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Abstract

W e construct a theory of spin wave excitations in the bilayer m anganite
La; S gM ny,0 7 based on the sin plest possible doubl{exchange m odel, but
Incluiding lrading quantum corrections to the spin wave dispersion and dam p—
Ing. C om parison ism ade w ith recent inelastic neutron scattering experin ents.
W e nd that quantum e ects account for som e part ofthem easured dam ping
of spin waves, but cannot by them selves explain the cbserved soffening of spn
waves at the zone boundary. Furthem ore a doping dependence of the total
sodn wave dispersion and the optical spin wave gap is predicted.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he colossalm agnetoresistance (CM R ) m anganites, of which perhaps the best known is
La; yCayM nO 3, have been challenging the theoretical understanding of the way in which
m agnetian and m etallic behaviour co{exist for m ore than fiy years. These m aterials are
di culk to describe orprecisely the very sam e reason that they are nteresting; nam ely that
they exhibit a com plex interplay between lattice, charge, orbitaland soin degrees of freedom .
T his gives rise to a very rich phase diagram , exhdbiing di erent m agnetic, orbitaland charge
orders, and both m etallic and Insulating behaviour as a function of tem perature, pressure,
applied eld and dopmgéé"" Even w ithin the \sim ple" low tem perature ferrom agnetic phase,
them echanian forthem etal{ nsulator transition which occurs as ferrom agnetic order breaks
down rem ains controversial.

The CM R m anganites share a layered perovskite structure w ith the even m ore w idely
studied high—tem perature HT c) superconductors; they m ay be synthesised w ith one, two,
three (orm any), neighbouring conducting planes. T he m aterials m ost frequently discussed
are the three dim ensional \in nite Jayer" com pounds, w hich have equally spaced planes and
are approxin ately cubic In symm etry. Here we w ill construct a theory for ferrom agnetisn
In La, »xS14+2:M n,0 - and discuss results epecially for x=04. In this bilayer com pound
planes of m agnetic M n atom s in M nO 4 octahedra are grouped In well ssparated pairs. The
an allsoin wave dispersion found em pirically perpendicular to these planesprovidesusw ith a
Justi cation forconsidering, asa st approxin ation, only a sihgke pairofplanes i e. a shglke
ferrom agnetic bilayer w ith m om ents Iying in the ab{ p]ané‘f‘ . The T {x phase diagram and
evolution ofm agnetic structure w ith doping hasbeen reported 1?8 and aFM phase persists
In the range 03 x 04. For larger doping an Intra{ bilayer canting of m om ents appears
and the charge ordered stoichiom etric com pound &=0.5) LaSpM n,O,; nally is an AF
nsulator. Here we w ill concentrate on predictions for the spin wave dispersion and dam ping
of FM bilayer m anganites which have been m easured by mnelastic neutron scattemga {'14
C aloulation ofthe spin wave dam ping requires going beyond the usual sem i{classical picture
used to describe spin wave excitations in the m anganites to Inclide quantum e ects. In
Section [T we present a m Inim al model of a bilayer m anganite based on Zener’'s double
exchange O E) m echanisné LR fully quantum m echanicallarge S expangion ofthism odel
is developed, Hllow ng a recently introduced operator expansion m ethodd?2¢. P redictions
for the dispersion of the optical and acoustic soin wave m odes of a doubl exchange bilayer,
their doping dependence togetherw ith theirdam ping, arem ade in Section II]. A com parison
w ith experim entaldata forLa; ,Sn gM n,0 7 ism ade in Section :_i\_7: . This com parison provides
a test ofhow wellthe DE m odeldescribesFM in CM R m aterials when quantum e ects are
included. W e conclude in Section V! w ith a discussion of the in plications of our resuls for
the theory of ferrom agnetisn In CM R m anganites.

