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We study a doubly-degenerate orbital model on a honeycottibela This is a model for orbital states in
multiferroic layered iron oxides. The classical and quantuodels are analyzed by spin-wave approximation,
Monte-Carlo simulation and Lanczos method. A macroscopimrer of degeneracy exists in the classical
ground state. In the classical model, a peak in the specifit dmpears at a temperature which is much lower
than the mean-field ordering one. Below this temperaturgleasf orbital pseudo-spin is fixed, but conventional
orbital orders are not suggested. The degeneracy in thegrstate is partially lifted by thermal fluctuation.
We suggest a role of zero-dimensional fluctuation in hexagona low-temperature orbital structure. Lifting
of the degeneracy also occurs at zero temperature due ta#émtun zero-point fluctuation. We show that the
ground-state wave function is well represented by a lineari@nation of the states where a honeycomb lattice
is covered by nearest-neighboring pairs of orbitals withrtinimum bond energy.

PACS numbers: 75.30.-m, 71.10.-w, 75.10.Jm

I. INTRODCUTION a macroscopic number of degeneracy in the classical ground
state. This degeneracy is lifted by thermal fluctuation iftdin

Orbital degree of freedom and its interplay with spin andtemperatures and by quantum zero-point quctua@iZ)_?p.gAs
charge degrees are one of the recent attractive themes-in cdigSults, a staggered-type long-range orbital order iszesal

densed matter physiég. Orbital represents an anisotropic  Doubly-degenerate orbital model on a honeycomb lattice,
shape of the electronic wave function. In a molecule, this destudied in the present paper, is one of the orbital models wit
gree of freedom is quenched by the Jahn-Teller effect, and/ghe frustrating and directional interaction. Orbital degyof
a formation of the chemical bond along a specific bond difreedom represented by the PS operator is located on a two-
rection. On the contrary, in a solid crystal, some equiMalendimensional honeycomb lattice [see Hiyy. 1]. An explicitfor
bonds coexist. One alignment of orbitals dose not fullys$ati  of the Hamiltonian is given in EqLI4), which is introduced in
the minimum-energy configuration for all equivalent bonds.more detail in SecEZITA. This model looks similar to thg
This is a certain kind of frustration subsisting intringigan orbital model in Eq.[{l); the NN three-bond directions in a
a solid crystal with orbital degeneracy. This frustratimgla honeycomb latticeqr, 8, andy, correspond to the Cartesian
directional character for the orbital provides a wide iy coordinates in a cubic lattice. Thus, a similar kind of frast
exotic phenomena in transition-metal compounds near a Mothg character for orbital configuration is expected. Howgve
insulating state. in general, stability of an orbital state is extremely stvesito

For orbital degenerate systems under strong electron-corrgymmetry and dimension of a crystal lattice. It is nontdivia
lation, a number of theoretical investigations have beeredo whether a conventional long-range order is realized orinot,
for more than one decade. One of the well known and exthe same type of interaction, but in the different crystida.
amined orbital models is the so-called three-dimensiegal From a viewpoint of substantial materials, the honeycomb-
orbital modeB#:> This is proposed as a model for orbital state lattice orbital model is proposed as an orbital model in a-mul
in LaMnOs and KCuF; with the perovskite crystal structure. tiferroic layered iron oxiddRFe;04 (R=Lu, Y, Yb)1112 This
The doubly degeneraég orbitals,d,. > andd,. 2, arerep- is a mixed valence compound where equal amount éf Fe
resented by the pseudo-spin (PS) operatovith magnitude and Fé*t coexists in a pair of triangular latti¢é:15:16.17.18
of 1/2 and are located on a simple cubic lattice. The modeFe?* ion with d® configuration has the doubly degenerate or-

Hamiltonian is given by bital degree of freedom. In the low-temperature charge and
o vy ) s spin ordered phase, aFesublattice forms a honeycomb lat-
Hey =13 z (Ti The T Tilig 1T Ti+ez) . (1) tice, and the orbital state is mapped onto a honeycombdattic
|

model. This will be introduced later in more detail. From-dif
Here, a vectoe, for n = (x, y, ) connects the nearest neigh- ferent view point, this _Or%itz%|2f1"0de| is proposed recently i
boring (NN) sites, and; is a linear combination of the PS study of the optical latticé?2°:2
operator defined by’ = —sin(2rmj, /3) T2+ cog2rmy, /3) T In this paper, we study the ground-state and finite-
with a factor (nx,ny,n;) = (1,2,3). This model is derived temperature properties in the doubly-degenerate orbitalah
by the perturbational procedure from the extended Hubbardn a honeycomb lattice. We analyze the classical and quan-
Hamiltonian with neglecting spin degree of freedom. The tum models by the Monte-Carlo (MC) and Lanczos methods,
dependence of the interaction implies the frustrating and d respectively, as well as the spin-wave approximation. &her
rectional character. As seen in frustrated magnets, tlsere is a number of the degenerate classical ground states as well
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FIG. 1: (a) A honeycomb lattice structure and sublatticend B. ‘ |
Bold arrows represent vectors connecting NN two sites. (BpBin T M K T
zone and reciprocal lattice vectors for a honeycomb lattice

