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The e ect of the Hubbard interaction am ong conduction electrons on the double exchange
m odel is investigated in a ferrom agnetic m etallic phase. A pplying iterative perturbation theory
to the Hubbard interaction w ithin dynam icalm ean eld theory, we calculate the oneparticle
spectral function and the optical conductivity, In which coherent-potential approxin ation is
fiirtherused to treat the ferrom agnetic H und coupling betw een conduction electrons and localized
soins. Identifying the decrease of the m agnetization for the localized spin w ith the Increase of
the tem perature, we discuss the tem perature dependence of the oneparticle spectrum and the
optical conductivity. It is found that the interplay between the H und coupling and the H ubbard
Interaction dram atically changes the spectral function, whilk it is som ehow obscured in the

optical conductivity.
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x1. Introduction

T here has been a resurgence of Interest in doped per—
ovskite m anganese oxides such as R; yAyMnOs3 R is
rareearth and A is alkalineearth ions), since the discov—
ery ofthe colossalm agnetoresistance. T hese cgm,popnds
show a variety of interesting phenom ena']‘ 22,5,
which are caused by several com peting interactions in-—
cluding not on]¥] Pin hut alo, charge,and erpital de-
grees of freedom ,,a CECEERERERTRERERER-LRERE) Since
the ferrom agnetic state in a m etallic phase is stabilized
by the Hund coupling between localized soins and con—
duction electrons, the doublk exchange m odel has been
used as a proper m eode] to describe the ferrom agnetic
m etallicm anganites2€'?) variousunusualproperties co—
served experim entally have been clari ed by using this
m odel, In which the Coulom b interaction am ong,conduc—
tion electronshasbeen neglected for sin plicity 24 2% or
hasbeen assumed toben niely strong’.l.g) H ow ever, the

nie Coulom b interaction should play an in portant roke
for the dynam ics in M n oxides, stin ulating further the-
oretical studies to take nto account the nite Hubbard
interaction U_,,which have been done for the fully polar-
ized case 3Ll 108 LD I ore recently, H eld and Volhardt
have studied the e ect ofthe nite Hubbard interaction
on a param agneticm etallic phase by m eansofdynam ical
mean eld theory OM FT) and have clain ed that such
correlation e ects indeeq play an In portant role together
w ith the Hund coupling 2%

In this paper, we study electron correlation e ectson
the doubl exchange m odel in a ferrom agnetic m etal-
lic phase by introducing the nite Hubbard interaction
am ong conduction electrons. T he present study is based
on the approach of Shiba et al%d) with coherent po—
tential approxin ation (CPA), and is In som e respects
com plem entary to the woyrk done by Held and Volhardt
for a param agnetic phase 29 By exploiting tterative per—

turbation theory (IPT) wihin DM FT for the Hubbard

Interaction, we com pute the oneparticle soectrum and

the optical conductivity n which we further use CPA

to dealw ith the Hund coupling. Based on the obtained

resuls, we qualitatively discuss the tem perature depen-
dence ofthe above-m entioned dynam icalquantities. It is
show n that the introduction of the Hubbard interaction

dram atically changes the one particle spectral function

In the doubl exchange model. W e also nd that the
optical conductivity isa ected by the interplay of these
tw o Interactions, although it is not so congpicuous as in

the oneparticle spectrum .

x2. TIterative Perturbation T heory A pproach

W e study the double exchange m odelw ith the on-site
Hubbard interaction in three din ensions. T he Ham ilto—
nian is given by

X X X
tisc o J ; S§S+U
hijji i i

H = ninnig; (1)

where ¢ (c; ) is the creation (annihilation) operator of
a conduction electron w ith the spin & ";#) at the site i,
andn; = ¢ ¢ . For sinplicity, the orbital degeneracy
isneglected In thispaper. T he Hund coupling J between
a ocalized spin S; (S = 1) and a conduction electron ( ;
is the Paulim atrix) is assum ed to be ferrom agnetic.

W e shalltreat the electron corpelationsdue to the H ub—
bard interaction within DM FT ,@3) which is known as a
powerfulm ethod to system atically study strongly corre—
Jated electron system s. The treatment with DM FT_bhe-
com es exact in the lim it of large spatialdin ensions24-22
and even for three dim ensions, i provides a powerfiil
m ethod which has successfully describbed a number of
In portant phenom ena, such as the M ptf, fransition, in
strongly correlated electron system 5242929 To perform
the DM FT procedure, we furtherm ake use of IPT (see
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below ) 24271242989 which correctly reproduces the self-
energy both in the weak coupling lim it as well as the
atom ic 1m i, and furthem ore properly interpolates the
two lim iting cases.

