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W e discuss spin and orbitalordering in the twofold orbitaldegenerate superexchange m odelin

three dim ensions relevant to perovskite transition m etaloxides. W e focus on the particular point

on the classicalphase diagram where orbitaldegeneracy is lifted by quantum e�ects exclusively.

D ispersion and dam ping ofthe spin and orbitalexcitationsare calculated atthispointtaking into

account their m utualinteraction. Interaction corrections to the m ean-�eld order param eters are

found to be sm all. W e conclude that quasi-one-dim ensionalN�eelspin order accom panied by the

uniform d3z2�r 2-typeorbitalordering isstable againstquantum uctuations.

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

Itiswellknown thatthe orbital(quasi)degeneracy of

3d-states in transition m etaloxides plays an im portant

role in theirm agnetic and lattice properties.An orbital

orderingdriven byexchangeinteractionsand/orbyJahn-

Tellere�ectoccursatlow tem peratureresulting in a rich

variety ofm agneticstructures(fora review see,e.g.[1]).

O n the other hand a little is known, however,on dy-

nam icalaspectsofthecoupling between spin and orbital

degreesoffreedom in thesesystem s:a)W hatisthespec-

trum oflow-energyorbitalexcitations,b)How orbitalex-

citationsarecoupled to thespin sector,c)How thiscou-

pling a�ectsm agnetic orderparam eterand spin waves?

In the presentpaperwe addressthese questionsby con-

sidering the superexchange m odelwith twofold orbital

degeneracy,which correspondsto the d9 M ott-Hubbard

insulatoron a cubic lattice.

To be speci�c,we considerthe following Ham iltonian

derived by K ugeland K hom skii[1],and studied recently

by Feineretal.[2]:

H =
t2

U

X

hiji

�

4(~Si~Sj)(�
�
i �

1

2
)(��j �

1

2
)+

+ (��i +
1

2
)(��j +

1

2
)� 1

�

: (1)

In Eq.(1) we follow notations used in [2]: tis the hop-

ping between eg(3z
2 � r2)orbitalsalong thec-axis,~Si is

the spin 1=2 operator. O perators ��i act in the orbital

subspacewith basicvectors
�
1

0

�
,
�
0

1

�
correspondingto the

eg(x
2 � y2) � jxi and eg(3z

2 � r2) � jzi orbitalstates

respectively. The structure of��i depends on the index

�which speci�estheorientation ofthebond hijirelative

to the cubic axesa;b;c:

�
a(b)

i =
1

4
(� �zi �

p
3�xi); �

c
i =

1

2
�
z
i; (2)

where�z and �x arePaulim atrices.

Itisrathereasy to seethattheclassicalN�eelstate(i.e.

h~Si~Sji = � 1=4 in Eq. (1)) is in�nitely degenerate: or-

bitalsateach site m ay be rotated independently.Feiner

etal.[2]havesuggested thatlocalorbitaluctuationsas-

sociated with thisdegeneracy strongly a�ectspin-sector

when quantum uctuationsaround theN�eelstatearein-

cluded,and drivethesystem intoadisordered spin-liquid

stateeven in threedim ensions[3].O urresultspresented

below do not support this exciting scenario. W e have

investigated spin and orbitalorderings,and their exci-

tationsin the m odelde�ned by Eqs.(1),(2). O urm ain

�ndingsarei)jzi-typeorbitalordering favouring quasi-

one-dim ensionalspin orderisthe m ostprom ising candi-

date for the ground state. ii) O rbitalexcitations have

a gap generated by quantum e�ects. This gap controls

welltheuctuationsaround them ean-�eld solution.iii)

Spin-orbitcoupling doesindeed actto decreasethestag-

gered m om ent,but this e�ect is not enough to destroy

the long-rangeorderin a cubic lattice.

To begin with,we use the condition
P

hi;ji
��i = 0 fol-

lowing from Eq.(2), and represent Eq.(1) in a m ore

transparentway:

H = � 3+
X

hi;ji

Ĵ
ij
� (

~Si~Sj +
1

4
); (3)

Ĵ
ij
� = 4��i �

�
j � 2(��i + �

�
j )+ 1: (4)

The �rstterm in (3)representsthe classicalN�eelen-

ergy(in unitsoft2=U )which wedrop hereafter.From the

aboveHam iltonianthekeyfeatureoftheK ugel-K hom skii

m odelisevident:Theexchange"constant"hasin factan

internaloperatorstructureaccountingfortheorbitaldy-

nam ics,and it’s expectation value strongly depends on

the orientation oforbitals. It follows from Eqs.(3),(4)

thatthe strength ofthe intersiteorbitalcoupling (hence

1
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the energy gain due to the orbitalordering) is propor-

tionalto the deviation ofspins from the N�eelstate,i.e.

to the value ofh~Si~Sj +
1

4
i. This acts to reduce the ef-

fective dim ensionality ofthe spin system : O rbitals are

arranged in such a way which m akesthe exchange cou-

pling strongly nonuniform thus enhancing spin uctua-

tions as m uch as possible. In low-dim ensionalm odels,

a sim ilarconsideration suggestthatthe orbitalordering

m ay lead to thespin-liquid state[4].Thez-typeordering

oforbitalsin the m odel(1)issuggested by thispicture.

