arXiv:2202.11971v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 24 Feb 2022

Orbital entangled antiferromagnetoc order and spin-orbit-distortion exciton in Sr_2VO_4

Shubhajyoti Mohapatra,^1 Dheeraj Kumar Singh,^2 Rajyavardhan Ray,^3 Sayandip Ghosh,^4 and Avinash Singh^{1, ∗} 1Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology, Kanpur - 208016, India 2Thapar Institute of Engineering and Technology, Patiala - 147004, India 3Department of Physics, Birla Institute of Technology Mesra, Ranchi - 835215, India 4Département de physique, Institut quantique and Regroupement Québécois sur les Matériaux de Pointe, Université de Sherbrooke, Sherbrooke, Québec J1K 2R1, Canada (Dated: February 25, 2022) With electron filling n = 1 in the Sr_2VO_4 compound, the octahedrally coordinated t_{2g} orbitals are strongly active due to tetragonal distortion induced crystal field tuning by external agent such as pressure. Considering the full range of crystal field induced tetragonal splitting in a realistic three-orbital model, collective spinorbital excitations are investigated using the generalized self consistent and fluctuation approach. The variety of self consistent states obtained including orbital entangled ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic orders reflects the rich spin-orbital physics resulting from the interplay between the band, spin-orbit coupling, crystal field, and Coulomb interaction terms. The behavior of the calculated energy scales of collective excitations with crystal field is consistent with that of the transition temperatures with pressure as obtained from susceptibility and resistivity anomalies in high-pressure studies.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin and nature of the different phases observed in the transition metal oxide Sr_2VO_4 has been a recurrent theme despite early synthesis and significant effort made afterwards in both theoretical and experimental directions.^{1,2} Sr_2VO_4 was considered a promising candidate for unconventional superconductivity,^3 mainly because the layered crystal structure consisting of VO_6 octahedra having V^{4+} ions with 3d^1 configuration bears a remarkable similarity (in view of electron-hole symmetry) to the parent compound La_2CuO_4 of high-T_c cuprates having Cu^{2+} ions with 3d^9 configuration in CuO_2 layers.^4 While superconductivity remains elusive, the origin of phases including the magnetically ordered one are not well understood. Unlike the cuprates, the complexity in understanding the vanadate system stems from factors including the active orbital degree of freedom, non-negligible spin-orbit coupling (SOC), Coulomb interaction induced orbital mixing terms and electron-lattice coupling.

Sr_2VO_4 crystalizes into K_2NiF_4-type structure found in compounds such as Sr_2CrO_4, La_2CuO_4 etc.^1 The VO_6 octahedra are elongated along the c-axis. The octahedral-crystal field leads to partial lifting of the five-fold degenerancy of 3d levels, which separate into two different sets of degenerate e_g and t_{2g} levels. The elongation of VO_6 along c-axis further removes the three-fold degenerancy so that t_{2g} consists of low-lying doubly degenerate levels for the d_{xz} and d_{yz} orbitals and higher energy level for the d_{xy} orbital. The single 3d electron of V^{4+} may occupy either of d_{xz} or d_{yz} orbitals, a picture expected in the absence of SOC. However, the orbital moments are unquenched and the SOC parameter is not negligibly small.^5 Therefore, the t_{2g} manifold splits into J = 1/2 doublet and J = 3/2 quartet instead. Thus, single 3d electron of V^{4+} electron may occupy the low-lying J = 3/2 quartet states |yz, σ⟩ ± i|xz, σ⟩ with σ =↑, ↓.^6 Sr_2VO_4 exhibits several phase transitions both as a function of temperature as well as pressure. It undergoes three phase transitions at temperatures T_0 ∼ 10K, T_1 ∼ 100K and T_2 ∼ 130K, as indicated by the magnetic susceptibility, electrical resistivity, and heat capacity measurements near ambient pressure.^{1,7–9} There is a structural transition from the tetragonal to the intermediate phase at T_2 ∼ 130K marked by the onset of short-range orbital order. Whereas the phase transition at T_1 ∼ 100K involves a structural change from the intermediate to the tetragonal phase accompanied with an abrupt increase in c/a ratio. Since the magnetic susceptibility also drops below T_1, it was suggested that the transition was to an antiferromagnetic state with orbital order while the Néel temperature was found to be dependent on the sample quality. Although long-range magnetic order could not be confirmed in early neutron-scattering experiments,^1 there are several evidences based on magnetic susceptibility, electrical resistivity, and muon spin rotation measurements,^{1,9,10} which imply that the phase transition to a magnetic insulator phase occurs at T_0 ∼ 10K. However, the nature of magnetic order in the insulating state remains highly controversial.

Inelastic neutron-scattering study of Sr_2VO_4 shows two non-trivial excitation modes around 120 meV at low (4K) temperature.^{11} The presence of finite intensity for neutron scattering is described to be an essential signature supporting the existence of the entangled orbital state and finite spin-orbit coupling. These 120 meV excitations persist up to 400K with gradually decreasing intensity and revealed a transition from a high-temperature orbital liquid phase (strong orbital fluctuation) to a low-temperature entangled orbital phase. The ordering temperature for the orbital liquid to the orbital-order phase transition is also found to be suppressed with increasing pressure due to enhanced orbital fluctuations. An orbital ordering transition was also found at ∼ 120K by analyzing the integrated area of the excitation peak.

