
ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

09
38

7v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  2

1 
Fe

b 
20

23

Strain Fields and Critical Phenomena in
Manganites II: Spin-Lattice-Energy Hamiltonians

by
Rohit Singh and Sanjay Puri

School of Physical Sciences, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi –
110067, India.

Abstract

The dynamic critical behavior at the paramagnetic-antiferromagnetic
(PM-AFM) transition in manganites has recently been studied experi-
mentally [Niermann et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 037204 (2015)]. We
extend the Hamiltonian of Paper I by incorporating an energy field,
and study the corresponding Model C of critical dynamics. We use
the dynamic renormalization group (RG) approach and calculate the
dynamic critical exponents z, νz and the line-width exponent ∆ to
leading order in the small expansion parameters ǫ = 4 − d + 2σ and
ǫ′ = 4 − d. Here, d is the space dimension and σ is the long-range
exponent. Using σ as an adjustable parameter, the theory gives us a
good match to the experimentally available static and dynamic critical
exponents at the PM-AFM transition.
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1 Introduction

The dynamical behavior of systems near the critical point (critical dynamics)
has attracted intense research interest [1, 2, 3, 4]. Analytical studies of crit-
ical dynamics rely on a coupled set of Langevin-type stochastic equations of
motion for the slow variables, i.e., the order parameters and hydrodynamic
modes associated with conservation laws [5]. Several different models have
been proposed depending on conservation laws, leading to diverse universal-
ity classes. These classes are characterized by the dynamic critical exponent
z, which connects the divergence of the time-scale (τ) and the correlation
length (ξ) near the critical point as τ ∼ ξz.

Dynamic critical phenomena have been studied extensively via renormal-
ization group (RG) analysis [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. These RG techniques were origi-
nally developed to understand phase diagrams arising from model Hamilto-
nians. The family of critical exponents associated with a critical fixed point
(FP) define the universality class of a phase transition. In the basic models
of critical dynamics, e.g., Model A and Model B [5], the dynamics of the or-
der parameter is non-conserved and conserved, respectively. There are also
more sophisticated models, e.g., Model C, with coupling of a non-conserved
order parameter to a conserved energy density. The order parameter re-
laxes with a rate Γ0, and the conserved density has a diffusion rate µ0 [5].
A dynamical RG analysis predicts three distinct regions of phase space cor-
responding to the stable FP f∗ for the ratio Γ0/µ0: Region I for f∗ = 0
(corresponds to n > 4, where n is the number of components of the order
parameter); Region II for f∗ = n/(2 − n) < ∞ (corresponds to n < 2);
and Region III for f∗ = ∞ (corresponds to 2 < n < 4). In Region II, the
conserved density influences the dynamics of the order parameter so that
both variables are characterized by the same z which differs from that of
Model A (z = 2).

The dynamics of the diffusive field becomes very important for systems
where there is slow conduction of heat near their transition points. This dif-
fusive coupling plays an essential role in describing the critical dynamics of,
e.g., uniaxial AFMs [5], long-wavelength fluctuations near the QCD critical
point [11], aging dynamics at criticality [12]. Clearly, the value of z forModel

C depends upon the conservation laws, dimensionality d, and the number
of the components of the order parameter n. However, all experimental
systems are not characterized by this clean universal behavior [13, 14]. As
discussed in Paper I of this exposition, the static critical behavior in man-
ganites at the paramagnetic-ferromagnetic (PM-FM) transition shows non-
universality with continuously varying exponents different from those for
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short-range models. In I, we have shown that a model with spin-strain cou-
pling proves very useful in predicting the nontrivial universality classes in
manganites. In this paper (II), we will turn our attention to critical dy-
namics in manganites in the vicinity of the paramagnetic-antiferromagnetic
(PM-AFM) critical point.

Experimentally, a continuous variation of critical exponents has been
reported for quite some time in various AFM multiferroic manganites [24,
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30]. These systems show ferroelectric ordering at very
high temperatures (Tc ∼1000 K) and AFM ordering at low temperatures
(TN ∼100 K). As a result, magnetic properties can be altered by changing
the electric field, and vice versa [31, 32, 33]. For example, MnWO4 exhibits
ferroelectricity induced by helical magnetic ordering [27, 34, 35, 36]. Some
experimental works [37, 38, 39] provide evidence for coupling of the order
parameters of these two distinct phases, which is also responsible for a spin-
lattice coupling [40, 41]. In addition, Olega et al. [30] observed slow heat
conduction near the PM-AFM transition point.