Indeed,the expectation value ofexchange coupling (4)

between z orbitals is Jc = 4 along the c axis,and it is

only sm allin the(ab)plane:J? = 1=4.Exchangeenergy

is m ainly accum ulated in c chains and can be approxi-

m ated asJch~Si~Sj +
1

4
ic + 2J? h~Si~Sj +

1

4
i? ’ � 0:65 per

site (using h~Si~Sjic = 1=4� ln2 for1D [5]and assum ing

h~Si~Sji? � 0).O n theotherhand x-typeordering results

in theeasy planem agneticstructure(Ja;b = 9=4;Jc = 0)

with a m uch sm allerenergy gain ’ � 0:38.

O ur strategy is to study the Ham iltonian (3) within

the following schem e. i) W e rewrite (3) in the form

H = H sp + H orb + H int. Here the �rst two term s de-

scribespin and orbitalsectorsin the m ean-�eld level:

H sp =
X

hi;ji

hĴij� i(
~Si~Sj +

1

4
); (5)

H orb =
X

hi;ji

h~Si~Sj +
1

4
i�(Ĵij� ); (6)

where �A = A � hAi. The crucialim portance is the

stability ofthem ean-�eld stateagainstuctuationsgen-

erated by dynam icalcoupling between spin and orbital

excitations.Thiscoupling isrepresented by

H int =
X

hi;ji

�(Ĵij� )�(
~Si~Sj): (7)

ii)W eassum etheantiferrom agneticspin orderand uni-

form z- or x-type ordering of orbitals. Then we em -

ploy spin (orbital) wave representation for ~Si (~�i) op-

erators. iii) 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 in Eqs.(5),(6),allsteps have to be done in the

self-consistentway.

Consider z orbital order which results in a highly

anisotropicquasi-1D m agneticstructure.W ediscuss�rst

m ean-�eld results,which follow from Eqs.(5),(6). Spin

and orbitalwaveenergiesaregivenby!1k = J1
p
1� 2

1k
,

and !2k = J2
p
1+ 2

2k
respectively. Here J1 = (Jc +

2J? ),and

Jc = h1� �
z
i � �

z
j + �

z
i�

z
jic; (8)

J? = h1+
1

2
�
z
i +

1

2
�
z
j +

1

4
�
z
i�

z
j +

3

4
�
x
i�

x
ji? :

Theorbitalsti�nessiscontrolled by J2 = � 8(�c�
1

4
�? ),

with �� = h~Si~Sj +
1

4
i�. M om entum dependencies of

!nk (index n = 1;2)are determ ined by the functions

1k = (Jccoskz + 2J? k)=J1, 2k = �
3

2

�

4� �
k,

where � = �? =�c, and k =
1

2
(coskx + cosky).

W e calculate all expectation values within linear spin

(orbital) wave theory, with only one exception, the

interchain spin correlator which we approxim ate as

h~Si~Sji? = h~Sziih
~Szji+ hS

+

i S
�

j i[6].

Self-consistent m ean-�eld calculations show that the

orbitalpseudospin is alm ost saturated (the m ixture of

jxistate isaboutone percentonly). Coupling between

chains J? is weak (see Table 1) but su�cient to pro-

ducequitelargem agnon dispersion in the(ab)plane(see

thin dashed lines in Figs.1,2). O rbitalexcitations are

TABLE I. N�eelorder param eter hS
z
i and som e other ex-

pectation values(seetextfornotations)calculated in theself-

consistent m ean-�eld approxim ation (V = 0),and corrected

by including uctuation e�ects(V 6= 0).

hS
z
i hJ? i=hJci h~Si

~Sjic h~Si
~Sji? E m f E 0

V = 0 0.226 0.052 -0.417 -0.122 -0.609 -0.609

V 6= 0 0.191 0.072 -0.421 -0.103 -0.564 -0.690
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FIG .1. Dispersion !k and dam ping k ofthe spin

and orbitalwavesalong the direction � ! M (�;�;0)!