Several theoretical approaches have been adopted in order to examine the lowtemperature phases observed in Sr_2VO_4. The earliest band-structure calculations^{12} indicated a magnetic instability that was confirmed by studies based on local density approximation (LDA + U) and Hartree-Fock approximation,^{13} and a ferromagnetic insulating ground state was found in both methods. On the other hand, a relativistic density-functional theory combined with an extended spin-1/2 Heisenberg model suggested the formation of spin liquid at low temperature.^{14} Studies based on first-principle calculation combined with path-integral renormalization group, where SOC was not incorporated, have examined the stabilization of different types of spin orderings such as ferromagnetic, double stripe, parquet, and have ruled these out in favour of an antiferromagnetic ground state with orbital order.^{13,15} Studies based on the Kugel-Khomskii model found that an entangled spin-orbital or magneticaly hidden octupolar order may be stabilized.^{6,16} These studies lead to a diverging scenario with regard to the magnetic nature of low temperature ground state.

In this work, we will therefore investigate spin-orbital ordering and excitations in Sr_2VO_4 using a unified approach which treats on an equal footing the various physical elements (SOC, Coulomb interaction, crystal field, and hopping terms) within a realistic microscopic model, and also allows for different orbital and magnetic orders (staggered, entangled, ferromagnetic, antiferromagnetic) as well as different spin-orbital fluctuations (magnon, orbiton, spin-orbiton).

The structure of this paper is as below. The three-orbital model including hopping, crystal field, Coulomb interaction, and SOC terms is introduced in Sec. II. The generalized self-consistent plus fluctuation approach is briefly reviewed in Sec. III, and results of the calculation are presented in Sec. IV for the staggered orbital order and orbital entangled FM and AFM orders. The collective excitation modes calculated from the generalized fluctuation propagator over a broad crystal field range are discussed in Section V. The extremely lowenergy orbiton excitation modes are identified as spin-orbit-distortion excitons in Sec. VI, and the behavior of these excitation energies with crystal field is discussed in Sec. VII and compared with that of the measured transition temperatures in high-pressure studies. Finally, some conclusions are presented in Sec. VIII.

II. THREE-ORBITAL MODEL WITH SOC AND COULOMB INTERACTIONS

In the three-orbital (μ = yz, xz, xy), two-spin (σ =↑, ↓) basis defined with respect to a common spin-orbital coordinate axes along the planar V-O-V directions, we consider the Hamiltonian H = H_{band} + H_{cf} + H_{int} + H_{SOC} within the t_{2g} manifold. The band and crystal field terms have been discussed earlier,^{17} and are briefly summarized below.

The first, second, and third neighbor hopping terms for the xy orbital are represented by t_1, t_2, t_3, respectively. For the yz (xz) orbital, t_4 and t_5 are the nearest-neighbor (NN) hopping terms in y (x) and x (y) directions, respectively, corresponding to π and δ orbital overlaps. The xy orbital energy offset ϵ_{xy} (relative to the degenerate yz/xz orbitals) represents the effective crystal field splitting, including the octahedral distortion (elongation/flattening) effect. We have taken hopping parameter values: (t_1, t_2, t_3, t_4, t_5)=(−1.0, 0.3, 0, −1.0, 0.2) unless otherwise mentioned, and considered the range +1 ≳ ϵ_{xy} ≳ −1, all in units of the realistic hopping energy scale |t_1|=250 meV as obtained for the Sr_2CrO_4 compound.^{18} As there is no experimental evidence for octahedral rotation/tilting in Sr_2VO_4, the orbital mixing hopping terms t_{m1,m2,m3} have been set to zero.

For the on-site Coulomb interaction terms in the t_{2g} basis (μ, ν = yz, xz, xy), we consider:

H_{int} = U ∑ i,μ n_{iμ↑}n_{iμ↓} + U^′ ∑ i,μ<ν,σ n_{iμσ}n_{iνσ} + (U^′ − J_H) ∑ i,μ<ν,σ n_{iμσ}n_{iνσ} + J_H ∑ i,μ≠ν a^†_{iμ↑}a^†_{iν↓}a_{iμ↓}a_{iν↑} + J_P ∑ i,μ≠ν a^†_{iμ↑}a^†_{iμ↓}a_{iν↓}a_{iν↑} = U ∑ i,μ n_{iμ↑}n_{iμ↓} + U^{′′} ∑ i,μ<ν n_{iμ}n_{iν} − 2J_H ∑ i,μ<ν S_{iμ}.S_{iν} + J_P ∑ i,μ≠ν a^†_{iμ↑}a^†_{iμ↓}a_{iν↓}a_{iν↑} (1) including the intra-orbital (U) and inter-orbital (U^′) density interaction terms, the Hund’s coupling term (J_H), and the pair hopping interaction term (J_P = J_H), with U^{′′} ≡ U^′ −J_H/2 = U − 5J_H/2 from the spherical symmetry condition U^′ = U − 2J_H. Here a^†_{iμσ} and a_{iμσ} are the electron creation and annihilation operators for site i, orbital μ, spin σ =↑, ↓. The density operator n_{iμσ} = a^†_{iμσ} a_{iμσ}, total density operator n_{iμ} = n_{iμ↑} + n_{iμ↓} = ψ^†_{iμ}ψ_{iμ}, and spin density operator S_{iμ} = ψ^†_{iμ}σψ_{iμ} in terms of the electron field operator ψ^†_{iμ} = (a^†_{iμ↑} a^†_{iμ↓}). All interaction terms above are SU(2) invariant and thus possess spin rotation symmetry.