W euse CPA to treat the ferrom agneticH und coupling.
The validity of applying CPA to the double exchange
m odel is summ arized as Hlow si% W e are now dealing
w ith the ferrom agnetic Hund coupling, so that the dy-
nam ics of localized spins m ay be descrbbed rather well
by that of classical spins, because the ferrom agnetic or—
der considerably suppresses quantum e ects. It may be
thus legitin ate to replace the localgoin S ; by the classi-
callIsing spin, and to furtheruse CPA for treating Hupnd
coupling for partially polarized ferrom agnetic phase¥
in which random potentials are induced by them al uc—
tuations ofthe Ising spins. N ote that the CPA procedure
is properly en bedded in the selfconsistent equations for
DM FT 2% because both m ethods are based on localap-
proxin ations.

W e carry out the follow ng selfconsistent procedure
for PT combined wih CPA . Since the orighal lattice
problem isconverted to an e ective single in purity prob—
lem In DMFT, ket us rst introduce the cavity G reen
function G (! ) and the dressed G reen function G (! ),

G (I)=[+1i+ E' M1t @)
G =061 ¢ M1 3)
where and (!) are the chem ical potential and the

renom alized hybridization fiinction, respectively. Here
w e have denoted the self energy due to the Hubbard in—
teractionas y andEf = Ef+ Un where Ef isthe
Inm purity level in the reduced single-site problem . U sing
the cavity G reen function, the second-order selfenergy
due to the Hubbard interaction is expressed in a usual
form ,

Z Z Z
Buy=v?2 4, d, ds
1 1 1
(1) (2) (3)
f(E( DE(3)+ £ DE(DE(C 3) @)

w ith ()= 1= G ()), where £( ) is the Femn i
distrbbution fiinction. For arbitrary 1ling, we im prove
the approxim ation by m odifying the second-order selfen—
ey as,

@)

A ()
v ()= — ()
1 B 4 M)
w ith

n 1 n 1 n )U+E¢+
a - n) oy ) £ ©)

ngo @ np) ng I ng U2
where np and n are the ]ﬁaﬂjc]e num bers respec—
tively de byn = 1= ,lr,ci!f(!)ﬁnG (') and
n = 1= ' dlf()mG (1)24%D Note that the co-

1
e cientsA and B have been introduced so as to re—

produce the correct results in the high energy Im it and
the atom ic lim i, respectively.
W enow incorporatethee ect ofthe Hund coupling by

Introducing an additional self energy g
in the localG reen function as,

@bc(!)
X

, which enters

¢ k;!)

where & (k;!) denotes the oneparticle G reen fiinction
in the lattice system . W e em ploy the sam ielliptic formm
as the bare density of states, Ny ( )= 2=( D?) D2 2
w ith thebandw idth D . Follow Ing a standard CPA proce-
dure, the average of the random scattering of conduction
electrons due to localized spins should be zero, lading

to

D E

JS; g (1)
1 @&Pe(l)( Js; g (1)) Ss
which is rew ritten in termm s of the m agnetization M of
localized spins as,

@loc(!)

=0; 8)

M+ v 1)

&*c()@Jds)?>+ JM = 0: e))

T he selfconsistency condition requires the local G reen
function n Eq. (7) to be equivalent to the dressed in —
purity G reen function n Eq. (3). W e thus obtain,

DZ
<u=7ﬁmuw s (1): (10)

N ote that the chem icalpotential should be determ ined
by the Friedelsum rule in the reduced in purity problem .
T his com pletes the description ofour IP T approach com —
bined wih CPA.

x3.

W e have perfom ed the num erical calculation by iter—
ating the procedure m entioned in the previous section
untileach quantiy should converge w ithin a desired ac—
curacy. The oneparticle spectrum of conduction elec—
tronsthuscom puted isshown nFig. 1. W e rstm ention
that since we are dealing w ith the dynam ics of localized
soins by CPA , the change in the m agnetization m ay be
approxin ately considered to be caused by them al uc—
tuationst? Nam ely, them agnetization of ocalized soins
M isincreased from (@) to (d), which In plies In ourtreat—
m ent that the tem perature is m onotonically decreased
from T = T¢ (criticaltem perature) down to T = 0.