In this paper, we aim to explain the continuously varying static and
dynamic universality classes of AFMmanganites [30, 28, 42]. For instance, in
multiferroic hexagonal RMnO3, where R = Tm,Yb,Ho,Y,Lu,Er, different
choices of R lead to varying critical behavior with different values of the
specific heat exponent α [30]. Among various materials, MnWO4 is the one
that exhibits ferroelectricity induced by helical magnetic ordering [27, 34, 35,
36, 43, 42]. Niermann et al. [42] studied critical slowing down near the PM-
AFM phase transition in single-crystal MnWO4 using broadband dielectric
spectroscopy. They reported νz ≃ 1.3, where ν is the correlation length
exponent (ξ ∼ |T − Tc|

ν). For the same sample, ultrasound experiments
[43] yield the magnetization exponent β ≃ 0.45. These values for νz, β in
MnWO4, and α in RMnO3, demonstrate that these manganites belong to
universality classes different from those of the short-range models of critical
dynamics (e.g., Model A, Model C) [1].

There have been some theoretical attempts to understand the critical
behavior at the PM-AFM transition. Kawamura [44, 45] has performed RG
calculations to study the PM-AFM transition in triangular AFMs. His re-
sults show that PM-AFM transitions in manganites do not belong to the
universality classes of triangular AFMs and require a separate treatment.
Further, the Green’s function technique [46, 47] has also been invoked to
explain the critical scenario in these systems, but the results are not con-
vincing in respect of varying universality classes. We have seen in I that
a long-ranged (LR) spin-lattice Hamiltonian can capture the widely vary-
ing universality classes in manganites near the PM-FM transition. The
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above-mentioned experiments emphasize that a spin-lattice coupling with
slow heat modes dominates these systems [38, 40, 48]. Thus, a natural ex-
tension of our approach in I to the present context is by incorporation of
spin-energy interactions. With this background, we consider a Model C-type
spin-lattice-energy Hamiltonian [5]:

H[Φ, ψ, ε] =

∫

ddx

[

r0
2
Φ2(x) +

c0
2
|∇Φ(x)|2 +

1

2

∫

ddx′ψ(x)u(x − x′)ψ(x′)

+g0ψ(x)Φ
2(x) +

e−1
0

2
ε2(x) + γ0ε(x)Φ

2(x)

]

. (1)

In Eq. (1), Φ is an n-component magnetic order parameter (with components
φi), ψ is the lattice strain, and ε is the energy field. As in I, we take the
strain-strain interactions to be LR, i.e., u(x−x′) = κ−1

0 /|x−x′|d+2σ, where
κ−1
0 is the coupling constant, and σ is the exponent of the LR interaction.

The parameters c0, r0 and e−1
0 have their usual interpretation. The terms

with coupling g0 and γ0 account for the spin-lattice and spin-energy coupling,
respectively. We formulate Model C with the above Hamiltonian, and study
it using RG to calculate static and dynamic critical exponents.

Before proceeding, we remark that there have been several earlier stud-
ies of LR generalizations of the standard Φ4 Hamiltonian. One class of
studies has focused on Ginzburg-Landau Hamiltonians where the Φ2-term
is generalized to an LR form [15, 16, 17, 18, 19]. These models exhibit
many novel features, e.g., multi-critical universality classes [16], crossover
phenomena [17], and stripe phases [18, 19]. Further, the effect of LR gen-
eralizations of Φ4 interactions near the PM-FM transition was studied by
Goll and Kopietz [20], who observed a finite Fisher exponent in d = 3.
Lattice models with LR spin interactions have also been studied by various
authors [21, 22, 17, 23] and shown to exhibit non-universal behavior, e.g.,
continuously varying Ashkin-Teller-like universality classes [23].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we use RG analysis to
identify the nontrivial FP and obtain the static exponents. We calculate
the exponents to the leading order of a double expansion in ǫ = 4− d+ 2σ
and ǫ′ = 4 − d. In Sec. 3, we write down Model C and use dynamic RG
to calculate the dynamic exponents. We then compare νz, β and α with
available experimental estimates. Finally, we conclude this paper and this
two-part exposition with a summary and discussion in Sec. 4.
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2 Static Renormalization Group and Critical Ex-

ponents

In this section, we perform a static RG analysis of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1).
As we are interested in the long wavelength fluctuations, the real-space
Hamiltonian can be transformed to Fourier space by using the d-dimensional
Fourier transform for fields f(x) :