Finally, we consider the spin-space representation:

H_{SOC}(i) = −λL.S = −λ(L_z S_z + L_xS_x + L_yS_y) = ( ψ^†_{yz↑} ψ^†_{yz↓} ) ( iσ_zλ/2 ) ψ^{xz↑} ψ_{xz↓} + ( ψ^†_{xz↑} ψ^†_{xz↓} ) ( iσ_xλ/2 ) ψ^{xy↑} ψ_{xy↓} + ( ψ^†_{xy↑} ψ^†_{xy↓} ) ( iσ_yλ/2 ) ψ^{yz↑} ψ_{yz↓} + H.c. (2)

for the bare spin-orbit coupling term, which explicitly breaks SU(2) spin rotation symmetry and therefore generates anisotropic magnetic interactions from its interplay with other Hamiltonian terms. In the following, we will consider bare SOC value λ = 0.2 in the energy scale unit |t_1|=250 meV, which yields the realistic value λ = 50 meV for 3d elements.^{19,20}

III. GENERALIZED SELF CONSISTENT + FLUCTUATION APPROACH

The generalized self consistent approach including all orbital diagonal and off-diagonal spin and charge condensates has been applied recently to the NaOsO_3, Ca_2RuO_4, and Sr_2IrO_4 compounds,^{17,21,22} illustrating the rich interplay between different physical elements. The coupling of orbital moments to weak orbital fields and the interaction-induced SOC renormalization highlight the role of orbital off-diagonal condensates on the emergent orbital and spin-orbital physics. This approach has recently been extended to the chromate compound Sr_2CrO_4,^{23} where a SOC induced staggered-to-entangled orbital order transition was found in the reversed crystal field regime corresponding to ambient pressure.

Resulting from orbital off-diagonal (OOD) spin and charge condensates, the additional contributions of the Coulomb interaction terms (Eq. 1) included in the generalized self consistent approach are:

[H^{HF}_{int} ]_{OOD} = ∑ i,μ<ν ψ^†_{iμ} [−σ.Δ_{iμν} + E_{iμν} 1] ψ_{iν} + H.c. (3) where the orbital off-diagonal spin and charge fields are self-consistently determined from:

Δ_{iμν} = ( U^{′′} 2 + J_H 4 ) ⟨σ_{iνμ}⟩ + ( J_P 2 ) ⟨σ_{iμν} ⟩ E_{iμν} = ( − U^{′′} 2 + 3J_H 4 ) ⟨n_{iνμ}⟩ + ( J_P 2 ) ⟨n_{iμν} ⟩ (4) in terms of the corresponding condensates ⟨σ_{iμν} ⟩ ≡ ⟨ψ^†_{iμ}σψ_{iν} ⟩ and ⟨n_{iμν} ⟩ ≡ ⟨ψ^†_{iμ}1ψ_{iν} ⟩. The orbital mixing terms above explicitly preserve spin rotation symmetry, and are generally finite due to orbital mixing induced by SOC or octahedral tilting/rotation. In the following, we will see that these terms can also be generated spontaneously.

Besides the spin magnetic moments in the AFM state, the orbital magnetic moments and Coulomb renormalized SOC values are also studied for different ϵ_{xy} values. The orbital moments and Coulomb interaction induced SOC renormalization were calculated from the orbital off-diagonal charge and spin condensates: ⟨L_α⟩ = −i [ ⟨ψ^†_μψ_ν ⟩ − ⟨ψ^†_μψ_ν ⟩^∗ ] = 2 Im⟨ψ^†_μψ_ν ⟩ λ^{int}_α = (U^{′′} − J_H/2)Im⟨ψ^†_μσ_αψ_ν ⟩ (5)

where the orbital pair (μ, ν) corresponds to the component α = x, y, z. The last equation yields the Coulomb renormalized SOC values λ_α = λ + λ^{int}_α where λ is the bare SOC value. Although the SOC-like λ^{int}_α L_αS_α terms are a subset of Eq. (3) which explicitly preserves spin rotation symmetry,^{22} effectively enhanced SOC and magnetic anisotropy effect is seen in the generalized self consistent calculation due to the Coulomb orbital mixing terms.^{23} Since all generalized spin ⟨ψ^†_μσψ_ν ⟩ and charge ⟨ψ^†_μψ_ν ⟩ condensates are included in the self consistent approach, the fluctuation propagator must also be defined in terms of the generalized operators. We therefore consider the time-ordered generalized fluctuation propagator:

