyp = UixVvip + VixUip);

wih x = (cosky cosky)=2. The Bogolubov trans-
formm ation coe cients in the spin subspace are given by
Ui = £+ 1)=20"2,vix = £(s 1)=29"%sgn 1x, and
s= (1 3) ?.Thefactor (u, + vax) = (1+2 ) *™*
In (10) isdue to B ogoliibov transform ation in the orbital
sector.

P hysically, the interaction (9) acocounts for the process
when soin exchange is accom panied by the sim ultane-
ous orbital transition j zi $ j xi, thus enhancing the

x orbial com ponent in the ground state. Spin-orbital
coupling leads to the conventional2 2 m atrix bosonic
G reen’s function in both subspaces, w ith a diagonal G )
and nondiagonal ) com ponents given by

Grx= [ A,x)+ (x+ Six)EDet; 11)
Fia=  aDet;
Det= (1! A[;k)z

('x + Six !(a;])()(!k+ Six+ l(a,]i)

Here A, x and S, represent the antisymm etric and
symm etric W ith respect to the M atsubara frequency i!)

com ponents of the diagonal selfenergy .(n]i respectively,

while ,(a]){ is a nondiagonal elem ent of the selfenergy
m atrix. It is In plied that allquantities in Eq. (11) carry
the subspace ndex n as well, and n = 1(2) stands for
soin (orbial) waves. W e calculate selfenergies from the

low est order diagram s shown in Fig. 3.

FIG . 3. Spin-orbi interaction corrections to the spin
(1) and orbital excitations (ii) , and to the ground state
energy (iii). Lines Wwavy lines) represent spin (oroital)
w aves.

In soin subspace we nd (at zero tem perature):
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Here "y, = (!1p+ !29); 9=k p,and
€ FPhp=[2 (x+ p)Kagi 3)
€ 9ip= (x+ p o KixXip) "Xoqi
where x1x = [ w)=C+ 1) xx = A+
2 ) 2.

In the orbital sectorone ndsthatA, x = 0, and

@ 2% "o
Ste= 6= e 09
P P
where %, = (15 + !1x+p), and gszrp;p can be fund

from Eq. (13). W e recallthat the \bare" energies ! ,x In
Egs. (11)-(14) are also a ected by the interaction, due to
the renom alization of param eters J, and .

Results of selfconsistent calculations by incliding
Interaction corrections are presented In Tabl 1 and



Figs. 1,2. Dynam ical spin-orbit coupling results in the
follow ing: i) Tt enhances quantum uctuations in both
subspaces thus reducing the staggered m om ent, and in—
creasing the weight of the x orbital com ponent (which
is about 6 percent). The latter e ect is also re ected
In a larger value of the ratio J, =J. . ii) Spinh and or-
bital excitations are both softened, which is m ore pro-
nounced in thek, = 0 plane (and in equivalent ones), see
Fig 2. The orbialgap still rem ainswellde ned. A soin—
P elerls like instability is absent, because of the vanishing
matrix elements In Eq. (9) for mom enta along z note

0;0;9,) = 0), and because of the nite interchain cou—
pling. iii) Spin wavesgeta nitedam ping. O roitalwaves
are alm ost undam ped since the density of spin states In—
side the orbital gap is an all. iv) Joint spin-orbital uc—
tuations signi cantly lower the ground state energy (see
Table 1). The latter isgiven by Eg = Ep ¢ + HH jnd,
w here the interaction correction to them ean— eld resul,
calculated from the last diagram in Fig. 3, is

Mined= V? gl =(uc+ 'ip+ lox p): (5)
kjp

T he exchange energy gain Eg = 069 per site is found,
w hich is close to our above estim ation from physical con—
siderations. Sum m arizing, nteraction e ectsdo notqual-
Tatively change predictions of the selfconsistent m ean—
eld theory, which seem s to work quite reasonably. T his
is an In portant observation giving som e credit to the
mean—- eld ansatz in studying m ore com plicated spin—
orbitalm odels. O foourse, the Jatter failsw hen the orbital
gap is softened close to the phase boundariesbetw een dif-
ferent orbitally ordered states, and the dynam ical soin—

orbit coupling becom es of crucial In portance.

C onsidering x-type ordering, we found i to be unsta—
bl against uctuations. It tums out that orbital exci-
tations around thism ean- eld state are gapless at the
point, !2g g. In addition, the spin-orbit interaction
vertex rem ains nie at g = 0, sihce the orbital pseu—
dospin is not conserved quantity, and orbital waves can
not be considered as G oldstone m odes. A Il these lad to
the divergencies in perturbation theory indicating that
an x-type ordered state is not an appropriate one, aswe
already m entioned above. This result is consistent w ith
B,

In sum m ary, we have studied the spin-orbital coupling
problem in the speci cm odel, w here this coupling is par—
ticularly in portant because of In nite degeneracy of the
classicalN eel state in thism odel. T he problem ofthe or-
bital frustration pointed out in lg] isactually rem oved by
reducing the e ective din ensionality of the spin system .
Quantum spin uctuations then generate an orbial ex—
citation gap through the spin-orbi coupling m echanisn .
O bitaldegeneracy in them odel (1) should m anifest itself
In a strong reduction ofthe N eeltem perature, by favour-
Ing soft quasi-lD spin structure. T his is consistent w ith

a basic idea of Feiner at al. 'Q] that orbital degeneracy,
In general, acts to enhance quantum spin uctuations.
In contrast to -Q] we nd, however, that this e ect is
not strong enough to destroy the Neel order. M elting
of the long—range m agnetic order by orbital uctuations
suggested in E_Z] does not occur in a cubic perovskite sys—
tem s, by sinple reason: A certain m odel dependent)
orbital ordering always results in the three din ensional
(@beit very anisotropic) netw ork ofexchange Interactions
am ong spins. T hree dim ensionality ofthe spin sectorand
existence of the orbital gap are im portant factors stabi-
lizing the Neel order. W e believe that the orbial gap is
a robust property of M ott-H ubbard insulators, which is
related to the fact that the underlying symm etry In or-
bital subspace is only discrete one. In a m etallic state,
doped holes can drastically change the situation, by in—
ducing low -energy orbial uctuations f@l]. A study ofthe
orbialm elting In the KugelK hom skiim odel, driven by
hole doping, deserves further work.
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