R(�;�;�)! � in the Brillouin zone,calculated includ-

ing uctuation e�ects(solid lines),and in them ean-�eld

approxim ation (dashed lines). Thin (thick) lines cor-

respond to the spin (orbital) excitation. k for orbital

wavesisalm ostindistinguishablefrom the zero line.
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gapfull,since the orbitalordering isnotassociated with

thebreaking ofany continuoussym m etry.O fthesim ilar

spiritm ean-�eld picture wasrecently discussed by Ishi-

hara et al.[7]in contextoftheir spin-orbitalm odelfor

m anganites.Q uantitatively,we�nd thattheorbitalgap

is sm aller than the spin-wave bandwidth. The softness

ofthe orbitalexcitations is related to that the orbital

degeneracy in the m odel(1) can be lifted only due to

quantum e�ectsin the spin sector.
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FIG . 2. The sam e as Fig. 1 but along the � !

X (�;0;0)! N (�;0;�)! � direction.

Now,what happens when we switch on the coupling

between spin and orbitalexcitations? The latterisrep-

resented by H int (7),which in term s ofspin (�k) and

orbital(’k)waveexcitationsreadsas

H int = � V
X

kp

ffk;p�
+

k
�p + (9)

1

2
gk;p(�

+

k
�
+

� p + �
� k�p)g(’q + ’

+

� q);

where the lowest order (three m agnon) term s are only

kept.Here V =
p
3=2; and q= k� p.M atrix elem ents

are

fk;p = (u2q + v2q)[�qM k;p + (�k + �p)N k;p]; (10)

gk;p = (u2q + v2q)[�qN k;p + (�k + �p)M k;p];

M k;p = (u1ku1p + v1kv1p); N k;p = (u1kv1p + v1ku1p);

with �k = (coskx � cosky)=2. The Bogoliubov trans-

form ation coe�cients in the spin subspace are given by

u1k = f(s+ 1)=2g1=2,v1k = � f(s� 1)=2g1=2sgn1k,and

s= (1� 2
1k
)� 1=2.Thefactor(u

2k
+ v2k)= (1+ 22k)

� 1=4

in (10)isduetoBogoliubovtransform ation in theorbital

sector.

Physically,theinteraction (9)accountsfortheprocess

when spin exchange is accom panied by the sim ultane-

ous orbitaltransition j zi $ j xi, thus enhancing the

x orbitalcom ponent in the ground state. Spin-orbital

coupling leadsto the conventional2� 2 m atrix bosonic

G reen’sfunction in both subspaces,with a diagonal(G )

and nondiagonal(F )com ponentsgiven by

G !;k = [(i! � A !;k)+ (!k + S!;k)]=Det; (11)

F!;k = � �
(a)

!;k
=Det;

Det= (i! � A !;k)
2 �

(!k + S!;k � �
(a)

!;k
)(!k + S!;k + �

(a)

!;k
)

Here A !;k and S!;k represent the antisym m etric and

sym m etric(with respectto theM atsubara frequency i!)

com ponentsofthediagonalself-energy �
(n)

!;k
respectively,

while �
(a)

!;k
is a nondiagonalelem ent ofthe self-energy

m atrix.Itisim plied thatallquantitiesin Eq.(11)carry

the subspace index n as well,and n = 1(2) stands for

spin (orbital)waves.W e calculateself-energiesfrom the

lowestorderdiagram sshown in Fig.3.
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i) ii) iii)

FIG .3. Spin-orbit interaction corrections to the spin

(i)and orbitalexcitations(ii),and to theground state

energy (iii).Lines(wavy lines)representspin (orbital)

waves.

In spin subspacewe�nd (atzero tem perature):

A !;k = V
2
X

p

(f2k;p � g
2

k;p)
!

(! + i�)2 � "2
k;p

(12)

S!;k � �
(a)

!;k
= V

2
X

p

(fk;p � gk;p)
2

"k;p

(! + i�)2 � "2
k;p

Here"k;p = (!1p + !2q); q= k� p,and

(f2 � g
2)k;p = [�2q � (�k + �p)

2]x2q; (13)

(f � g)2k;p = (�k + �p � �q)
2(x1kx1p)

� 1
x2q;

where x1k = [(1 � 1k)=(1 + 1k)]
1=2; x2k = (1 +

22k)
� 1=2.

In the orbitalsectorone�ndsthatA !;k = 0,and

S!;k = �
(a)

!;k
= 2V 2

X

p

g
2

k+ p;p

~"k;p

(! + i�)2 � ~"2
k;p

(14)

where ~"k;p = (!1p + !1;k+ p),and g2k+ p;p can be found

from Eq.(13).W erecallthatthe\bare" energies!nk in

Eqs.(11)-(14)arealso a�ected by theinteraction,dueto

the renorm alization ofparam etersJn and nk.