[χ(q, ω)] = ∫ dt ∑ i e^{iω(t−t′ )}e^{−iq.(ri−rj )} × ⟨Ψ_0|T [σ^α_{μν} (i, t)σ^{α′}_μ′_ν′ (j, t^′)]|Ψ_0⟩ (6) in the self-consistent AFM ground state |Ψ_0⟩. The generalized spin-charge operators at lattice sites i, j are defined as σ^α_{μν} = ψ^†_μσ^αψ_ν , which include both orbital diagonal (μ = ν) and off-diagonal (μ ≠ ν) cases, as well as the spin (α = x, y, z) and charge (α = c) operators, with σ^α defined as Pauli matrices for α = x, y, z and unit matrix for α = c.

The generalized fluctuation propagator in the random phase approximation (RPA) was investigated recently for several 4d and 5d compounds with electron fillings n = 3, 4, 5 in the t_{2g} sector.^{21} Collective excitations have also been investigated recently for the n = 2 Sr_2CrO_4 compound,^{23} which is of particular interest due to the active yz/xz orbital degree of freedom since n_{yz} + n_{xz} ≈ 1 in the reversed crystal field (ϵ_{xy} ∼ −1) regime where n_{xy} ≈ 1. Since the generalized spin and charge operators ψ^†_μσ^αψ_ν include spin (μ = ν, α = x, y, z), orbital (μ ≠ ν, α = c), and spin-orbital (μ ≠ ν, α = x, y, z) cases, the spectral function of the fluctuation propagator:

A_q(ω) = 1 π Im Tr[χ(q, ω)]_{RPA} (7)

provides information about the collective excitations (magnon, orbiton, and spin-orbiton), where the character is determined from the basis resolved contributions in the composite μνα basis. Orbiton and spin-orbiton modes correspond to same-spin and spin-flip particle-hole excitations, respectively, involving different orbitals.

The generalized self consistent approach allows for staggered spin and orbital ordering, and also for orbital entangled ferromagnetic (FM) and antiferromagnetic (AFM) orders. In our self consistent calculation, we find that for fixed SOC the staggered orbital order (or equivalently antiferro-orbital (AFO) order) is unstable towards entangled FM (z) order or entangled AFM (planar) order depending on the U and J_H values. The phase boundary between the entangled FM and AFM orders is therefore also investigated below covering a broad range of U and J_H values. We will initially consider two specific cases: (i) U = 8, J_H = U/6 and (ii) U = 12, J_H = U/10 corresponding to different sides of the phase boundary.

FIG. 1: Evolution of the self-consistent spin-orbital order with the crystal field term ϵ_{xy}. The AFO + FM (planar) order (a) at ϵ_{xy} ∼ +1 smoothly evolves to the xy AFM (planar) order (c) at ϵ_{xy} ∼ −1 and then to xy AFM (z) order (e) when small magnetization perturbation δm_z is included. The staggered orbital order (a) is unstable towards orbital entangled FM (z) order (d,e) in which the planar orbital moments (L_x, L_y) have antiferro order. Here U = 8, J_H = U/6, t_4 = −1.0.

IV. ORBITAL ENTANGLED FM AND AFM ORDERS

Starting with AFO + FM (planar) order (Fig. 1) involving dominantly yz, xz orbitals at ϵ_{xy} ∼ +1, we find this state (a) to be robustly self consistent and m_z remains zero for all three orbitals. With decreasing ϵ_{xy}, small xy orbital moments emerge with planar AFM order as shown in (b). Finally, at ϵ_{xy} ∼ −1, planar AFM state with dominantly xy moments is obtained (c).

We next consider the stability of the AFO order (Fig. 1(a)) with respect to small magnetization perturbation. For FM-structured δm_z (same sign on both sublattices), we find a magnetic instability which eventually leads to the orbital entangled FM (z) state with n_{yz} = n_{xz} as depicted in (d). First, the m_z moments increase, and then the staggered orbital order decreases and eventually disappears as the orbital entangled order is formed self

FIG. 2: Evolution of the orbital entangled planar AFM state with the crystal field term ϵ_{xy}. Here U = 12, J_H = U/10, t_4 = −0.8.

consistently. This finding that the staggered orbital order is unstable towards the orbital entangled order is a significant new result of our generalized self-consistent approach. With decreasing ϵ_{xy}, the xy orbital also gets incorporated in the entangled order (e). When a small AFM-structured magnetization perturbation δm_z is introduced in the planar AFM order (c) with dominantly xy moments at ϵ_{xy} ∼ −1, we find a weak instability towards axial AFM (z) order (f).

For the case (ii) with realistic value (U = 12|t_1| = 3 eV) for 3d transition metals, we find the emergence of an orbital entangled planar AFM order in our self consistent calculation. Starting with the same staggered orbital order as in Fig. 1(a) with the small δm_z perturbation, we find that m_z decreases with iterations, and opposite spin density in the minority orbital grows, leading to a robust orbital entangled planar AFM order as shown in Fig. 2(a).