W e start our discussions w ith the case of @), where
there is no m agnetization in the system . In this para-
m agnetic phase, the spectrum near the Fem isurface in
the U = 2 case gets narrower than the non-interacting
case. In addition to this band-narrow ing e ect, there
is the lifetimne e ect, which is accom panied by a snall
structure developed around the energy for the doubly oc—
cupied state. T hese aspects are jn agreem ent w ith those
obtained by Held and Volhardt?? W ith the increase of
M (decrease of the tem perature), the spectral fnction

C orrelation E ectson D ynam icalQ uantities
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show s quite di erent behaviors for up—- and down-spin
electrons. The spectral function for up-spin electrons
is gradually reduced to the original sem ielliptic fom,
w hereas that for down-soin electrons starts to develop
several hum p structures, whose origin w ill be discussed
below m om entarily. Note also In (o) that the spectrum
w ith up— ([down-) spin electrons in the U = 2 case shifts
to a lower (higher) energy side com pared w ith the nonin—
teracting case, which is caused by the interplay between
the Hubbard and the Hund interactions. N am ely, since
the m agnetic susogptibility of conduction electrons is en—
hanced by the H ubbard interaction, them agnetization of
conduction electrons fora given M of localized spinsbe—
com es larger for larger U via the Hund coupling, giving
rise to the large selfenergy shift observed In ). W ewill
see below that this shift a ectsthe pro I ofthe optical
conductivity. For reference, we show the m agnetization
of conduction electrons as a function of M for several
choices of U in Fig. 2.

As M is further increased, the spectral function for
down-soin electrons develops three distinct peaks Fig.
1(©)). To see the origin of the structure, we st recall
that conduction electrons in (c) are alm ost fully polar-
ized, though localized spins are still partially polarized
M = 0:8),asa consequence ofthe enhanced soin suscep—
tibility (seeF ig. 2). Thusadding a dow n-soin electron to
an unoccupied site m ay have tw o possibilities degpending
on w hether the corresponding localized spin isparallelor
antiparallelto the soin ofthe added electron. T he form er
contributes to the lowest-energy peak where the added
electron gains the energy  J, while the latter form s the
m iddle peak w ith the energy increm ent J form aking an—
tiparallel spins. O n the other hand, ifa down-goin elec—
tron is added to the site already occupied by an up-soin
electron, thism akes the highest-energy peak In the spec—
trum . N ote that the position ofthe low est-energy peak is
pushed from the bare levelup to slightly above the Ferm i
level, which is again caused by the selfenergy shift due
to the Hubbard interaction and the Hund-coupling. To
clearly show how the above threepeak structure is de—
veloped w ith the Increase of the H ubbard interaction U,
we digplay ofM = 08 for several choicesofU in Fig. 3.
Tt is seen that the above-m entioned threepeak structure
is gradually form ed w ith the Increase ofU , which is ac—
com panied by the rather large self energy shift. Finally,
in the case of (d), the localized spins are alm ost fully
polarized, so that the spectrum for up-spin electrons is
reduced to the non-interacting one, whilke the spectrum
for down spin electrons still has the two-peak structure.
A sm entioned above, the low erpeak representsa particle—
addition spectrum to an em pty site, w hile the upperpeak
corresoonds to that for a singly occupied site. In all the
cases (@) (d), the Interplay between the Hund coupling
and the Hubbard interaction is in portant to determ ine
the tem perature dependence In the pro X of the one-
particle spectral function.

E xperim entally, several nontriviale ects on the pho—
toem ission spectrum ,hgue been reported in the man-
ganese com pounds248%8% which m ay not be sin ply ex—
plained w ithout the Coulomb interaction. A typicalex—
am ple isthat the band w idth observed In a param agnetic

phase is about tw ice as large as that expected from the
band calculation. Thism ay be caused by the correlation
e ectsam ong conduction electrons, as recently egplained
by Held and Volhardt with the use of DMFT 29 Our
results In Fig. 1 (a) are consistent w ith theirs aswell as
the experin ental tendency. A lso, i has been reported
that the coherent spectrum near the Fem isurface is In—
creased asthe tem perature isdecreased below the critical
tem perature, indicating the decrease Qfe ective electron
correlationsat ow tem peratures848489 such e ectsare
Indeed seen in the present results of Fig. 1 for electrons
with up spin, nam ely, the decrease of the tem perature
gradually reduces the e ective Interaction am ong con-—
duction electrons in the lled band,being consistent w ith
the experin ents. A though our treatm ent here neglects
severalin portant e ects due to the orbitally degenerate
bands w ith anisotropic hoppings, etc, i tums out that
som e qualitative features obtained are consistent w ith
those observed in the photoem ission spectrum .