II. THE MODEL HAM ILTONIAN

In this section we consider La; » St gM n,0 7, asa concrete exam pk ofabilayerD E system ,
and derive a m odel H am iltonian for a single La; »Sn gM n,0 5 bilayer starting from Zener's
DE mechanian , in the Ilim it where the strength of the Hund’s rule coupling is taken to be



In nite. The com parison of the predictions of thism odelw ith experim ental data in Section
V' therefore provide a test of how well the DE m odel descrdoes FM in CM R m aterials.
The crystal structure of La, ,,S1. 2xM n,0 5 belongs to the space group ¥/mmm wih a
body centred tetragonal conventional unit oel‘ll’ghat contains two distorted M nO ¢ octahedra
as basis whose distortion depends on dopjng:W . The Jattice constants are a =387 A and
c= 2014 A . The intra{ bilayer spacing d’ a ismuch an aller than the distance D=62 A

between two ad-pcent bilayers. Therefore bilayers are well ssparated, and the soin wave
spectrum m easured by ielastic neutron scattering indeed shows a very sm all dispersion
of about 04 meV i the direction perpendicular to the planed®¢. For this reason we will
neglect coupling between the planes entirely, and m odelLa; »Sn M n,0 7 In termm s ofa single
pair of lJayers. W ithin a given bilayer, both m agnetism and m etallic behaviour origihate
In the M n d{electrons. M n t4 d{orbitals are exactly half lled, and form a spin 3=2 local
m om ent because of strong Hund’s rule coupling. This localm om ent couples to itinerant
electron e; d{orbitals through a sin ilar Hund’s rule exchange interaction. In the m etallic
phases of the m anganites, electrons In e, orbitals delocalise by hopping between M n_atom s
through interm ediate O 5, orbitals | a process nam ed \doubl exchange" by Zenettl. This
delocalisation of the e; electrons stabilises FM order am ong the t,y soins, since both are
strongly coupled by Hund’s rule interaction, and the g, electrons w ill have the m axin um

kinetic energy if all tb,y soins are aligned.

In the bilayer com pounds the M nO ¢ octahedra show a doping dependent pronounced
Jahn-Teller (JT) distortion®®, therefore M n®* site symm etry is no longer cubic and a crys-
talline electric eld (CEF) splitting ofe; (ds,2 2,0k 2) statesensues. The in uence ofthis
olitting on the stability of m agnetic phases was nvestigated by O kam oto et aP. The &
slitting energy  is generally sm aller than the inter-site In {plane hopping t and therefore
in the FM ground state the orbital state is of uniform Iy m ixed ds,2 ,2/dy> 2 character. In
this case orbial degrees of freedom do not appear explicitly n the Ham iltonian but the
degree of adm ixture determ ines the ratio of interlayer (t, ) to Intra{layer hopping (t) ofthe
e ective single band (orbital) H am iltonian which is then given by

X X n ° g, X
Hpg = t d g % ¢, o +h.c. — Si ~ o @)

hiji i i
w here cyi is the creation operator for an e; electron on site i of plane = fl;2g with
in = f";#g. The com ponents of the operator ~ are Paulim atrices, and S; is the

sodn operator for the ty electrons on that site. The on-site exchange Jy param eterises
Hund’s rule coupling, and the sum hiji runs over nearest neighbours w ithin a plane. Our
subsequent DE soIn wave analysiswilllkead tot’ 0175eV andt;, / 01 &V .Thisismuch
an aller than the ntra-atom ic Hund’s rule) exchange Jy 2 &V which m ay be estin ated
from the splitting of m aprity and m inority soin LDA bands in the stoichiom etric (x=0.5)
com pound?s .

In addition, there m ay be superexchange interactions between spins, both within the
plane (J) and between the two planes of the bilayer (J, ). These can be param eterised by

X X n o

Hgx = JF° T, T, g Tu T + h.c. @)

hiji i
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FIG.1l. Convention for labelling vertex for interaction between electrons and spoin waves in
thelmi gy =t! 1 . Straight lines correspond to electrons fy and wavy lines to spin waves a4 ,
where k and garem om enta in{planeand ; = 0; arethem omenta out ofplane.

where T; = S; + l=2P ¢ ~ ¢ Is the total spin operator for both tpy and e; d{
electrons on the site 1 . Exchange integrals in the m anganites can be FM or antiferrom ag—
netic AF) depending on the details of orbital occupancy and electronic structure.