f(x) =

∫

ddk

(2π)d
f(k)eik·x, (2)

where f is either of φi, ψ, ε or u. This yields

H =
n
∑

i=1

∫ Λ

0

ddk

(2π)d
r0 + c0k

2

2
|φi(k)|

2 +
1

2

∫ Λ

0

ddk

(2π)d
u(k)|ψ(k)|2

+

∫ Λ

0

ddk

(2π)d
e0

−1

2
|ε(k)|2 + g0

n
∑

i=1

∫ Λ

0

∫ Λ

0

ddk1
(2π)d

ddk2
(2π)d

ψ(k1)φi(k2)φi(−k1 − k2)

+γ0

n
∑

i=1

∫ Λ

0

∫ Λ

0

ddk1
(2π)d

ddk2
(2π)d

ε(k1)φi(k2)φi(−k1 − k2). (3)

Here, the coupling function u(k) is

u(k) = κ−1
0 k2σ. (4)

(In I, we had taken u(k) = κ−1
0 (k2 +m2)σ and set m→ 0 later.)

Using momentum shell decimation, we obtain the one-loop corrections
contained in the amputated part of the diagrams given in Figs. 1-4. The
elimination of modes φ>i (k), ψ

>(k), and ε>(k) lying in the momentum range
Λ/b 6 k 6 Λ yields the Hamiltonian in terms of the remaining modes φ<i (k),
ψ<(k), and ε<(k) in the reduced range 0 6 k 6 Λ/b. In this process, the
bare parameters r0, c0, κ

−1
0 , e−1

0 , g0 and γ0 acquire corrections that can be
obtained by considering all the relevant Feynman diagrams in Figs. 1-4.
(We had presented details of the static RG procedure in I, and it would be
redundant to repeat it here.) Incorporating these corrections, we obtain the
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following RG flow equations:

dr

dl
= (2− η)r −

4g2κSd
(2π)d

(

Λd−2−2σ

c
−
r

c2
Λd−4−2σ

)

−
(2n+ 4)γ2eSd

(2π)d

(

Λd−2

c
−

r

c2
Λd−4

)

, (5)

dc

dl
= −ηc−

4σ(2 + 2σ − d)g2κSd
d(2π)d

(

Λd−4−2σ

c

)

, (6)

dκ−1

dl
= (h− 2σ)κ−1, (7)

de−1

dl
= (α/ν)e−1 −

2nγ2Sd
(2π)d

(

Λd−4

c2
−

r

c3
Λd−6

)

, (8)

dg

dl
=

(

4− d− 2η + 2σ

2

)

g +
4g3κSd
(2π)d

(

Λd−4−2σ

c2
−

2r

c3
Λd−6−2σ

)

+
4gγ2eSd
(2π)d

(

Λd−4

c2
−

2r

c3
Λd−6

)

, (9)

dγ

dl
=

(

4− d− 2η + α/ν

2

)

γ +
4g2κγSd
(2π)d

(

Λd−4−2σ

c2
−

2r

c3
Λd−6−2σ

)

+
4γ3eSd
(2π)d

(

Λd−4

c2
−

2r

c3
Λd−6

)

, (10)

where b = eδl. In these equations, the exponents η and h are obtained
from the two-point spin-spin correlation [∼ r−(d−2+η)] and strain-strain
correlation [∼ r−(d−h)] functions at the transition point. Further, Sd =
2πd/2/Γ(d/2) is the surface area of a unit sphere in d space dimensions; and
α/ν is the ratio of the specific heat exponent to the correlation length expo-
nent. As in I, we define a new LR coupling u = −g2κ/2. The flow equation
for u is

du

dl
= (4− d− 2η + 2σ)u−

16u2Sd
c2(2π)d

(

Λd−4−2σ

c2
−

2r

c3
Λd−6−2σ

)

+
8uγ2eSd
(2π)d

(

Λd−4

c2
−

2r

c3
Λd−6

)

. (11)
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We now redefine the dimensionless phase space parameters:

R =
r

Λ2
,

U =
uSd

(2π)dΛ4−d+2σ
,

F =
γ2eSd

(2π)dΛ4−d
, (12)

and obtain the non-trivial FP. We notice that the redefined couplings U and
F have scaling dimensions of 4 + 2σ and 4, respectively. We find the upper
critical dimensions from the marginality of these couplings as dc = 4 + 2σ
and d̄c = 4. We thus define the small expansion parameters