FIG. 3: Eigen values of the orbital interactidtk) in the momentum
space.
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wheredis is the electron annihilation operator with orbited-
Y T, a,b), spins(=t,]) at sitei, ando are the Pauli matrices. For
the three-kinds of NN bondsg}, = (a, 3,y), in a honeycomb

FIG. 2: Pseudo-spin operatd, and its projection componentd  lattice (see Fid.]1), we introduce new PS operator as

along the three-bond directions.
. (2m 2m
1! = —sin (T”) T + cos(T”) T 3)
as theey orbital model. In the classical model, at a certain

temperature which is much lower than the mean-field order® numerical factom, is defined agnq,ng,ny) = (0,1,2).

ing temperature, a peak in the specific heat appears. BeloWhen we define the pseudo-spin coordinate as shown in
this temperature, the PS angles are fixed at orreng8 with  Fig.[2, the operator;’ represents a projection component of
an integer numbar. The degeneracy is partially lifted below Ti on then bond direction. The model Hamiltonian studied
this temperature due to thermal fluctuation, but the convenin the present paper is,

tional long-range orders are not suggested from the twgrbod

correlation functions for PS. This degeneracy is alsodifig H =] zA (Ti" T, + TiB Tﬁe + Tiyri‘jrey) , 4)

the quantum zero-point fluctuation. The ground-state wave- i€ g

function is well reproduced by a linear combination of the . . . .
states that a honeycomb lattice is covered by dimer pairs Ovyheree,, is a vector connecting the NN sites along the.dlrec-
the NN PS configurations which satisfy the minimum bondON 11: Jica répresents a sum of sites on the sublattiece A
energy. [see Fig[d(a)], and is the exchange constant. Although

. Lo is defined to be positive, its sign is gauged away by rotating
'.” Sectl_]]E, we define Fhe HamHt_omah Of the honeycombps,s on the A sublattice with respectTd. This Hamiltonian
lattice orbital model, and introduce implication of the ibab

state in layered iron oxides. Results in the classical arahqu Is rewritten as a following simple form

tum models are presented in Sefd. Il IV, respectively. J 2 3 o ep
SectiorlY is devoted to the discussion and summary. Prelimi- 7 = > (Tin - Tin+e,,) - §J ;('ﬁ +T%).  (5)
nary results have been published in Refé. 11[ahd 12. Relation i€An i

to the layered iron oxides is briefly introduced in Ref. 13. The second term is-3JN/16, whenT; is a two-dimensional

classical spin, and is-3JN/8 in the quantum-spin case. A
total number of sites ibl. This model is proposed as a orbital
state for the layered iron oxidé:}? as explained in Sedi_IIB
in more detail, and is also recently proposed in study of the
A. Model Hamiltonian optical latticel®2%21A similar orbital model in a honeycomb
lattice termed the Kitaev model is recently well examigéé®
We start with the model Hamiltonian for the doubly degen-Here three components of the PS operdbwith | = (x,y,2),
erate orbitals, denoted kyyandb, defined in a honeycomb instead OfTil in this model, are concerned in the interactions
lattice. This is represented by the pseudo-spin operatibr wi along thea, B andy directions.

Il. MODEL



Before going to detailed analyses of the Hamiltonian, we
briefly introduce a character in this model. Let introduce th
Fourier transformation for the orbital PS,

Te(k gk (6)

1
SN

for the sublattice C(=A, B). The Hamiltonian Ef] (4) is repre
sented in the momentum spae-? shown in Fig[L(b), as

H =P (=K IK) P (k). 7
‘-/-’( ) ( )QU( ) Q) FIG. 4: (a) A pair of triangular planes termed the W-layerq &)
We introduce a four-component vector defined as three Fe-O bond directions in a triangular latticdRiFe,Oy.
W(k) = [Ta(k), Ta(k), Tg(k), Tg(K)], (8)

. crystalline field split into two sets of the doubly degeneiat
and a 4x 4 matrix J(k). We obtain  bitals,{dxy,d 2} with the symmetry E and{dy;, dx} with
the eigen values of Jk) are =+3J/4 and E” andthed,. . orbital with A'. We obtained by the crys-
+J[3+2cok-a+2cok-b+2cok-(a—b)]¥?/4 where tallinefield calculation that the/Brbital is the lowest. Since a
aandb are the primitive translation vectors defined in [Elg. 1. nominal valence of the Fe ions is 2.5+, equal amount éf Fe
Numerical plot ofJ(k) is presented in Fig]3. The lowest (d° and Fé" (d°) coexists. The five @ orbitals are singly
eigen value is a momentum independent flat band 8f/4.  occupied in Fé&', and one of the degenerate lowest orbitals in
That is, the effective dimensionality for the lowest state i F& is doubly occupied. Thus, Fe has the doubly degen-
zero, and, in the classical ground state, stable orbitatstr erate orbital degree of freedom. This is represented by &he P
tures are not determined uniquely due to large fluctuationoperator defined in Eqii2) whetdakesdy andd,z .. Itis
The second eigen value touches the lowest band at the poinonvenientto introduce the three two-dimensional cocdis
r. (n%,ny) with n" = (a’, B’,y') where theny axis is parallel to