Since the effective FM interaction for staggered orbital order as obtained from the strong coupling expansion is ∼ t^2_4J_H/U^2, the FM interaction is weakened for reduced t_4, J_H and increased U values in case (ii), thus tilting the competition in favor of the orbital entangled AFM order. This frustration due to competing magnetic interactions accounts for the extremely low net magnetic interaction, magnon energy, and the Néel temperature.

FIG. 3: Phase boundary between the entangled AFM and entangled FM states for ϵ_{xy} = +1.0.

The orbital entangled AFM order is characterized by vanishing total spin moment on each site as the yz and xz moments are oppositely oriented. Also, the orbital moments L_x, L_y, L_z are found to be very small. With no net local magnetic moment, this magnetically inactive state will be immune to magnetic excitations by conventional probes such as neutron scattering. Significantly, the z component of Coulomb renormalized SOC is found to be huge (λ_z ∼ 4), reflecting strong spin-orbital correlation induced by the Coulomb interaction terms.

Evolution of the orbital entangled AFM order with decreasing crystal field term ϵ_{xy} is shown in Fig. 2. We find this order to be robust and unchanged till ϵ_{xy} = 0.5. Thus, there is a broad crystal field (equivalently, pressure) range in which the orbital entangled AFM order is stabilized, with no change in the key characteristic values as given in Fig. 2(a). Below ϵ_{xy} = 0.5, the xy orbital density starts developing, which is consistent with the energy of the xy orbiton (involving xy and yz/xz orbitals) crossing zero as ϵ_{xy} → 0.5, as discussed later. Negative energy of the xy orbiton mode would correspond to spontaneous charge excitation from yz, xz orbitals to the xy orbital. The planar AFM order obtained with dominantly xy moments for ϵ_{xy} = −1.0 as shown in Fig. 2(d) is weakly unstable towards the axial (z) AFM order when a weak AFM structured perturbation δm_z is introduced, reflecting extremely weak easy-axis anisotropy.

Fig. 3 shows the U-J_H phase boundary between the orbital entangled FM and AFM orders. Here t_4=−1.0 and we have taken ϵ_{xy}=+1.0 so that only yz, xz orbitals are involved in the entangled states. The entangled planar AFM order was taken as the initial configuration

FIG. 4: Orbital resolved electronic band structure in the orbital entangled AFM state, calculated for the case (ii) parameter values: U = 12, J_H = U/10, and t_4 = −0.8, with ϵ_{xy} = +1.0.

in the self consistent calculation, and a small perturbation δm_z was introduced in the yz, xz moments. Increasing/decreasing m_z with iterations was taken to imply approach towards the FM (z) / planar AFM order. The entangled planar AFM order is seen to be stabilized with increasing U and decreasing J_H, which is consistent with the competition between effective FM (∼ t^2_4J_H/U^2) and AFM (∼ t^2_4/U) inter-site interactions between the local J = 3/2 isospin moments involving the entangled states constituted by the yz, xz orbitals.

We have also investigated the full range of SOC values between 0 and 0.2 (= 50 meV) in order to highlight the competition between SOC and Hund’s coupling. While strong SOC favours the orbital entangled planar AFM order with locally opposite yz, xz moments (Fig. 2a), strong Hund’s coupling will favour locally parallel yz, xz moments which will tend to destabilize the entangled orbital order. For ϵ_{xy} = +1, U = 12 and J_H = U/6, we find the critical bare SOC value λ^∗ ∼ 0.13. For λ > λ^∗, the orbital entangled planar AFM order is stable, while for λ < λ^∗ this order is destabilized in favour of the orbital staggered (n_{yz} ≠ n_{xz}) planar FM order (Fig. 1a). The orbital entangled planar AFM order is therefore relevant for the Sr_2VO_4 compound at ambient pressure for the realistic bare SOC value λ = 0.2 > λ^∗.

The orbital entangled FM (z) order, which is stabilized for relatively lower U and higher J_H values as seen in Fig. 3, similarly reverts back to orbital staggered FM (z) order when SOC is reset to zero. As the yz, xz moments are parallel in both orders, instead of the Hund’s coupling the main competition here is between the Coulomb interaction contributions in the

FIG. 5: The various collective excitation modes in the entangled AFM state as obtained from the calculated generalized fluctuation propagator for: (a) ϵ_{xy} = 1.0, (b) 0.75, and (c) 0.5, with the same parameter set as in Fig. 4. The xy orbiton mode energy is seen to decrease rapidly to zero as ϵ_{xy} approaches 0.5, below which xy orbital density starts developing.

orbital entangled order (spin-orbital field induced by SOC) and orbital staggered order (staggered field induced by U^{′′}).

Fig. 4 shows the calculated electronic band structure in the entangled AFM state. The degenerate bands below the Fermi energy originate from the J = 3/2 sector entangled states [|yz, σ⟩ ± i|xz, σ⟩]/ √ 2, where σ =↑ / ↓ for the sign +/− corresponding to the m_J = ±3/2 states. The dominantly xy orbital bands (blue) evolve from the J = 1/2, m_J = ±1/2 states. The dominantly yz/xz bands near the top correspond to J = 3/2, m_J = ∓3/2 states, while the degenerate bands near energy 5 correspond to J = 3/2, m_J = ±1/2 states. The pure SOC eigenstates are strongly modified by the strong crystal field term ϵ_{xy}.