ǫ = dc − d = 4− d+ 2σ,

ǫ′ = d̄c − d = 4− d. (13)

The non-trivial FP is

R∗

c
=

ǫ− 2ǫ′

4
, (14)

U∗

c2
=

ǫ(n+ 4)− 4ǫ′

16n
, (15)

F ∗

c2
=

ǫ− ǫ′

2n
. (16)

We can linearize the flow equations for R,U and F around this FP to
obtain the matrix equation:

d

dl
δX = MδX. (17)

Here, δX = X − X∗ is the column vector (δR, δU, δF ), and M is a 3 × 3
matrix. The eigenvalues of M are

λ1 = 2 +
ǫ

2
− ǫ′,

λ2 = ǫ−
2

n

[

ǫ(n+ 4)− 4ǫ′
]

−
4

n
(ǫ′ − ǫ),

λ3 = ǫ′ −
(2n+ 8)

n
(ǫ′ − ǫ)−

1

n

[

ǫ(n+ 4)− 4ǫ′
]

. (18)

For critical properties, the conditions λ1 > 0, λ2 < 0 and λ3 < 0 imply a
stable FP. As in I, this fixes the range of σ-values. In d = 3, the range of σ
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varies with n:

−0.10 < σ < 0 for n = 1,

−0.17 < σ < 0 for n = 2,

−0.21 < σ < 0 for n = 3. (19)

The above results yield the ratio of α to ν in the leading order of ǫ and
ǫ′:

α

ν
= ǫ− ǫ′ +O(ǫ2, ǫǫ′ + ǫ′2). (20)

From the eigenvalue along the unstable direction R, we obtain ν as

ν =
1

2
+
ǫ′

4
−
ǫ

8
+O(ǫ2, ǫǫ′, ǫ′2). (21)

Using Eqs. (20)-(21) and well-known scaling relations [1], we obtain the
static exponents:

α =
ǫ− ǫ′

2
+O(ǫ2, ǫǫ′, ǫ′2), (22)

β =
1

2
−
ǫ

8
+O(ǫ2, ǫǫ′, ǫ′2), (23)

γ = 1 +
ǫ′

2
−
ǫ

4
+O(ǫ2, ǫǫ′, ǫ′2), (24)

δ = 3 + ǫ′ +O(ǫ2, ǫǫ′, ǫ′2). (25)

These exponents will be compared with experimental results in Sec. 3, sub-
sequent to the calculation of the dynamic exponent.

3 Dynamic Renormalization Group

From Eq. (1), we see that the spin-lattice-energy Hamiltonian H is quadratic
in the strain variable ψ and energy field ε. As usual, the joint probability
distribution function (jpd) is

P (Φ, ψ, ε) =
e−βH

Z
, (26)

where β is the inverse temperature, and Z is the appropriate partition func-
tion. This jpd for three variables can be reduced to a jpd for two variables
by integrating the strain degrees of freedom. However, the effective Hamil-
tonian is now LR in the spin interactions with a redefined coupling constant.
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We study the critical dynamics for this effective Hamiltonian in the frame-
work of Model C [8]:

H[Φ, ε] =

∫

ddx

[

r0
2
Φ2(x) +

c0
2
|∇Φ(x)|2 +

∫

ddx′Φ2(x)u(x − x′)Φ2(x′)

+
e−1
0

2
ε2(x) + γ0Φ

2(x)ε(x)

]

. (27)

In Eq. (27), u(r) is LR in nature with a power law: u(r) = λ0/r
d+2σ .

To study the critical dynamics of H in Eq. (27), we write the Langevin
equations for the fields Φ(x, t) and ε(x, t) as follows:

∂

∂t
Φ(x, t) = −Γ0

(

δH

δΦ(x, t)

)

+ η(x, t), (28)

∂

∂t
ε(x, t) = µ0∇

2

(

δH

δε(x, t)

)

+ ζ(x, t). (29)

Here the constant Γ−1
0 sets the time scale, and µ0 is the transport coeffi-

cient. The terms η(x, t) and ζ(x, t) represent Gaussian white noises with
correlations

〈ηi(x, t)ηj(x
′, t′)〉 = 2Γ0δ

d(x− x′)δ(t− t′)δij , (30)

〈ζ(x, t)ζ(x′, t′)〉 = −2µ0∇
2δd(x− x′)δ(t− t′). (31)

The angular brackets in Eqs. (30)-(31) denote averages over the noise en-
sembles.