To evaluate the spectrum , or even to nd the ground state of the H am iltonian Eqn. 1,
is a form dable task, but ifwe assum e FM order and treat the length of the localm om ent
S, and the matio Jy =t as large param eters, we can derive a controlled expansion of the
properties of a bilayer ferrom agnet. The m ost direct way of doing this is to work w ih
eigenstates of the Hund’s rule coupling temm , and to quantize sm all uctuations ofthe total
soin operator T; using a generalisation of the usual Holstein {P rin ako procedure due to
Shannon and Chubukow?. This approach willnow be extended to the bilayer system . In
the lm it t=Jy 1, t=Jy 1 Jy we obtain a m odel in which bosonic uctuations of
the total spin Interact w ith a band of spinless electrons. In this lin it i m akes sense rst
to diagonalise the Hund’s rule coupling temm in the H am iltonian and then to introduce the
hopping of electrons as a \perturbation". W e do this follow iIng the m ethod introduced n2?
by constructing new Fem ioperators f£;f¥g= 1 and fp;p'g= 1 which create eigenstates of
the Hund’s rule coupling tem w ith eigenvalue § S=2 and Jy (S + 1)=2, respectively. The
Hund’s rule coupling then reads

Jg S 1 fYfpp

£Yf 1+ — +
2 S PP S

©)

w here the sum over siteshasbeen suppressed. In thephysically relevant Iim it lm it Jy ! 1 ,
for lessthan half 1ling, we can ram ove p Fem ions from the problem entirely, and rew rite the
kinetic energy term in Eqn. ], entirely in tem s ofa band of spinless (f) electrons interacting
with uctuations of the total spin param eterised by the Bose operators gja’]= 1.

To accom plish this transcription of the H am iltonian it is su cient to know a few ofthe
leading tem s of the inverse transform ation between o and ¢ electron operators, and the
new f operators creating eigenstates of the Hund’s rule coupling tem

a’a
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a=f 1



b)

b ol D D D D
o

n lio) , ld) N le) i 1)

FIG.2. Leadihg slf energy corrections for spin waves due to interaction w ith electrons in
Iimi J,=t! 1 .Diagram s Ia{f) show contributions for acoustic (ay) and diagram s ITa{f) optical
By spin wave m odes.
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T o prove this result, and to derive the fiill transform ation between \laboratory fram e" o and
¢ electron operators and the \local fram " £ and p operators, togetherw ith the appropriate
algebra for the goin boson & is an nvolved task. W e w ill not discuss the transform ation in
detail here (seegq ), but note that all the necessary canonical com m utation and anticom m u—
tation reltions, e.g. [f;a]l= 0, etc. , are cbeyed.

Up to a constant the transform ed DE H am iltonian reads

H=Ho+ Vy,+ 0 (1=5%) 6)

w here the kinetic energy term for £ electrons is

X X n O
Ho= t £/f £ £lfp + h.c. )

hiji i

At this level the spin excitations a are disgpersion—less. Spin wave digoersion rst enters
Into the problem through interaction at O (1=S) through the interaction tem

t X 3 1
V,= — £ £ g a +taea 1 — 2d a4 1 —
2 43 i 373 i 83 q & 25
hiji
t—?X flf, aan+ a,a 1 =l 2dap 1 2 + h.c ®)
43 e 8s z 25 T

i

where we have neglected a fiirther four boson vertex at O (1=S?) which is irrelevant at zero
tem perature.



By Fourier transfom ation we obtain the follow ing H am iltonian which describes a band
of soinless electrons Interacting w ith (nitially dispersion—less) bosonic spin {w ave excitations.

H =§O+v2+o 1=s?)
Ho= (x  B)E fo+ (x+ &)E fi ©)

— 1
V, = v,

k
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3 y v
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w here we consider sym m etric and antisym m etric com binations ofelectron operators (oinding
and antlbinding bands), and of soin operators (acoustic and optical soin waves), for the two
planes. For the sin ple nearest neighbour tight {binding m odelEqn. 7, the in {plane electronic
dispersion is given by , = — zt% (cosky + cosky) in units where the distance between M n
atomsa = 1. The scak of Interaction between electrons and soin waves V, is determm ined
entirely by electronic energies, but is one order in S down on the kinetic energy temm H .
T here are a totalofeight physically distinct vertices (decay channels) for interaction between
electrons and spin excitations. The convention for labelling these vertices is shown in Fig.1J,
and their algebraic expressions are given in Eqn.& 1 and AJ. The soin wave dispersion is
now detemm ined by the Jeading order self energy up to 1/5% shown n Fig. 2. W e rst discuss
the results w ithin the usual sam iclassical (1/S) approxin ation.