Compare the present model with tagorbital model in a  one of the NN Fe-O bonds as shown in Fify. 4(b). We define,
simple cubic lattice. They orbital model defined in Eq[J1) in these coordinates, linear combinations of the orbitakrap
shows a similar form with the present honeycomb latticetors:
model in Eq.[(#), whemr, B andy are replaced by the Carte-

sian coordinateg, y andz. The momentum representation din;Ln;Zs _ < COS%”nq/, sin%"n,,/ >

of the orbital interaction is given by(k) = +J[3+ coska+ dingnys — \ —=sin¥ny, cosin,
coskya + cosk,a)Y/2 where (k, ky, k;) are defined in the Bril- q

louin zone for a simple cubic latticd. Dispersion relation of X ( 'é?x;fs ) , 9)

J(k) is flat along(, 11, 1) — (O, 17, 1T) @and other equivalent di-
rections. Due to the flat dispersions, there is a macroscop
nqmber of deger]ergcy in the classical ground state. Hov\_/evefge_o bond along the!, axis, thed ., » and O 2 orbitals
this degeneracy is lifted by thermal and quantum fluctuation ) M~y
and a staggered long-range orbital order is realfed@his form thea bond. We redefine the PS operators,
is the so-called order-by-fluctuation mechanism. The long- / o o
range order in the classical model is confirmed by the Monte- h = cos(—nn/) T?+sin (_”n’) T~ (10)
Carlo simulation; the two-body correlation function for BS 3 3
momentunk = (1, 17, 77) starts to increase aroufid= 0.17J, . . . _
and is saturate((j at its )maximum value in the low temperatur((e) ne hole occupied state in tuﬁ?w? (dnyng) orbital at sitei
limit [see inset in Figl 11 (c)}:1° is the eigen state (]f7/_
Interaction between the orbitals is constructed from the
electronic processes in a W-layer. The model Hamiltonian
B. Implication of layered iron oxide in low energy spin, charge and orbital states is derived from
the extendeghd model by the perturbational procedure. The
In this section, we introduce the honeycomb lattice orbitalobtained Hamiltonian consists of the long-range Coulomb in
model defined in Eq[{4) as an orbital model for multiferroic teractions between charges and the exchange interaceens b
layered-iron oxide®RFe,O4. This is known as a multiferroic  tween NN spins and orbitals. We analyze numerically the
material driven by electronic charge and spin degrees ef fre Hamiltonian by the classical MC method. Details were pre-
dom. Electric and magnetic propertiesRffe,;0, are domi-  sented in Refs. 12 arld/13. Obtained charge and spin or-
nated by Fe 8 electrons in a pair of triangular-lattice planes dered structure is shown in Figl 5, which is consistent with
stacked along the axis, which is termed the W-layer [see the electron and neutron diffraction experimet?®.L018A
Fig.[d(a)]. A Fe ion in the W-layer is five fold coordinate charge imbalance of Fé and Fé* is realized between the
with a local symmetry of By. The five 3 orbitals under the triangular-lattice planes. Thatis, the electric dipolenent is

%ith a numerical facto(ng/,ng,ny) = (0,1,2). In the NN



FIG. 6: Pseudospin configurations in the ground state. Asn@p-
resent directions of PS’s and bold bars are for the projeagmpo-
FIG.5: Schematic picture of the charge and spin structar@s@+-  Nentsy;” along the bond d’|r(.ect|.on. A PS configuration, obtained by a
F&+ plane (right) and in F&-2F&+ plane (left) forRFe,0;. Filled uniform rotation of all PS’s in right figure, is also in the gral state.
and open circles represent¥eand Fé', respectively. At sites
surrounded by dotted circles, spin directions are not waligde- .
termined due to frustration. A. Orhbital structureat ground state

Orbital structure in the classical ground state is obtained
from the Hamiltonian in Eq[{5). The ground state energy is

the spin structure shown in Figl 5, Feions, which have the —3v/16, V‘le%'ztlhe PS's satisfy the following condition in all
orbital degree of freedom, are surrounded by NN*Fa the NN bonds; ==

Fe?t -2Fe* plane, and these form a honeycomb lattice in the - (13)
2F&" -Fe*" plane. The superexchange interactions in three oo

Fe& -Fe** bonds connecting B¢ at sitei is proportionalto ~ This relation implies that the projection components ofsPS’
S Tin’_ This is because the orbital is only active in?Fe ~ are equal with each other for all NN bonds. There is a macro-

and spin configurations in the three bonds are equivalent. RCOPIC number of orbital structures which satisfy this dend
is easily shown from EqL10) that this is zero. Therefore, th tion. Two of them are shown in Figl 6. In particular, uniform
orbital degree of freedom in the charge and spin orderecbphaé)rb'tal alignments with any PS angles are in the ground state

is described by the Hamiltonian in a honeycomb lattice in theconfigurations. This kind of rotational symmetry is not ex-
2FE*-Fe plane, pected from the Hamiltonian where any continuous symme-

tries do not exist in the PS space. But this is consistent with
o , , the momentum representation of the orbital interactigh);
H =-=0 Z (Ti" Tiﬁey +1P Ti‘iea + Tiy Tﬂeﬁ) . (11)  the second-lowest band ii{k) touches the lowest one at the
ic pointl” as shown in Fid.13.

caused by the charge order without inversion symmétty.