V. COLLECTIVE EXCITATIONS

Fig. 5 shows the various collective excitation modes in the orbital entangled AFM state as obtained from the calculated spectral function (Eq. 7) of the generalized fluctuation propagator. In Fig. 5(a), the lowest mode is the extremely low energy magnon mode showing the splitting near (π, π) and (0, 0) corresponding to in-plane and out-of-plane isospin fluctuation modes. The magnon mode involves particle-hole excitations between the J = 3/2, m_J = ±3/2 states. The second and third modes are the spin-orbiton and orbiton modes, respectively, involving particle-hole excitations between the m_J = ±3/2 (hole) and m_J = ±1/2 (particle) states of the J = 3/2 sector. Finally, the highest-energy modes are orbiton (same-spin) and spin-orbiton (spin-flip) modes involving particle-hole excitations

FIG. 6: (a)-(d) Evolution of the collective excitation energies with increasing J_H values, showing that the orbiton lower branch energy at q = (0, 0)/(π, π) vanishes for J_H ∼ U/7. (e)-(h) Orbitalpair-basis resolved contributions to the spectral function at q = (0, 0)/(π, π) for the different collective excitation modes shown in (a) for J_H = 0. Other parameters are same as in Fig. 4.

between the dominantly xy-like J = 1/2, m_J = ±1/2 (particle) states and the J = 3/2, m_J = ±3/2 (hole) states. The xy orbiton mode energy initially decreases slowly (a,b) as ϵ_{xy} decreases from 1.0 to 0.75, and then drops sharply to nearly zero as ϵ_{xy} → 0.5 (c). For ϵ_{xy} = 0.75 [Fig. 5(b)], the energy scale of this pair of modes (∼ 0.5 × 250 meV = 125 meV) is in good agreement with the INS study.^{11}

In Fig. 5(a), we consider the splitting of the magnon mode at q = (π, π) or (0, 0) into the gapless (in-plane) and gapped (out-of-plane) isospin fluctuation modes. We find that when

FIG. 7: Evolution of the basis resolved contributions to the spectral function at q = (π, π) for the lower and upper branches of the orbiton mode with increasing J_H values.

J_H is set to zero, the two modes become degenerate and gapless at these wave vectors (Fig. 6(a)), implying no true anisotropy due to SOC alone. This feature is exactly similar as in the Sr_2IrO_4 compound where the easy-plane anisotropy was identified as arising due to the J_H induced spin-rotation-symmetry breaking in the pseudo spin-orbital basis.^{21,24} With one electron in Sr_2VO_4 and one hole in Sr_2IrO_4, the above similarity reflects the particle-hole symmetry at play.

For the spin-orbiton mode (second lowest in Fig. 5(a)), we find that the minimum energy of the lower branch at q = (0, 0)/(π, π) decreases with increasing J_H and vanishes at the critical value J^∗_H ∼ U/7, as seen in Fig. 6. Subsequently, this mode becomes negative-energy mode for J_H > J^∗_H, indicating instability due to long wavelength yz/xz orbital fluctuations. This instability is shown by the arrow in Fig. 3. We have also analyzed the different spectral function contributions in the orbital-pair basis for this mode at q = (0, 0)/(π, π). We find that with increasing J_H the entanglement character (measured by the μ, ν = yz, xz contribution) progressively decreases (Fig. 7) and becomes negligible as J_H → J^∗_H. Therefore, the instability is due to small-q (long wavelength) fluctuation modes of nearly pure spincharge character and short-range entangled AFM order is expected to survive.

For ϵ_{xy} = 0 where the planar AFM order involves dominantly xy moments, the electronic band structure and the various collective excitation modes are shown in Fig. 8. The extremely low-energy orbiton modes are seen to be present in this case also, although the two pairs of orbiton modes here involve particle-hole excitations between the dominantly xy and yz, xz bands corresponding to the entangled J = 3/2, m_J = ±1/2 (hole) and J = 3/2,

FIG. 8: (a) Orbital resolved electronic band structure in the orbital entangled AFM state, and (b) the various collective excitation modes, calculated for the crystal field term ϵ_{xy} = 0, with the same parameter set as in Fig. 4.

m_J = ±3/2 or J = 1/2, m_J = ±3/2 (particle) states. The magnon modes involving dominantly xy orbital are split into the low-energy part near zone center and high-energy part (ω ∼ 0.5) near the zone boundary.

VI. SPIN-ORBIT-DISTORTION EXCITON

To understand the origin of the low-energy orbiton modes in Fig. 5, it is instructive to consider the evolution of the energy eigenvalues of the H_{SOC} + H_{cf} Hamiltonian with the crystal field term ϵ_{xy} as shown in Fig. 9. The spin-orbital entangled J = 3/2 sector states are split by the tetragonal distortion induced crystal field, and the splitting ΔE = λ (the bare SOC value) as ϵ_{xy}/λ → ∞. Thus, the lowest energy particle-hole excitations are between the J = 3/2 sector states, involving dominantly yz, xz character at large positive ϵ_{xy}, with extremely low excitation energy for the 3d transition metal compounds.