IIT.THEORETICAL PREDICTIONS

In a cubic system , at a sam i{classical kevel ofapproxin ation, Zener'sD E m echanisn leads
to a FM e ective nearest neighbour H eisenberg exchange interaction between neighbouring
M n soins, with a spin wave digpersion

lg=2zI"Fs 4] 0

where the size of the e ective exchange interaction is set by electron energiest?

1 tX
= kN K) 11)
k

DE o+t
252N

Here 4= :(00sg + cosq, + cosq,) is the structure factor for a 3D cubic Jattice and n (k)
is the occupation of the electronic state with m om entum k, and J° £ is proportional to the
expectation value of the kinetic energy operator per M n{M n bond, relative to the center of
the band. Spin waves are exact eigenstates of a Heisenberg FM , and therefore undam ped.
This sinple m apping between DE and Heissnberg m odels breaks down, however, when
quantum e ects are inclided??.

The situation In a bilayer system is com plicated In that there are both optical and
acoustic branches of soin wave excitations, but the m apping onto an e ective H eisenberg
m odel is once agaln possble at a sem i{classical kevel. Evaluating the e ect of nteraction
between electrons and spin waves described by Eqn. 9 to O (1=S), and now incliding the
e ect of super{exchange temm s, we obtain a spectrum
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FIG.3. Insst showstotalDOS N¢( )= Ng( )+ N ( ) and total electron num bern for the 2D

bands gk) and (k)W =W +t, ishalfofthe overallbandw idth.M ain gure show s variation of
J°F and J2F  J5F with hole doping under the assum ption that t, /t= 057 ( xed for x=04) is
independent of x. The physicalFM regin e is restricted to 0.3< x < 04.

0 DE EX
19= 2@ 5+ *F)sn

ly=2@ % + J°F)SIL g1+ 2@7° + J77)8 12)

wherein 2D 4= % (cosg + cosq,), !3 is the dispersion ofthe acoustic and ! ; the dispersion
of the optical spin wave branch. The size of the DE in-plane contribution to the e ective
exchange Integral is once agan set by the expectation value of the kinetic energy on a single
bond, and the DE between the two planes is detem ined by the occupation di erence of
binding and antbinding bands:

e L £ &) hok)+t n (k)]
- 0
252 2N .
DE 1 & X
J, " = 252 hok) n &)] 13)

Here we used the occupation numbers ng k) =hf) fioi and n () =hf! fi i of the binding
and antdbinding electron bands o k)= t; + (), &)= t;+ () respectively. Ourrea;l'_’tlt' at
this order agrees perfectly w ith earlier calculations ofthe spin wave spectrum in a bilayer?29 .
The e ective exchange constants in Eqn. 13 can be evaluated as fiinction of the doping x

w hich gives the num ber ofholes per M n-site or the totalnum ber of g, electrons perM n site
n= np+n = 1x that occupy the 0, —bands. By using theD O S functionsNy, ( )=N ( %),

the electron numbern,, and the average band energy o, ofthe2D binding and antibinding

bands respectively m ay be expressed as
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FIG .4. Doping dependence of DE exchange constants. The strong reduction of J2*  J7F
w ith increasing x is due to the strong reduction of t; t; due to_the JT e ﬁct of M nO units
as described by Eqn. -'_l-j with , ,=-2. Experinental data from2¢ (circkes)® (squares) andi?
(triangles) . In the Jatter case a som ewhat sn aller SO° E=8.6 m eV was cbtained by tting the spin
wave sti ness constant In contrast to the valie of 10 m €V cbtained by tting to the whole soin
wave bandw idth W 5 "= 253 E . The inset show s the dependence of DE exchange anisotropy on

the hopping anisotropy ora xed doping x=04.

r &
ng, = N ()d
W
ZFt?
0; = N () d (14)
W
_21 24
N()=5K @ )