The exchange constadf(> 0) is given by the intra-site
Coulomb interactions and the hopping integrals. Then, we B. Spinwave analyses
introduce the unitary transformation,
At the first step, among the degenerate uniform configura-
tions at zero temperature, we turn up stable states in famite t
U =exp{ —i n Z+@ EB T3, (12) peratures by using the spin-wave approximafiokie define
646 6 £ . the PS angle a§ = —tan 1(T;?/T), and denote an angle in
the uniform configuration b@*. A deviation from6* at site

which rotates PS's on sublattice A(B) by angt6 (57/6) i is represented by (= 6 — 6*). Within the second order of

with respect to th@¥ axis. We show thdt) ~1.;#”U is identi- ¢i, the spin-wave Hamiltonian is obtained as
cal tos# in Eq. (4) wherel corresponds td’. In addition to J y 2
the exchange interaction described by this Hamiltoniagregh Hsw = 2 dn (67) (Zi - Zi+en) ) (14)
may be some other factors which couple with orbital degree of L
freedom. However, this Hamiltonian is expected to provide ayhere ap(6%) = z113"12[(9* + (2rmp)/3). By in-
starting point to examine the low temperature orbital Stne  roducing the Fourier transform of¢; defined by
in layered iron oxides. Zf = (N/2)"1/2 Zieceik-rizi for sublattice C(=A,B), the
Hamiltonian is rewritten in a momentum space as
. J . ke |2
How=753 w63 |G-l (15)
I11. CLASSICAL ORBITAL STATE n

Then, we calculate the partition function for the PS fludturat

In this section, we treat the orbital pseudo-spirs a clas- ~ aroundd”. By introducing the two-dimensional polar coordi-
sical two-dimensional vector with an amplitude o2 nates defined by¢ = |{C|€% for C=A and B, the partition
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FIG. 7: Contour map of the functiof(6*,k) in the Brillouin zone
for 6* =0in (a), and that foB* = 17/6 in (b).
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FIG. 8: Left: PS configuration fo6* = 0. Right: configuration
obtained by+40 rotations of PS’s in each zigzag chain.

function is obtained as

2(6%) = AT [ digf(aIcPIdetdeg 62118

12— 14| et

x eXpl—BJZQn(G*)
n

2
(}6)

whereA(> 0) is the Jacobianf is the inverse temperature,

Ak = p2 — ¢, and|, represents a product kfin a half of
the first Brillouin zone. At low temperature, the upper ligmit
in the integrals fot{'| and|2| are safely taken to be infinity.
By integrating out a variablé/|, we obtain the following
expression for the free energy,

F(6") = IogA

0g—
B B (BJ)2
12, .
— EZf(G k), 17)
with

o* Iog/ ac | T

(18)
R ze¢e een 2]

wherey, represents a sum &fin a half of the first Brillouin
zone.
We numerically calculatef(6*,k). Contour maps of

0 /6 w3
eD

FIG. 9: A part of the free energ?(@*) as a function of the PS angle
6* obtained in the spin wave approximation.

other6* = 2rm/6 and(2n+ 1)77/6 with integem are obtained

by considering the £symmetry inf (6*,k). This symmetry

is attributed to the fact that the Hamiltonian is invariantiar

(i) the inversion with respect to PS, and (ii) a combined eper
ation of the G rotation for PS and that for the crystal lattice.
In f(6* = 0,k), a divergent behavior appears along g
(horizontal) axis. This originates from a number of lowrlyi

PS configurations from th@" = 0 state, explained as follows.
Start with the PS configuration witB* = 0 shown in Fig[B,
and focus on zigzag chains running alonghhgertical) axis.
Rotate PS’s by angle 68 or —d8, where|d6)| is taken to be
uniform and their signs are chosen independently for thia eac
zigzag chain. One example is shown in Eig. 8. This rotation
does not change the energy, since the condition in[Eg. (13) is
still satisfied in all NN bonds. On the contrary, & = 11/6,

a divergent behavior irf (6*,k) is only seen at the poirt.
This corresponds to a uniform PS rotation. By integrating ou
the momentunk for f(6*,k), we obtain thef* dependence

of the free energy. We present, in Fig. 9, a part of the free
energy defined by

F(6%) = —%Zf(e*,k). (19)

Because of the one-dimensional fluctuatiofi (8, k), F (6*)
takes its minima at six angles & = nrt/3. An analytical
formis given as™ (6* = nm/3) = — log(16/3) — (1/2) logmm~
—2.246. Among the continuous uniform states, these six
states are stabilized selectively by thermal fluctuation.

C. MonteCarlosimulation

In the previous section, we assume the uniform PS con-
figurations and show lifting of the continuous degeneracy by
thermal fluctuation within the spin-wave scheme. Now we
take off this restriction and show the results obtained ey th
MC simulation. Because of a limited system size in the MC

f(0*,k) for 8* =0 andr/6 are presented in Figl 7. Results in calculation, both the spin wave and MC methods provide us
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FIG. 11: Correlation function&%(k) for several momentung.
FIG. 10: Specific heat calculated in several cluster sizesv lem-  Cluster sizes are 2 2x 2 in (a), 2x 3x 3 in (b), and 2x 6 x 6

perature data are enlarged in (b). Inset in (b) shows a pesii@® in (c). Inset in (c) shows correlation functidk) = 4N~2y;;(T; -
To in the specific heat as function of . T;)ek =1 atk = (1,71, 7m) calculated in thesy orbital model. A
cubic cluster with 18 sites is adopte8:19