We introduce the (d+1)-dimensional Fourier transformation of the fields
as

fi(x, t) =

∫ Λ

0

ddk

(2π)d

∫

∞

−∞

dω

2π
fi(k, ω)e

i(k·x−ωt), (32)

where fi is either of φi, ǫ, ηi or ζ. Eqs. (28) and (29) can be written in
Fourier space as

(

−
iω

Γ0
+ r0 + c0k

2

)

φi(k, ω) =
ηi(k, ω)

Γ0
− 2γ0

∫

ddk1dω1

(2π)d+1
φi(k1, ω1)ε(k− k1, ω − ω1)

−4
n
∑

j=1

∫

ddk1dω1

(2π)d+1

∫

ddk2dω2

(2π)d+1
u(k1 − k)φi(k1, ω1)φj(k2, ω2)φj(k− k1 − k2, ω − ω1 − ω2),

(33)
(

−
iω

µ0k2
+ e−1

0

)

ε(k, ω) =
ζ(k, ω)

µ0k2
− γ0

n
∑

j=1

∫

ddk1dω1

(2π)d+1
φj(k1, ω1)φj(k− k1, ω − ω1). (34)
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The noise terms η(k, ω) and ζ(k, ω) have correlations in Fourier space as

〈ηi(k, ω)ηj(k
′, ω′)〉 = 2Γ0δij(2π)

d+1δd(k+ k′)δ(ω + ω′),

〈ζ(k, ω)ζ(k′, ω′)〉 = 2µ0k
2(2π)d+1δd(k+ k′)δ(ω + ω′). (35)

We need to find the relevant corrections to the dynamic parameters,
namely, the noise amplitude Γ0 and the transport coefficient µ0 at one-loop
order. We define the bare propagators G0(k, ω) and D0(k, ω) as

G0(k, ω) =

(

−
iω

Γ0
+ r0 + c0k

2

)−1

, (36)

D0(k, ω) =

(

−
iω

µ0k2
+ e−1

0

)−1

. (37)

In Eqs. (33)-(34), we perform a dynamic RG analysis by eliminating the
fast modes (Φ>(k, ω), ε>(k, ω), etc.) lying in the band Λ/b 6 k 6 Λ. This
yields equations for the slow modes (Φ<(k, ω), ε<(k, ω), etc.) belonging to
0 6 k 6 Λ/b. In Figs. 5 and 6, we show the Feynman diagrams at one-
loop order contributing to Γ0 and µ0, respectively. The integration over fast
modes yields

φ<i (k, ω) =
ηi(k, ω)

Γ0
G<

0 (k, ω) − 4G<
0 (k, ω)

n
∑

j=1

∫

ddk1dω1

(2π)d+1

∫

ddk2dω2

(2π)d+1
u(k1 − k)×

φ<i (k1, ω1)φ
<
j (k2, ω2)φ

<
j (k− k1 − k2, ω − ω1 − ω2)

−2γ0G
<
0 (k, ω)

∫

ddk1dω1

(2π)d+1
φ<i (k1, ω1)ε

<(k− k1, ω − ω1) +Ri(k, ω),

(38)

ε<(k, ω) =
ζ(k, ω)

µ0k2
D<

0 (k, ω)

−γ0D
<
0 (k, ω)

n
∑

i=1

∫

ddk1dω1

(2π)d+1
φ<i (k1, ω1)φ

<
i (k− k1, ω − ω1) + T (k, ω).

(39)

In Eqs. (38)-(39), the integration ranges for k1 and k2 are restricted to
0 ≤ k1, k2 ≤ Λ/b. The quantities Ri(k, ω) and T (k, ω) give the corrections
to the bare propagators G0(k, ω) and D0(k, ω), respectively. These can be
written in terms of self-energies (Σi, i = 1, 5) as

Ri(k, ω) = −G<
0 (k, ω) [Σ1(k, ω) + Σ2(k, ω) + Σ3(k) + Σ4(k)]φ

<
i (k, ω),

(40)

T (k, ω) = −D<
0 (k, ω)Σ5(k, ω)ε

<(k, ω). (41)
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The integral expressions for the self-energies are

Σ1(k, ω) =
8γ20
Γ0

∫

ddqdΩ

(2π)d+1
D>

0 (k− q, ω − Ω)|G>
0 (q,Ω)|

2, (42)

Σ2(k, ω) =
8γ20
µ0

∫

ddqdΩ

(2π)d+1
q−2G>

0 (k− q, ω − Ω)|D>
0 (q,Ω)|

2, (43)