HereW =zt and 2W istheband width ofofeach ofthe 2D bands (;, () and r istheFem i
level. Furthem ore K ( ) is the com plete elliptic integral of the st kind. The totalDO S
N&=N,+N and the total number of electrons n as a function of the Fem i level is shown
in the nset of Fig. 3. The spikes .n the DO S are logarithm ic singularities of each of the
2D bands at itsband center ( & ). W e then cbtain forthe e ective DE exchange constants
afterEqn. 13:

11

DE _
J " = E£(0+ )

1t
JEE = 252 5 ny n) 15)

TheDE anisotropy ratio J? * =J°* isisequalto the ratio !, /W L of optical spin wave

gap !,=2SJ5" to the acoustical (or optical) spin wave band width W D= 27S°F alng
[110] direction and it is given by
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Fort, tthe occupation number di erence increases linearly i t, , and using Eqn. iL6
we nd J3° /3" (6 =t)?, as shown in the inset of Fig. 4. Num erical values from Egs.
15 are presented in Fig. 3 as function of the doping x=1n. & show s the variation for the
modelDE for xed t; in thewholk range 0 x 1 although it must be kept In m ind that
the physical region for the FM phase of La, 2,Sn+ 2xM n,0 7 ismuch am aller, according tozg
It exists or 03 x 04. From a com parison of the experim ental values of the optical
soin wave gap and the spin wave band w idth at x= 04 with Eqn. 1§ and w ith the insert in
Fig.4 we can cbtain estim ates for the underlying m icroscopic m odel param eters w ithin the
classical approxin ation, nam ely t, /t’ 0.57 corresponding to the experin ental 33 ® /37 /
030 at Iow tempermture and t! 0175€&V (= 01 'eY) as obtained from the experin ental
valie S = 10meV (from W & '= zSP = 40mevi}) by using Eqn. 15. A coording to F ig.
3 °F (x) and 2 (x) should not change dram atically w ith the hoke doping in the FM regim e
03 x 04, nam ely atm ost 6% and 15% respectively. H owever this refers to the arti cial
situation where t, does not depend on the doping. From the experin ental investigation of
optical spin wave gap and dispersion for various dopings x= 0.30, x= 035 and x=0 A0M i is
known that indeed J°* show s no change in this region, however 3, ® (x) strongly increases
by a factor of four when the doping is reduced from x=04 to x=03.

The origin of this pronounced doping dependence of interlayer D E is connected to the
large Jahn-Teller(JT ) distortion observed® in the bilayer m anganites. This distortion is
de ned as sr=apicalM n-O bond length/equatorial bond length. D ecreasing the doping
lads to an ncrease of 5 . The drving m echanism for this JT distortion is an Increasing
adm ixture of ds,2 2 states into the conduction band states which naturally lads to an
increase of t, with reduced doping, which in tum strongly increases the interlayer J3 ® (x)
as shown in the inset of Fig. 4. For the lin ited FM doping range one m ay describe this de—
pendence by introducing din ensionless G muneissnparam eters ,=-(@hD =@ hx) and ,=-

@Iht, =@ IhD ) where D= distance between the layers ofa singk bilayer. T hey descrbe the
doping dependence of the JT — distortion and the distortion dependence of the Interlayer-
hopping respectively. The JT e ect on the ntra-layer hopping t is neglected since no doping
dependence of ° £ is observed. A ssum ing that , and , are constants in the range of x
considered, this am ounts to a doping dependence oft, given by

0o , X
LR =6 ()¢ )]

X

where eg. x,=04 and t,o =t, (Xy). According to the physical origin of the JT distortion
m entioned above one has to expect that , , < 0. Using the above relation in Egs. 15
wih -, ,= -2 one obtansthe doping dependence of the exchange constants shown in F ig.
4 together w ith thel‘experjm ental values for various dopings. Using , ' 0.037 from the JT -
distortions given in? one then obtains from the above relation , ’ -54. This Jarge negative
G runeisenparam eter characterises a strong dependence of the e ective Interlayer hopping
t, on the layer spacing D within a bilayer. The JT { distortion Increases w ith tem perature
for constant doping in plying an increase oft, and hence J;* . The DE therefore becom es
m ore isotropic at higher tem perature. This has indeed been cbserved for x=04 in di use
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FIG.5. Spectrum for optical and acoustic soin wave m odes throughout the Brillbuin zone,

calculated ordoping x = 04, t= 0175V , t, = 0:1eV . Upper pair of lines | sem i{classical spin
w ave dispersion at O (1=S); lower pair of lines | son wave spectrum ncluding quantum e ects at
0 (1=5?).

neutron scattering where 33 * /3°* 7 0.5 hasbeen found at room tem perature'@% com pared
to BE/PE 7 03 from the Iow tem perature spin wave experin ents discussed herefd .