complemented information with each other. To avoid a trap of o . .
the simulation in local minima, we adopt the multi-canohica gree of fre_edom per site, i.e. the two-dimensional PS angle.
MC technique. The energy distribution functions are oledin To ell_JC|date t_he PS structure beldy, we calculate the
by the histogram methdd and the CFP or8. In most of ~ correlation functions for PS defined by
the simulation, k10’ MC steps are used to produce the en- 4 | o (Fr
ergy histogram, and»210® MC steps are for the calculation. S™(k) = N2 > (TTe (rn), (20)
Statistical averages and errors are obtained by 20 times sim 2
ulations. Except for the results in Fig.]12(b), error bams ar \yherel andm takex andz, andr; is a position of sitd. The
enough small and are not plotted in the figures. We adopt &aximum value of the functions is one. Theomponent
cluster of 2 L x L(= N) sites withL =2 ~ 24. of the correlation function§?(k) for several system sizes are
First we present, in Fid._10, temperature dependence giresented in Fig.11. We calcul&@&(k)’s for all possible mo-
the specific hea€(T) for several system sizes. As seen in mentak in a cluster. In a % 2 x 2 clusterS#(k) atk = (0,0)
Fig.[I0(a), over all behavior does not show size dependenceakes about 0.3 in low temperatures. However, with increas-
There is a shoulder around10 and a sharp peak around ingN, the values o8™(k) decrease rapidly, and in a2 x 6
0.005J) — 0.01J which depends on system size. Result in acluster, allS™(k)’s are less than 3% of their maximum value.
2 x 5x 7 size cluster is almost identical with that ikB x 6;  Other components$*(k) and S“(k), are similar toS#(k).
a shape of the cluster is not essential. A magnificatid(df) We conclude that, belovip, there are no conventional long-
in a low temperature region is presented in [Eig. 10(b). Withrange order corresponding to the correlation functionsmiv
increasing a system size, the peak shifts to a lower tempera Eq. [20). This is not trivial for the present model where
ture side and becomes sharp. The peak position is denoted tiee Mermin-Wagner’s theorem is not applicable. The present
To from now on. As shown in the inset of Fig.]10(A) ap-  results are in contrast to those in tagorbital model; the PS
proaches a finite value about 0.0064 the thermodynamic correlation function ak = (7, 71, 1) starts to increase around
limit. It is worth noting that this value ofp is much smaller 0.17J, and approaches its maximum value at the low temper-
than the mean-field ordering temperatud& At zero tem-  ature limit, as shown in the inset of Flg]11(c).
perature limit,C(T) takes about & corresponding to one de-  Here we propose a physical parametéor the PS angl&,
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FIG. 12: (a) Correlation function of a variabtgfor the PS angle.

Insets show thg =1 and—1 PS configurations. (b) Scaling analyses

for the correlation length ofj = cos 3.

defined by

1
q:NIZcos:ﬂ. (21)

FIG. 13: Temperature dependence of correlation functidmp and
specific heat. Broken, dotted and dash-dotted lines arééocarre-
lation functions between the NN, 2nd NN and 3rd NN sites, eesp
tively.

0.0067+ 0.0007 andv = 0.72+0,04. These results imply
that, at low temperature beloWy, the PS angle at each site
takes one of the three anglesr®3 (cos® = 1), or one of
(2n+1)1t/3 (cosP = —1). When thegi = 1 and—1 states
are randomly distributed in a lattice, the correlation fimt

Q should be zero. It is found from the snapshot of the MC
simulation that the threq, =1 states, or the threel states,
coexist belowTo. From the view point of the PS angle, a
shoulder structure i6(T) aroundT /J = 0.1 shown in Fig[ID
corresponds to development of the short range correlaltion.
Fig.[1I3, we show the short-range correlation functionsjof
defined by

cm —

Because the Hamiltonian is invariant under the inversion of ()

all Ps’s,(q) is zero in a disordered phase. When the arijle
takes one of the three anglew2/3[(2n+1)11/3],q=1(-1)

[see inset of Fig_12(a)]. In Fig. 12, we plot the temperatur

dependence of the correlation functiongodefined by

Q= /().

This starts to increase arouig and is saturated to the max-

(22)

whereG(M with m=1, 2 and 3 are the correlations between

NN, the next NN and the 3rd NN sites, respectively. A numer-

ical factorZ™ is a number of the neighboring pairs, ag’gj)
represents a sum of the pairs. It is clearly shown in [Eig. 13
that a shoulder of(T) corresponds to development@fY.
Stability of theq = +1 states is attributed to the low-lying
excited states around tlige= +1 states. Consider one of the

imum value at the low temperature limit. With increasing theq = 1 states shown in Fig.14(a), and local PS fluctuations

system sizeN, Q abruptly increases arourig. We show, in
Fig.[12(b), the finite-size scaling plot for the correlatiength
of gi = cos 3, defined by’

1 dG(k)
f———— (23)
G(0) dlk|? |0
where we define the correlation functiongpfas
1 iKo(ri
G(k) = m%<qiq,->é (ri=ry), (24)