In order to further investigate the dynam ical response
In the system , we calculate the optical conductivity. W e
am ploy the follow ing form ula for the optical conductivity
In which the vertex correction is neglected,

X Z Z
(= d° d
1 1
£(9 £(°+ !
NoOR (098 (;1+ 9= ,( Y ay
1
A (,l): -
1
Im
b+i 4+ Er o () ow ()
12)

Note that this expression-becom es exact in the lm it
of large din ensions?38452 The com puted resuls are
shown in Fig. 4.A swellknow n, the optical conductivity
consists of two peaks, each of which corresponds to the
D rude-likepart and the interband part forwhich two sep—
arated bands are form ed by the H und coupling. C om par-
ing the U = 2 case w ith the non-interacting one, we can
see that the structure near the ! 0 O rude-like peak)
gets som ew hat narrow er via the correlation e ect due to
the Hubbard interaction. Also, we nd that the hump
structure corresponding to the interband excitations are
an eared by the lifetine e ect due to the Hubbard in-
teraction U, and this e ect becom es m ore conspicuous
when U is large, being consistent with the results de-
duced for a param agnetic phase.@q) Tt should be noticed
here that them axin um position ofthe interband excita-
tions in the U = 2 case show s a non-m onotonic behavior
w ith the Increase of the m agnetization M , which is not
observed in the noninteractning case. Nam ely, the m ax—
Imum position in the U = 2 case is once Iowered w ith
the Increase of the m agnetization M = 035), and then
Increased again up to the origihalposition M = 038).
This is a consequence of the self energy shift induced
by the Hubbard interaction and the Hund coupling: A s
mentioned n Fig. 1(), the oneparticle spectrum for
U = 2 su ers from the large selfenergy shift when M



4 YoshikiImaiand Norio K awakami

is Increased. IfM is further Increased, the self energy
shift becom es am allagain, as seen in Fig. 1 (¢), d), giv—
ing rise to the non-m onotonic behavior of the interband
excitations as a function of M . If the Hubbard inter-
action is further increased, the spectral weight of the
Interband excitations becom es an all. In this way, the
Interplay of the Hubbard interaction and the Hund cou—
pling appears in the optical conductivity, although it is
som ew hat obscured in contrast to a dram atic change in
the oneparticle spectrum .

x4.

W e have studied how the correlation e ect am ong con-
duction electronsa ectsdynam icalpropertiesofthe dou—
ble exchange m odel In a ferrom agnetic m etallic phase.
In order to investigate dynam icalquantities in the whole
energy region, we have exploited iterative perturbation
theory combined w ith coherent potential approxin ation
for the Hund coupling. By approxin ately relating the
decrease of the m agnetization of the localized spin w ith
the Increase of the tem perature, we have discussed the
tem perature dependence of the oneparticle spectrum
and the optical conductivity. It has been shown that
the interplay between the Hund coupling and the Hub—
bard Interaction dram atically a ects the pro X of the
one-particle spectrum , which results in a characteristic
structure quite di erent from the non-interacting case.
Som e results have been found to be qualitatively con—
sistent w ith photoem ission experim ents. On the other
hand, the e ect ofthe Hubbard interaction is som ew hat
an eared in the optical conductivity, although it indeed
a ects the pro I for both of the D rudelke intraband
part as well as the interband part.

W e have shown that there appears a non-m onotonic
tem perature dependence in the oneparticle spectrum
as well as the optical conductivity In a ferrom agnetic
phase, which is caused by the selfenergy shift due to
the Hubbard interaction and the Hund coupling. For
exam ple, such a behavior em erges in the Interband exci-
tations in the optical conductiviy In Fig. 4. A s already
pointed out, however, the Interband peak-structure is
an eared w hen the H ubbard interaction is Increased, pre—
sum ably making it rather di cult to observe such a
non-m onotonic behavior. It seam s thus interesting to
check whether this type of the correlation e ect could
be observed experin entally in the oneparticle density of
states around the Fem i level.

In this paper, w e have neglected the orbitaldegeneracy
for conduction electrons aswell as the corresponding o
diagonal com ponents for the hopping m atrix. Correla-
tion e ects including the orbital degrees of freedom m ay
be expected to provide further nontrivial properties. To
this end, it is necessary to extend the present study to
such orbitally degenerate cases in a ferrom agnetic phase.
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Fig. 1. Oneparticle spectralfunction (!) calculatedby IPT and
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spectrum forup (down) spin electrons. T he energy ism easured
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concentration is x = 0:2. T he other param eters are as in Fig. 1.