T he resuls for the dispersion of acoustic and optic soin wave m odes for throughout the
Brillouin zone, at a sam i{classical level and for the param eters given above are shown in
Fig.§. At zero tem perature, at a sem i{classical level, soin waves are undam ped, i. e. states
w ith a single spin wave excitation are good eigenstates of the H am iltonian, w ith no allowed
decay processes. T he dispersion of soin waves is generated by their elastic scattering by the
average density of electrons. At O (1=5?) spin waves can decay through interaction with
electrons into lower energy spin excitations dressed w ith particle hole pairs | an inelastic
process. This leads to a dam ping of spin waves, and a corresponding shift n soin wave
dispersion to lower energy. W e can evaluate both e ects starting from the Ham iltonian
Egn.9. W e consider

'q= gt Ref  (@0)g
= Imf @!y)g 18)

where ! | isthe net dispersion and , the dam ping ofthe spin wave excitation, and @ )
isthem om entum and frequency dependent self energy correction due to interaction of spin
waves w ith electrons at O (1=52). T he various contributions to the spin wave self energy are
shown In Fig.? at this order and given in A ppendix Ai. The new physical process Ivolved
is the inelastic scattering of spin waves from uctuations of charge density. Resuls for soin
wave dispersion, including leading quantum corrections are shown in Fig.§, and values for
the dam ping of spin waves in F ig.§.

10



Spinwave

Damping [eV] 0.0060

RN Optical Spinwave Branch

:
!/ J—
// O\
\\
r/ / : \ \\
[ \\
0.0040 /] \ N

ﬁ/ﬁ Accoustic \\ / \

Spinwave /

/| Branc \ /
[/ \
/] \\

0.0020 - / A\ /

0.0000 — -

FIG.6. Damping of acoustic and optical spin wave m odes, throughout the Brillbuin Zone,
calculated ordoping x = 04, t= 0175V , t, = 0deV .

The Inm ediate conclusion whith we can draw from these calculations is that quantum
e ectson spin waves in a D E bilayer are very large. T he downward renom alisation of spin
wave dispersion at O (1=S?) is a sizable fraction (@bout 30% ) of the soin wave dispersion
at O (1=S). Sim ilarly, the dam ping of spin waves is quite pronounced, being of the scale
5{10% ofthe soin wave dispersion, rising to am axinum valie 6meV at the zone comer.
Because of the lJarge renom alisation of the spin wave spectrum at O (1=S?) i would be
necessary to reparam eterise ourm odel to t experim ental data w ith the lading quantum
e ects ncluded, by increasing the sizes of the hopping integrals t and t, , and including
super-exchange Interactions J** and J;* . Any increase In the electron bandw idth would
give a proportionate increase in the dam ping of spin waves.

E xam ning the quantum ocorrections in m ore detail, we nd that the spin wave dispersion
hasbeen m odi ed so asto give a relative softening of soin wave m odes near the zone center.
This can be understood loossly In tem s of the dynam ical generation of an e ective non
nearest{neighbour couplings between spins by processes O (1=S2). It is also Interesting to
note that the gap between acoustic and opticalm odes is now m om entum dependent.

W hilke these e ects are of them selves Interesting, they do not o er any unambiguous
signatures of quantum e ects In them agnetian ofLa, .,S1+ .M n,0 7, asone could achieve
sin ilarm odi cations of the soin wave digpersion sin ply by postulating additional exchange
couplings between spinson an ad hoc basis. It isthe dam ping of soin waves at zero tem pera—
ture which sharply distinguishesa DE system from any conceivable H eisenbery ferrom agnet.
In a the H eisenberg ferrom agnet, soIn waves are undam ped at zero tem perature, and dam p—
Ing only becom es appreciable for tem peratures large com pared w ith the soin sti nessD .