We will refer to the collective (orbiton mode) excitations arising from the J = 3/2 sector particle-hole excitations as spin-orbit-distortion excitons. The energy separation between the bands originating from the m_J = ±3/2, ±1/2 of the J = 3/2 sector are strongly enhanced by the various Coulomb interaction contributions (Fig. 4). However, due to the usual resonant scattering process in the random phase approximation (RPA), the excitation energies are lowered down to nearly the bare exciton energies. Thus, the two orbiton modes (second and third lowest energy) in Fig. 5(a) are spin-orbit-distortion exciton modes, and the extremely

FIG. 9: (a) Evolution of the energy eigenvalues of H_{SOC} + H_{cf} with crystal field. (b) Excitations between the J = 3/2 sector states (for ϵ_{xy} ≫ λ), showing the non-spin-flip and spin-flip cases corresponding to the orbiton and spin-orbiton modes in Fig. 5.

low excitation energies are nearly independent of the crystal field term ϵ_{xy} and of the order of the bare SOC value. This leads to the surprising conclusion that the measured χ − T and ρ−T anomalies in Sr_2VO_4 are due to thermal excitation of modes for which the characteristic energy is the extremely low bare SOC value for 3d elements.

VII. DISCUSSION

The presence of multiple low-energy orbiton modes over a broad crystal field range highlights the rich orbital physics in the Sr_2VO_4 compound. To illustrate the importance of the low-energy orbiton modes, we consider the xy orbiton modes which rapidly lower in energy as ϵ_{xy} → 0.5 (Fig. 5). Thermal excitation of these modes at finite temperature will result in electron transfer from the magnetically inactive entangled state with no local magnetic moment (Fig. 2) to the magnetically active xy orbital, resulting in finite magnetic moment and contribution to magnetic susceptibility.

The behaviour of the collective excitation mode energies (Fig. 5) with decreasing crystal field term ϵ_{xy} shows: (i) extremely low and nearly constant energy of magnon excitations, (ii) low energy orbiton modes involving yz, xz orbitals, and (iii) rapidly decreasing energy of the xy orbiton modes to zero as ϵ_{xy} → 0.5. These features are in striking similarity to the behaviour of the three transition temperatures with pressure in the 0−5 GPa range obtained in the high-pressure study from anomalies in resistivity and susceptibility measurements in

Sr_2VO_4.^9 The magnetic transition at 8K obtained from susceptibility measurements corresponds to the Néel temperature, which supports the picture of thermal excitation of the extremely low energy magnons (∼ 10 meV) in the orbitally entangled AFM state as driving the magnetic transition.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

Our main findings are summarized below. Staggered orbital order is unstable towards orbital entangled (FM or AFM) orders depending on the U and J_H values. When SOC is reset to zero after the entangled order is self consistently formed, staggered orbital order reappears, confirming that the orbital entangled states are induced by SOC. The obtained phase boundary in U − J_H space between entangled FM and AFM orders confirms the qualitative analysis that for fixed J_H the entangled AFM order is stabilized on the higher U side, which lies within the realistic range for 3d transition metal elements. The orbiton mode shows long-wavelength instability with increasing J_H, but short range entangled AFM order appears robust.

In the entangled AFM order, frustration due to competing magnetic interactions accounts for the extremely low net magnetic interaction, magnon energy, and therefore the Néel temperature. The easy-plane anisotropy vanishes when Hund’s coupling is set to zero, indicating no true anisotropy due to SOC alone, which is similar to the case of Sr_2IrO_4. The extremely low (∼ 10 meV) magnon energy scale, the low-energy yz/xz orbiton modes having energy of the order of bare SOC value over a broad crystal field range, the ∼ 125 meV energy of the xy orbiton mode at ambient pressure, and the behaviour of the xy orbiton energy with crystal field are all in good agreement with experiments.

Acknowledgments

DKS was supported through start-up research grant SRG/2020/002144 funded by DST- SERB.

∗ Electronic address: avinas@iitk.ac.in

1 M. Cyrot, B. Lambert-Andron, J. Soubeyroux, M. Rey, P. Dehauht, F. Cyrot-Lackmann, G.

Fourcaudot, J. Beille, and J. Tholence, Properties of a New Perovskite Oxide Sr_2VO_4, J. Solid State Chem. 85, 321 (1990).

2 M. Rey, P. Dehaudt, J. Joubert, B. Lambert-Andron, M. Cyrot, and F. Cyrot-Lackmann, Preparation and Structure of the Compounds SrVO_3 and Sr_2VO_4, J. Solid State Chem. 86, 101 (1990).

3 A. Nozaki, H. Yoshikawa, T. Wada, H. Yamauchi, and S. Tanaka, Layered Perovskite Compounds Sr_{n+1}V_nO_{3n+1} (n = 1, 2, 3, and ∞), Phys. Rev. B 43, 181 (1991).

4 P. A. Lee, N. Nagaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Doping a Mott Insulator: Physics of High-Temperature Superconductivity, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 17 (2006).