Σ3(k) =
16

Γ0

∫

ddqdΩ

(2π)d+1
u(q− k)|G>

0 (q,Ω)|
2, (44)

Σ4(k) =
8n

Γ0
u(0)

∫

ddqdΩ

(2π)d+1
|G>

0 (q,Ω)|
2, (45)

Σ5(k, ω) =
4nγ20
Γ0

∫

ddqdΩ

(2π)d+1
G>

0 (k− q, ω −Ω)|G>
0 (q,Ω)|

2, (46)

where the q-integral ranges over Λ/b ≤ q ≤ Λ. In the above self-energy
integrals, we carry out the frequency convolutions by integration over the
internal frequency Ω in the full range to obtain

Σ1 = 4γ20µ0

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
(k− q)2

(c0q2 + r0)[−iω + Γ0(c0q2 + r0) + µ0(k− q)2/e0]
,(47)

Σ2 = 4γ20Γ0e0

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
1

[−iω + Γ0(c0q2 + r0) + µ0(k− q)2/e0]
, (48)

Σ3 = 8

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
u(q− k)

1

(c0q2 + r0)
, (49)

Σ4 = 4nu(0)

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
1

(c0q2 + r0)
, (50)

Σ5 = 4nγ20

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
1

(c0q2 + r0) {−iω/Γ0 + (c0q2 + r0) + [c0(k− q)2 + r0]}
.

(51)

We see that Σ3 and Σ4 do not carry an ω-dependence, and thus do not
contribute to the noise amplitude Γ0. The self-energy corrections Σi=1,2(k, ω)
modify the propagator G0 and they yield corrections to Γ−1

0 as

∆Γ−1 =
2

∑

i=1

∆Γ−1
i , (52)

where

∆Γ−1
i = i

∂

∂ω
[Σi(k, ω)]k=0,ω=0 . (53)

11



Here,

∆Γ−1
1 = 4γ20µ0

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
q2

(c0q2 + r0)[Γ0(c0q2 + r0) + µ0q2/e0]2
, (54)

∆Γ−1
2 = 4γ20Γ0e0

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
1

[Γ0(c0q2 + r0) + µ0q2/e0]
2 . (55)

Carrying out the integrations over the internal momentum in Eqs. (54)-(55),
we obtain the total one-loop correction to the noise amplitude Γ0 as

∆Γ−1 = 4
γ20e0Sd
c20(2π)

d

[

Γ0

(

1 +
̺0
c0

)]−1 (b4−d − 1)Λd−4

(4− d)
, (56)

where ̺0 = µ0/(Γ0e0). The self-energy correction Σ5 modifies the propaga-
tor D0, and it gives corrections to µ−1

0 as

∆µ−1 = lim
k,ω→0

i
∂

∂(ω/k2)
Σ5(k, ω). (57)

This quantity vanishes because Σ5(k, ω) does not involve the ratio ω/k2.
The RG transformation requires that the equations of motions and the

correlations preserve their forms under the scale transformations. Thus, we
write rescaled momentum and fields as

k′ = bk,

ω′ = bzω,

Φ′(k′, ω′) = bxΦ<(k, ω),

ǫ′(k′, ω′) = byǫ<(k, ω), (58)

where

x =
d− 2 + η

2
,

y =
d− α/ν

2
, (59)

and z is the dynamic critical exponent. We thus arrive at the recursion
relations for the noise amplitudes as

(Γ−1)′ = b2−z−η(Γ−1
0 +∆Γ−1),

(µ−1)′ = bd+2−2y−zµ−1
0 . (60)
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Using ∆Γ−1 from Eq. (56), the recursion relations yield the RG flow equa-
tions:

dΓ−1

dl
= (2− z − η)Γ−1 + 4

γ2eSd
c2(2π)d

[

Γ
(

1 +
̺

c

)]−1
Λd−4, (61)

dµ−1

dl
= (d+ 2− 2y − z)µ−1, (62)

where b = eδl.
We also introduce ̺ = µ/(Γe), which satisfies the flow equation

d̺

dl
= ̺

[

−η + 4
γ2eSd
c2(2π)d

{(

1 +
̺

c

)}−1
Λd−4 − 2n

γ2eSd
c2(2π)d

Λd−4

]

. (63)

Substituting the FP value of γ2e from Eq. (16) in Eq. (63), we obtain the
non-trivial FP as

̺∗

c
=

2

n
− 1. (64)

A linear stability analysis about this FP shows that it is stable for n > 2 in
d = 3. (This should be contrasted to the original Model C calculation [8],
where the FP is found to stable for n < 2.) The dynamic critical exponent
z corresponding to this FP is

z = 2 + ǫ− ǫ′ +O(ǫ2, ǫ′ǫ, ǫ′2). (65)

As σ is restricted to the range −0.21 < σ < 0 for d = 3 and n = 3 in Sec. 2,
this means that 1.58 < z < 2 for the same d, n.