The dam ping which we predict for the DE model Eqn. T at zero tem perature is large
and highly m om entum dependent. T he zone centre acoustic m ode m ust ram ain undam ped
(iIn the absence of any m agnetic anisotropy) as it corresoonds to the rotation of the total

11



m agnetization of the is the G oldstone m ode of the system . A ccordingly, In the zone centre,
we nd that the dam ping of the acoustic m ode vanishes as

e = (19)

T he optical spin waves are not G oldstone m odes, however, and have a nite digoersion (@nd
dam ping) In the zone centre. W e nd that the latter behaves as

(;P: 8P+ 0P ©0)

The ower power law in g here re ects the way in which the vertex for soin wave scattering
isaut o by the interlayer hopping t .

Away from the zone centre the soin wave dam ping exhibits stationary points at the
symm etry points of the brillouin zone | amaxinum for both acoustic and optic m odes
at X , and a mInhinum for both at M . It is interesting to note that the higher energy
optic m odes are not always m ore strongly dam ped than the acoustic m odes, and that the
maxinum dam ping does not occur for the highest soin wave energies, as one m ight expect.
Infact them om entum dependence ofthe dam ping of spin waves in D E system s varies strongly
w ith doping, being constrained by both the geom etry of the Fem i surface and the com plex
m om entum dependence of the spIn wave scattering vertex.

IV.COMPARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENT

T he Pn wave digpersions in bilayer m anganites have been nvestigated by several
group§ {ng , and a consensus was reached that the data could not be explained using a
nearest neighbour H eisenberg m odel dispersion of the orm Eqn. '12"?"‘10 2 p epartures from
H eisenberg m odel behav1our also have been observed m any cubic m anganite system s, for
exam pl P 15,4351 37M nO 3 . Typically, what has been seen In both cubic and bilayer sys—
tam s is a softening and broademng of the zone boundary soin waves. T he total spin wave
bandw idth m easured to the zone boundary ism uch lessthan would be predicted on the basis
ofthe spin sti nessD m easured In the zone center, and the zone boundary soin wave m odes
are extrem ely broad In com parison w ith their energy. T he theory ofbilayerm anganites pre-
sented here show s that the doubl exchange m odel can exhibit both of these e ects, when
quantum corrections are nclided. However, the m nin alm odel Eqn. 1, as param eterized
above, is not su cient to cbtain a quantitative description of the experim ental results.

W ih regard to the soIn wave dispersion, the inclusion ofthe quantum corrections shown
in Fig'§ cannot explain the m easured departures from Eqn.1Z. T he dispersion m easured by
Inelastic neutron scattering on La; »,S1 gM n,0 L%, for the acoustic m ode In the zone center,
has the form

9= 4D °f e1)

w ith D °, aswould be expected ora FM with sn allm agnetic anisotropy. H owever at
largerm om entum transfer the m easured dispersion liesbelow the curve

|§: ZDOD- q] (22)
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(away from the zone center we can safely neglect ). The total acoustic soin wave band—
w idth, as de ned by the spin wave energy at the zone comer, is about 15% Iless than 2zD .
If we com pare with a suitably param eterized quantum theory for the DE model, we nd
that the predicted dispersion lies above the curve Eqn. 22, and so the observed softening
e ect is absent | Infact quantum corrections have the wrong \sign". This failure of the
m inim alm odel Eqn. d; is neither very surprising nor very disappointing, given that we have
attem pted to t the spin wave digoersion of a com plex system w ith soin charge and lattice
degrees of freedom throughout the B rillouin Zone, using only two adjistable param eters.
However i is in portant to ask which ofthe m any sim pli cations m ade is to blam e for this
disagreem ent w ith experim ent ?