Results of self-consistent calculations by including

interaction corrections are presented in Table 1 and

3



Figs.1,2. Dynam icalspin-orbit coupling results in the

following: i) It enhances quantum uctuations in both

subspacesthusreducing the staggered m om ent,and in-

creasing the weight ofthe x orbitalcom ponent (which

is about 6 percent). The latter e�ect is also reected

in a larger value ofthe ratio J? =Jc . ii) Spin and or-

bitalexcitations are both softened,which is m ore pro-

nounced in theky = 0 plane(and in equivalentones),see

Fig 2.Theorbitalgap stillrem ainswellde�ned.A spin-

Peierlslikeinstability isabsent,becauseofthevanishing

m atrix elem ents in Eq.(9) for m om enta along z (note

�(0;0;qz)= 0),and because ofthe �nite interchain cou-

pling.iii)Spin wavesgeta�nitedam ping.O rbitalwaves

arealm ostundam ped sincethedensity ofspin statesin-

side the orbitalgap issm all. iv)Jointspin-orbitaluc-

tuationssigni�cantly lowerthe ground state energy (see

Table 1). The latter is given by E 0 = E m f + hH inti,

wheretheinteraction correction to them ean-�eld result,

calculated from the lastdiagram in Fig.3,is

hH inti= � V 2
X

k;p

g
2

k;p=(!1k + !1p + !2;k� p): (15)

The exchangeenergy gain E 0 = � 0:69 persite isfound,

which iscloseto ouraboveestim ation from physicalcon-

siderations.Sum m arizing,interactione�ectsdonotqual-

itatively change predictionsofthe self-consistentm ean-

�eld theory,which seem sto work quite reasonably.This

is an im portant observation giving som e credit to the

m ean-�eld ansatz in studying m ore com plicated spin-

orbitalm odels.O fcourse,thelatterfailswhentheorbital

gap issoftened closetothephaseboundariesbetween dif-

ferentorbitally ordered states,and the dynam icalspin-

orbitcoupling becom esofcrucialim portance.

Considering x-type ordering,we found itto be unsta-

ble against uctuations. It turns out that orbitalexci-

tationsaround thism ean-�eld statearegaplessatthe �

point,!2q � q. In addition,the spin-orbit interaction

vertex rem ains �nite at q = 0,since the orbitalpseu-

dospin isnotconserved quantity,and orbitalwavescan

notbeconsidered asG oldstonem odes.Alltheselead to

the divergencies in perturbation theory indicating that

an x-typeordered stateisnotan appropriateone,aswe

already m entioned above. Thisresultisconsistentwith

[2].

In sum m ary,wehavestudied thespin-orbitalcoupling

problem in thespeci�cm odel,wherethiscouplingispar-

ticularly im portantbecause ofin�nite degeneracy ofthe

classicalN�eelstatein thism odel.Theproblem oftheor-

bitalfrustration pointed outin [2]isactuallyrem oved by

reducing the e�ective dim ensionality ofthe spin system .

Q uantum spin uctuationsthen generate an orbitalex-

citation gap through thespin-orbitcoupling m echanism .

O rbitaldegeneracyin them odel(1)shouldm anifestitself

in a strongreduction oftheN�eeltem perature,by favour-

ing softquasi-1D spin structure.Thisisconsistentwith

a basic idea ofFeiner at al.[2]that orbitaldegeneracy,

in general,acts to enhance quantum spin uctuations.

In contrast to [2]we �nd, however,that this e�ect is

not strong enough to destroy the N�eelorder. M elting

ofthe long-rangem agnetic orderby orbitaluctuations

suggested in [2]doesnotoccurin a cubicperovskitesys-

tem s, by sim ple reason: A certain (m odeldependent)

orbitalordering alwaysresults in the three dim ensional

(albeitveryanisotropic)networkofexchangeinteractions

am ongspins.Threedim ensionalityofthespin sectorand

existence ofthe orbitalgap are im portantfactorsstabi-

lizing the N�eelorder.W e believe thatthe orbitalgap is

a robustproperty ofM ott-Hubbard insulators,which is

related to the factthatthe underlying sym m etry in or-

bitalsubspace is only discrete one. In a m etallic state,

doped holescan drastically change the situation,by in-

ducinglow-energy orbitaluctuations[8].A study ofthe

orbitalm elting in the K ugel-K hom skiim odel,driven by

holedoping,deservesfurtherwork.
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