As shown in this figure /L in several system sizes are
scaled by the scaling functiofl — To)LYV /To within er-
ror bars. Here we obtain the transition temperaftise=

in a certain NN bond in this state. There are two ways for
fluctuation where the condition in Eq._{13) is satisfied irsthi
bond. Thatis, the two kinds of excited states appear théymal
with the same probability. Situation is different away from
the g = 1 configuration. Consider one of tlie# +1 states
shown in Fig[I#(b). There is only one way for fluctuation
where the condition in Eq_(13) is satisfied. This high densit
of the low-lying fluctuations aroungl= +1 states contributes
to the entropy gain and stabilizes the= +1 states at finite
temperaturg®

As shown above, we have found that, bel@y the PS an-
gle at each site is fixed at one of the three angles/3 or
one of the thre¢2n+ 1)77/3. Within the present calculations,
we do not insist whether at| = +1 states are realized equiv-
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(a) in the honeycomb lattice. The Hamiltonian up to the second
order of the boson operator is given as

_ 3 3 t t
: How = —ZSZJN+§S]Z[akak+bkbk

(w<6*>akbk y(@)albt,

NI =

* T ot
(b) + (67 )aby +y-«(6 )akbkﬂ, (26)

wherey (6*) is the structure factor defined by

C> W (67) = g S sir? (e* - %"n,,) eker (27
n

with a numerical factotng, ng,ny) = (0,1,2). The first term
FIG. 14: Schematic view of thg = 1 andq # 1 states and their N EQ. [28) is the zero-th order energy, denoteddgywhich
low-lying fluctuations. corresponds to the second term of Kdg. (5) in the classical spi
case. This energy is independent of the argile as men-
tioned previously. By applying the Bogoliubov transforma-
tion, we diagonalize the second term and obtain,

-0.032 %W: E0+AE(9*)+ ; &Ail)(e*)CS)TCS), (28)
kT=+
5 -0034}
e where we introduce the boson (orbiton) operam.'fj@ and
9 o036l their energy dispersions

W(0%) = SSIVIE (O] 29)

In the case off6* = nm/3, these dispersions show an
one-dimensional character; for exampkgii)(e* =0) =
FIG. 15: Energy correctioAE(8*) from the zero-point vibration as  (3SJ/2)+/1+ cogkya/2) which is independent dfy, where
a function of the orbital anglé*. we defineky = k- Ga andky =k - (Ga+ 2Gp)/v/3. The sec-

ond term in Eq.[(28) corresponds to the correction from the

o ) o ) zero-point vibration. This is given as
alently or not. We will discuss this point in SeCil V in more

detail with supplementary calculations. 2N s
NE(6) = \/ﬁaz'\‘/ dkydky
32r¢ JistBz

IV. QUANTUM ORBITAL STATE X [&f)(e*) (0% - 2} : (30)

-0.038

In this section, we analyze the Hamiltonian in Eq. (4) wherewherea is the NN bond length, and, iz,dkxdky represents
the PS is treated as a quantum spin operator with a magnitudbe integral in the 1st Brillouin zone. Numerical results of
of S=1/2. AE(6*) as a function oB* are presented in Fig. 115. The en-

ergy correction takes its minimum at six angle96f= nr/3
with integer numbem, reflecting the @ symmetry in the

A. Spinwave analyses free energy? It is worth noting that these are the same an-
gle where the classical free energy takes the minimum (see

To elucidate roles of the quantum fluctuation on the stablé:'g-)- That is, both the quantum and thermal fluctuations
orbital state at zero temperature, we start from, for sicitgli stgblhze the same _orb|tal conf|gurat|or_13 within the umfd?S _
the uniform orbital state with an PS ang. The Hamilto- alignments. Stability at these angles in the quantum madel i
nian is analyzed by using the Holstein-Primakoff transfarm attributed to the dispersion relation of the orbitm§>(9*);
tion.2 We utilize the rotating frame given by the unitary trans- at 8* = nr/3, there is a one-dimensional zero-energy mode.
formation with respect to th&” axis, and introduce the two For examplew(~)(8* = 0) = 0 along the(k, ky) = (0,0) to
Holstein-Primakoff bosonsy andby, for the two sublattices (1,0) direction. This low-lying excitation contributes toe
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FIG. 16: (a) Ground state energy and (b) energy gap for severa 00 == H H M = H =l=1=1=! D

size clusters. For the 2 3 x 3 cluster, energy difference between
the doubly degenerate ground states and the first excitess sige
plotted. Broken lines are obtained by the least squaredtin
FIG. 17: Correlation function§™(k) for several momentk. Clus-
ter sizes are 2 2x 2 in (a), 2x 3x 3 in (b), and 2x 3x 4 in (c).
energy gain from the quantum zero-point fluctuation. We sup-
pose that, when the higher-order terms corresponding to the

orbiton-obtion interactions, are taken into account, tispet- (@) (b)
sion becomes gap-full, and the energy gain due to the zero-
point fluctuation is reduced.
B. Lanczos method

In the numerical calculation in a finite size, the orbitalistr
ture can be examined without assumption of the uniform PS
configurations. In the quantum Monte-Calro simulation, we
met a serious negative sign problem. Here we use the exact di-

agonalization technique based on the Lanczos algorithm. We
adopt finite size clusters df =2x2x2,2x2x 3,2x 3x 3, FIG. 18: Some of the PS configurations where the honeycoribdat
and 2x 3 x 4 sites with the periodic boundary condition. Be- iS covered by NN bonds with the minimum bond energy. One of
cause of no conserved quantities in the Hamiltonian, aiésta thed = 1 states in (), and one of tige= —1 in (b). In NN bonds
vectors in the Hilbert space of*2limension are dealt with in surrounded by ellipses, the bond energy is the lowest.
the Lanczos calculation.