Further, the linewidth exponent ∆, given by the scaling relation ∆ =
ν(z + 2− d− η), is obtained as

∆ =
ǫ

2
+O(ǫ2, ǫ′ǫ, ǫ′2). (66)

We also calculate the exponent νz (related to the characteristic time scale
as τ ∝ |T − Tc|

−zν) and obtain

νz = 1 +
ǫ

4
+O(ǫ2, ǫ′ǫ, ǫ′2). (67)

Thus, we see that the values of ∆ and νz for d = 3, n = 3 lie in the range
0.29 < ∆ < 0.5 and 1.145 < νz < 1.250.

As in I, we compare our RG exponents with available experimental re-
sults. Unfortunately, there are not many measurements of the dynamical
exponent. A comparison of our theory with experiments is shown in Table 1.
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In I, we had used the magnetization exponent β to fix the vale of σ. Here,
we use the specific heat exponent α from Eq. (22) to stress that our theory
does not critically depend on how we fix σ. The other RG exponents are
obtained from Eqs. (22)-(25) and Eqs. (65)-(67).

The experimental values for MnWO4, namely, νz ≈ 1.3 [42] and β = 0.45
[43] are comparable to our RG values νz = 1.15 and β = 0.43 obtained
for σ = −0.20, as shown in Table 1. (In this case, we did not have an
experimental value of α, so σ was fixed at the lower end of its acceptable
range.) In addition, experiments yielded the specific heat exponent [30]
α = −0.09±0.01 for ErMnO3; α = −0.12±0.01 for YMnO3; α = −0.12±0.01
for LuMnO3; α = −0.14±0.01 for HoMnO3; α = −0.18±0.01 for YbMnO3;
and α = −0.19 ± 0.01 for TmMnO3. Also, an ultrasonic investigation [28]
of single-crystal YMnO3 gives β = 0.42± 0.03. These values of α and β are
reproducible from the present theory by appropriate choices of σ, as shown
in Table 1. It will be no exaggeration to say that the present model is viable
for exploring the static and dynamic critical behavior of AFM manganites
near their transition temperatures. We urge experimentalists to undertake
further studies of the PM-AFM critical point in manganites, with particular
emphasis on measurements of the dynamical exponent.

4 Summary and Discussion

We conclude this paper II and two-part exposition with a summary and
discussion of our results. In II, we have explored the static and dynamic
critical properties of antiferromagnetic (AFM) manganites near their PM-
AFM transition. These materials exhibit ferroelectric ordering at high tem-
peratures and AFM ordering at low temperatures. The order parameters of
these two distinct phases couple, generating a strong spin-lattice coupling
[40, 41]. In addition, thermal diffusivity data shows a slow heat conduction
near the Neel temperature [30]. In I, we have presented renormalization
group (RG) calculations for a long range (LR) spin-lattice Hamiltonian. We
have shown that this model can capture the non-universal critical behav-
ior in manganites near their PM-FM transition point. In II, we focus on
the effect of LR interactions on critical behavior in manganites near their
PM-AFM transition. We formulate an LR spin-lattice-energy Hamiltonian
[Eq. (1)], and explore its equilibrium and non-equilibrium critical properties
via RG analysis.

In this context, we first study static exponents in Sec. 2. We use these
to study dynamic exponents in Sec. 3. Our static calculations were done on
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the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1). For the dynamic calculations, we studied Model
C with an effective Hamiltonian [Eq. (27)] obtained by integrating out the
strain degrees of freedom.