5 A. Abragam and B. Bleaney, Electron Paramagnetic Resonance of Transition Ions, Clarendon, Oxford, 1970.

6 G. Jackeli and G. Khaliullin, Magnetically Hidden Order of Kramers Doublets in d^1 Systems:

Sr_2VO_4, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 067205 (2009).

7 H. D. Zhou, B. S. Conner, L. Balicas, and C. R. Wiebe, Orbital-Ordering Transition in Sr_2VO_4, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 136403 (2007).

8 I. Yamauchi, K. Nawa, M. Hiraishi, M. Miyazaki, A. Koda, K. M. Kojima, R. Kadono, H. Nakao, R. Kumai, Y. Murakami, H. Ueda, K. Yoshimura, and M. Takigawa, Structural Anomalies and Short-Range Magnetic Correlations in the Orbitally Degenerate System Sr_2VO_4, Phys. Rev. B 92, 064408 (2015).

9 T. Yamauchi, T. Shimazu, D. N.-Hamane, and H. Sakurai, Contrasting Pressure-Induced Metallization Processes in Layered Perovskites, α-Sr_2MO_4 (M=V, Cr), Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 156601 (2019).

10 J. Sugiyama, H. Nozaki, I. Umegaki, W. Higemoto, E. J. Ansaldo, J. H. Brewer, H. Sakurai, T.-H. Kao, H.-D. Yang, and M. Mansson, Hidden Magnetic Order in Sr_2VO_4 clarified with μ^+SR, Phys. Rev. B 89, 020402(R)(2014).

11 H. D. Zhou, Y. J. Jo, J. F. Carpino, G. J. Munoz, C. R. Wiebe, J. G. Cheng, F. Rivadulla, and D. T. Adroja, Orbital Fluctuations in the S = 1/2 Mott Insulator Sr_2VO_4, Phys. Rev. B 81, 212401 (2010).

12 D. J. Singh, D. A. Papaconstantopoulos, H. Krakauer, B. M. Klein and W. E. Pickett, Electronic structure of doped Sr_2VO_4, Physica C 175 329 (1991).

13 Y. Imai and M. Imada, Ground-State Properties and Optical Conductivity of the Transition Metal Oxide Sr_2VO_4, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 75, 094713 (2006).

14 B. Kim, S. Khmelevskyi, P. Mohn, and C. Franchini, Competing Magnetic Interactions in a Spin-^1_2 Square Lattice: Hidden Order in Sr_2VO_4, Phys. Rev. B 96, 180405(R) (2017).

15 Y. Imai, I. Solovyev, and M. Imada, Electronic Structure of Strongly Correlated Systems Emerging from Combining Path-Integral Renormalization Group with the Density-Functional Approach, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 176405 (2005).

16 M. V. Eremin, J. Deisenhofer, R. M. Eremina, J. Teyssier, D. van der Marel, and A. Loidl, Alternating Spin-Orbital Order in Tetragonal Sr_2VO_4, Phys. Rev. B 84, 212407 (2011).

17 S. Mohapatra and A. Singh, Magnetic Reorientation Transition in a Three Orbital Model for Ca_2RuO_4 — Interplay of Spin-Orbit Coupling, Tetragonal Distortion, and Coulomb Interactions, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 32, 485805 (2020).

18 B. Pandey, Y. Zhang, N. Kaushal, R. Soni, L.-F. Lin, W.-J. Hu, G. Alvarez, and E. Dagotto, Origin of the Magnetic and Orbital Ordering in α-Sr_2CrO_4, Phys. Rev. B 103, 045115 (2021).

19 R. J. Radwański and Z. Ropka, Importance of the Spin-Orbit Coupling for 3d-Ion Compounds:

the case of NiO, Acta Physica Polonica A, 97, 963 (2000).

20 J. Stöhr and H. C. Siegmann, Magnetism: From Fundamentals to Nanoscale Dynamics, Springer, 2006.

21 S. Mohapatra and A. Singh, Coupled Spin-Orbital Fluctuations in a Three Orbital Model for 4d and 5d Oxides with Electron Fillings n = 3, 4, 5 — Application to NaOsO_3, Ca_2RuO_4, and Sr_2IrO_4, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 33, 345803 (2021).

22 S. Mohapatra, R. Kundu, A. Dubey, D. Dutta, and A. Singh, Role of Orbital off-diagonal Spin and Charge Condensates in a Three Orbital Model for Ca_2RuO_4 — Coulomb Renormalized Spin-Orbit Coupling, Orbital Moment, and Tunable Magnetic Order, J. Magn. Magn. Mater 537, 168172 (2021).

23 S. Mohapatra, D. K. Singh, and A. Singh, Spin-Orbit Coupling Induced Staggered-to-Entangled Orbital Order Transition in a Three-Orbital Model for Sr_2CrO_4, arXiv: 2107.07214v2 (2021).

24 S. Mohapatra and A. Singh, Pseudo-Spin Rotation Symmetry Breaking by Coulomb Interaction terms in Spin-Orbit Coupled Systems, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 33, 065802 (2021).