First, we show the ground state enelgys and the en-
ergy gapA for several size clusters in Fig.]16. The groundare calculated for several momenta and system sized (Big. 17
state energy tends to approach, in the thermodynamic limidn the smallest size of 2 2 x 2 sites,S”* (k) atk = (0,0)
around—0.215NJ which is higher a little than the spin-wave Stands out. However, with increasihg S™(k)’s become al-
resultsEg + AE(6*) = —0.225NJ at 8* = n7r/3. Except for ~most momentum independent and all of the values are less
the 2x 3 x 3 cluster, the ground state is not degenerate. Théhan 25% of the maximum. Reduction8f"(k) atk = (0,0)
gap energy is defined as an energy difference between thg faster than IN. Thus, the conventional long-range order
ground state and the 1st excited one. The numerical valueharacterized by the correlation functions does not easst,
monotonically decreases with the system digeand seems We have shown in the classical model.
to vanish in the thermodynamic limit. However, we cannot In the quantum system, the operator correspondirggto
distinguish the two possibilities in an infinite system: éieg  N~1y;cos3 defined in Eq.[(I2) becomes a const&ht
erate ground states and a non-degenerate one with gap-lessmber due to the algebra for tBe- 1/2 spin operator. Then,
excitation. The correlation functions of PS defined in E)(2 we adopt the variational-like method to analyze the ground-
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1.00

' o'/— }
o/
075} /
—
=050

025}
FIG. 19: One example for the two PS configurations where a reso 0.00 ) )
nance state is possible due to the off-diagonal matrix eieme 7000 0.05 0.10

1/N

state wave function. As explained in Sécil Ill, the clad$h&

states belowlp is characterized by the parametgdefined in ~ FIG. 20: Overlap integrals between the ground-state wavetiion

Eq. [22), i.e. the PS angles are fixed afi23 or (2n+ 1)7/3 gnd the trial functions. Squares are for the rgsults wheare/aipla-
with an integer numbem. From these results and Snapshotstloqal_p_arametersﬁ are taken to be one, and circles are obtained by
of the MC simulation, we consider the trial PS states where é)ptlm|2|ng£%|.
honeycomb lattice is covered by the NN bonds with the mini-

mum bond energy. Some examplgs are show_n II”I_:EIQ. 18. Vv‘?he doubly degenerate ground states in 2x 3 are classi-
construct the wave function as a linear combination of thes

states. This is given by fied as the even and odd parity states, and the even-parity one
' is used for th? ?nglyses. Figurel 20 shows the overlap inte-
) 1) ) gralw = |(0|W{*))|% as a function of IN. In a 2x 2 x 2 size
|LP( >> N ’/VZ'Q{' {“’U' ) >}’ (31) cluster, tr|1<e |grour>1|ol-state wave func;'fion is almost comlylete
reproduced by the trial function. With increasihg a value
where./" is a normalized factorg/ are variational parame- of W is gradually reduced. However, this reduction is rather
ters, and L,Ul(T’% is the wave function for theth PS configu- weak by optimizing the variational parametevg andW is
ration which satisfy the condition explained above. Theavav maintained around 0.8 even in the largest size cluster. ,Thus

functi0n|Lp|(T)> is given by the unitary transformation from the at least within the present calculation, the ground-stateew

all-up PS staté1 --- 1) as follows, function is well reproduced by the trial wave function where

the honeycomb lattice is covered by NN bonds with the mini-
|w|(T>> — I—l U ()i | T 1) (32)  mum bond energy.
(1

Similarly, |Lp|<¢)> is obtained from the all-down statd. --- | V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

). The a bond direction is taken as the quantized axis, and

the subscriptij), represents the NNj pair in thel-the PS First, we have some remarks on low temperature orbital

configuration. The operattf (¢ ), describes a rotation of  state in the classical model. As shown in S&d. Iil, below

Ti andT; with respect to th@”¥ axis defined by To, the PS angle at each site is fixed at one of the three an-
gles /3 or one of the thre€2n+ 1)71/3. Here we discuss

U () ij), = exp[—i O (Tiy—i— ij)] , (33)  whether allg= +1 states appear equivalently or some specific

o o o . PS configurations in thg = +1 states are stabilized. First we
where 1 indicates a direction connecting and j, and  are able to exclude a possibility of the so-called direalon
(@, 93,9 = (0,21/3,41/3). Because of the off-diagonal order (DO). This is well examined in the orbital compass

matrix elements among some state$¢ﬁ>> and|tp|m>. cer- model in a two-dimensional square latti&3%:32 one com-

tain kinds of resonance states are realized. A set of two Pgonent in the PS operator, e.g.% is aligned uniformly in
configurations, termediyi) and [(r), shown in Fig[Ip is €ach one-dimensional chain along a direction in the square
an examp|e. The 0ﬁ-diagona| matrix element between théattlce, e.g. tha dlrecthn, but there is no PS correlation be-
two is (Y| 74| Yr) = —IN3/(16-28). This is about 10% tween the different chains. A natural order parameter of DO

of the energy gain due to quantum effe(EG_S— Eo)/JIN, is Deompass= 3i (Tiz iz+ez R i)iex) . Below the DO temper-
whereEgs s the g_round state energy ShOWﬂ in FEigl 16(a) andature, a PS-angle parameJgcos B, such asjin Eq. (Z1), is