In Table 1, we have compared our one-loop RG results for static and
dynamic critical exponents with available experimental results for AFM
manganites. (Unfortunately, there is a paucity of experiments on dynamic
critical phenomena in manganites.) For example, experiments have yielded
the specific heat exponent α for different samples of RMnO3 in the range
−0.20 ≤ α ≤ −0.09. Also, an ultrasonic investigation [28] of YMnO3 gave
the magnetization exponent β = 0.42 ± 0.03. We notice that these values
of α and β are quite different from those of short-range d = 3 Heisenberg,
Ising and XY models [1]. It has been argued that a chiral universality class
might be expected because of the triangular geometry. In this context, the
RG results of Kawamura [45] yielded α = 0.34, β = 0.25 for the chiral XY
model; and α = 0.24, β = 0.30 for the chiral Heisenberg model. These num-
bers are also at variance with the experiments. However, the experimental
exponents match well with our theoretical estimates in the allowed range
of σ. For the dynamic critical exponent (νz) in MnWO4, we find that the
observed exponent (νz ≃ 1.3) is consistent with our RG value (νz = 1.15)
for σ = −0.20.

We would like to conclude by noting that the recent revival of interest
in multiferroic materials is due to their multiple applications, e.g., magnetic
recording read heads, photovoltaic multiferroic cells, etc. Clearly, the tech-
nological aspects of these systems are very exciting. In this two-paper expo-
sition, we have shown via RG calculations that these systems also provide a
playground where various interactions lead to rich and diverse physics near
phase transitions. We hope that the approach presented here will motivate
further research in such demanding compounds, where competing interac-
tions lead to unconventional physics.

A possible extension of our work would be to study the far-from-equilibrium
quench dynamics of such PM-FM and PM-AFM phase transitions. These
symmetry-breaking transitions generate defects that could be topological in
nature. In this context, there are two classes of interesting problems: (a) the
dependence of the defect density on the quench protocol; and (b) the kinet-
ics of defect annihilation subsequent to the quench, i.e., the domain growth
or coarsening of the system [49, 50]. As we have shown explicitly here, the
inclusion of strain fields yields widely varying universality classes in such
systems. It is of great relevance to study the corresponding spectrum of
coarsening problems and investigate the domain growth laws and evolution
morphologies. Despite the useful implications of the current approach to
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understanding the critical dynamics of multiferroics, we believe our calcula-
tions also have important consequences for the far-from-equilibrium kinetics
of phase transitions.
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Table 1: Experimental values of critical exponents for antiferromagnetic man-
ganites, and their comparison with the present theory. The value of α (wherever
available) is used to fix the value of σ in the allowed range for d = 3, n = 3. The
other exponents β, ν and νz correspond to this value of σ. Unavailable data is
indicated by dashes.

σ Theory/ α β ν νz

Experiments

−0.20 Theory −0.20 0.425 0.675 1.150
MnWO4[43, 42] − 0.45 − 1.3

−0.19 Theory −0.190 0.423 0.673 1.155
TmMnO3 [30] −0.19 ± 0.01 − − −

−0.18 Theory −0.180 0.420 0.670 1.160
YbMnO3 [30] −0.18 ± 0.01 − − −

−0.14 Theory −0.140 0.410 0.660 1.180
HoMnO3 [30] −0.14 ± 0.01 − − −

−0.12 Theory −0.120 0.405 0.655 1.190
YMnO3 [30, 28] −0.12 ± 0.01 0.42 ± 0.03 − −

LuMnO3[30] −0.12 ± 0.01 − − −

−0.09 Theory −0.090 0.398 0.648 1.045
ErMnO3 [30] −0.09 ± 0.01 − − −
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✁ ✁

✁✁
Figure 1: Feynman diagrams giving self-energy corrections to r0, c0 at one-
loop order. The external lines represent the Φ< field. The internal straight,
gluon and zigzag lines represent the correlation between Φ>, ψ> and ε>

fields, respectively.

✁
Figure 2: Feynman diagram giving self-energy corrections to e−1

0 at one-loop
order. The external lines represent the ε< field. The internal lines have the
same meaning as in Fig. 1.
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✁✁
Figure 3: Feynman diagrams for correction to g0 at one-loop order. The
notation is the same as in Fig. 1.

✁✁
Figure 4: Feynman diagrams for correction to γ0 at one-loop order. The
notation is the same as in Fig. 1.

✁ ✁

✁✁
Figure 5: Feynman diagrams for correction to the noise amplitude Γ0 at
one-loop order. The solid lines outside the loop represent the Φ-field. Fur-
ther, the dashed line with an arrow is the G0 propagator; the solid line
with an arrow is the D0 propagator; and the wiggly line is the nonlocal
coupling function. The straight and zigzag lines inside the loop represent
the correlation between Φ> and ε> fields, respectively.
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✁
Figure 6: Feynman diagram for correction to the noise amplitude µ0 at
one-loop order. The notation is the same as in Fig. 5.
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