Eo = —3JN/16. Since the Hamiltonian is invariant under the geyeloped, but the conventional PS correlation functisash
inversion of all PS operators, the energy eigen states assiel asSM(K) in Eq. [20), are not. We introduce the honeycomb
fied by the parity of this operation. The wave functié#$"))  |atiice version of the directional order parameter:

and|¥()) have the even and odd parities, respectively. Ex-

cept for the degenerate ground state in the3x 3 size clus- D= 1 . d2mm/3. (34)

ter, the ground state wave functig@) shows the even parity. ie;, e
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When PS’s are aligned uniformly inside zigzag chains along Configuration II
n direction, but these chains are independent with each,other
D acts as a monitor. However, calculat@?)!/? by the MC
method are less than»510~4 and quickly disappears with
increasing the system size. We also consider that a pagsibil
of the Kosterlitz-Thouless transitiéh* at Tp is weak. We
calculate the uniform susceptibility

4
Xu=m%<Ti-TJ>a (35)

and the corresponding correlation lengifi Though the
present system size is limited up tox24 x 24 sites, both
Xu and &, do not show anomalous behavior aroufs] and
their values decrease with increasing the system size. FIG. 21: A MC snapshot for PS configurations. Numbers in each
Here, we suggest that some topological PS configuration2€xagons denotes a number of the minimum energy bogs
in hexagons may be more stabilized than otlher +1 states
in the classical model. In a MC snapshot (see[Eig. 21), we of-
ten find two characteristic PS configuration patterns in a hon
eycomb lattice; a uniform PS array termed configuration I,
and a regular array of hexagons with maximum energy gain,
termed configuration Il. Of course, their simple long-range
orders are excluded from the calculated result§®tk) in
Fig.[13. There are possibilities that two configurationsdsie
and/or these are distributed randomly. These are monibyred ) ] o ] ]
a parametenmin which represents a number of NN bonds with F!G: 22: Zero-dimensional fluctuation in the configuratiarLift:
the minimum bond energy in a hexagon. In the configuratior}, > configuration. Right: a configuration obtained-b§6 rotation
II, hexagons withnmin = 3 and 0 are aligned regularly. It is of PS's in each hexagon ittynin = 0.
convenient to introduce the following parameter defined in a

Configuration I

hexagon at; we consider the configuration | containingzigzag chains,
2 a number of configurations are roughlyC2™. Difference

R(r) = 9 {EN(r) _ 1} _ :_L, (36)  between the two is attributed to dimensionality of the fluctu

813 8 ations. This zero-dimensional fluctuation seen in the cenfig

with uration Il is unique in this honeycomb lattice model, and is

expected to be an origin of no conventional long-range order

16 ni mi 1 In summary, we study the doubly degenerate orbital model

N(r) = ;3 <§Ti ' - §) ; (37)  on a honeycomb lattice, motivated from an orbital state in
i

multiferroic layered iron oxide®Fe,O4. There is a macro-

. . scopic number of degeneracy in the classical ground staite, a
Whereim) represents a sum for six NN bonds in a hexagonseen in the three-dimensiong orbital model. We mainly
Because;"' 1"") = 1/4 when a NNij bond takes the min- focus on lifting of the degeneracy due to thermal and quan-
imum bond energy, we havd(r)) = nmin. The parameter tum effects. In the classical and quantum spin-wave anal-
R(r) takes one for the hexagons within = 0,3, and zero for  yses, where the uniform orbital configurations are assumed,
the hexagon witmin = 1,2. We calculatN~1(y, R(r)) in  results are similar to those in tieg-orbital model. Both ther-
the 2x 9 x 9 site cluster by the MC method. The calculatedmal and quantum fluctuations stabilize the states with the PS
value is about 0.42 beloWy which is larger than a valu®.3) angles of6* = nm/3. Beyond the uniform configuration as-
in the states where af| = +1 configurations appear equiva- sumption, we apply the Monte-Carlo simulation to the clas-
lently. That is, the configuration Il is expected to be moresical model. A peak structure in the specific heat is found
stabilized than othey = +1 states. This is due to their low- aroundTp/J = 0.006. However, belovilp, the PS correla-
energy fluctuations. Hexagons characterized@s =0 are  tion functions indexed by any possible momenta in clusters
included in the configuration II. As shown in Fig.]22, there ar are not developed, unlike those in thgorbital model. We
two-ways of fluctuation in each hexagon withi, = 0. When  find that the correlation function of a parameter for the tadbi
we consider the configuration Il containinghexagons with  PS angleg = 5;cos 3, grows up belowlp, and reaches its
Nmin = 0, @ number of configurations are roughjyCn2™. maximum at the low temperature limit. That is, the PS an-
This is remarkable in comparison with that in the configura-gle at each site takes one of the three angtes/3 or one of
tion I; as explained in Fid18, there are also two ways of fluctu the three 2n+ 1)71/3. This degeneracy lifting is attributed
ation in each zigzag chain. This corresponds to the soetalleto existence of low-lying fluctuation around these configu-
stacking degeneracy observed in d3erbital modelf When rations. We suggest that zero-dimensional fluctuation én th
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