A better t oould probably be obtained at a sam i{classical level, by substituting a m ore
realistic dispersion for the underlying electrons into the one loop diagram sused to calculate
the O (1=S) spin wave self energy. In tight binding language, each hopping integral ti; has
a corresponding DE coupling Ji3® associated w ith it. The inclusion of tj; beyond nearest
neighbours to obtain a m ore realistic electronic bandstructure therefore also m odi es the
form of dispersion of the classically equivalent e ective Heisenberg m odel. A ttem pts to
calulate spin wave dispersion directly from electronic structure suggest that this e ect is
In portant, and lads to a softening of zone boundary m odes, at Jeast in cubic system £,

At a quantum m echanical kevel, sinhce interactions between soin waves are m ediated by
density uctuations of the electron gas, i would be m ore realistic to use a screened form of
the charge susceptibility in which long range Interactions were suppressed. W e anticipate
that this would also tend to enhance the softening of zone boundary m odes. T he inclusion
of leading quantum corrections in O (&=Jy ), lkew ise leads to a softening of zone boundary
soin wave£i®l,

Each of these In provem ents to the m odelwould Involre the introduction ofnew param —
eters, which would need to be checked against electronic structure and other experin ents.
Since the stated ain ofthispaper is to explore them inin alm odelEqn. 1, we w illnot discuss
such re nem ents further here. A m ore Interesting possibility to explain the di erence be-
tween experin ent and theory would be that spin waves are coupled to orbitaland/or lattice
m odes. W e retum to thisbelow .

T he present theory ism ore successfill in explaining the dam ping at least in a qualitative
way. Fi.7] show s the experin entally observed w idths of the energy scans as a function of
m om entum transfer g from zone center to the zone boundary forthe acoustic spin excitations
of bilayer m anganie La;,Sn gM n,0 -, along wih that obtained from the present theory
(continuous line) . D ata m easured at di erent N eutron sources have been plotted together.

T he dam ping which we calculate has a sin iflarm om entum dependence to that observed,
but is an aller by approxin ately a factoroffour. Som e part ofthe di erence in absolute value
between theory and experin ent can be explained by the fact that the param eterst and t;
were chosen so as to correctly reproduce the spin wave bandw idth at a sem i{classical level,
and som ew hat largervaluesm ust beused to tthem easured dispersion once quantum e ects
are included, leading to som e systam atic variation in the values quoted and their associated
errors.

Our oconclusion is that the m Ininal DE m odel fails to explain the softening of zone
boundary spin waves in La; »,Sr gM n,0 7, but can explain about 30{40% oftheirwidth. O f
the re nem ents to them odeldiscussed above, only the use ofa screened charge susceptioility
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FIG .7. Damping ofacoustic soin wavem odeson the line X .Pointsw ih errorbars | exper-
in ental data for La; »Sr gM n,0 7 taken from¥; lower solid line | theoretical predicted dam ping
form inimalmodelwith x= 04, t= 0175V , t= 0:1eV . The dashed line is a guide to the eye.

would a ect the calculated dam ping of spin waves, but we do not anticipate that thiswould
lead to a m arked increase In their width. W e therefore conclude that spin waves In the
FM phase of this bilayer m anganite are coupled dynam ically to another m ode, probably of
orbitaland/or Jattice excitations. Such a couplings have been proposed In the context ofthe
cubic m anganies | for exam pl to optjcalphonon¥q or through Jahn Teller active lattice
m odes to orbital uctuations??.

V.CONCLUSIONS

W e have constructed the sim plest possible m odel for ferrom agnetian in La; ,S1 gM n,0 7,
based on Zener'sdoubl exchangem echanisn w ithin a one orbitalpicture fora single bilayer.
This m odel has two adjustable param eters, the ntra{ and interplane hopping integrals t
and t; . At a sem i{classical kevel it is equivalent to a Heisenberg m odel w th Intra{ and
interplane exchange integral J°® and J7® . The doping dependance of these param eters
was discussed, and the predictions of the e ective H eisenberg m odel com pared w ith the
resuls of inelastic N eutron scattering experin ents.

A sthe experim ents show departures from sim ple H eisenbergm odelbehaviour in both the
form of dispersion and the scale of dam ping of the soin waves at low tem peratures, we also
calculated the lreading quantum corrections to spin wave selfenergies. T hese arise because of
the scattering of soin waves from density uctuations ofthe electron gaswhich are neglected
In the sam i{classical approxin ation. W e nd that the m Inin al m odel considered cannot
explain the softening of zone boundary spin wave m odes, and som ew hat underestin ates the
dam ping of soin waves, even when quantum corrections are included. This suggests that
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FoIn waves are strongly coupled to another low energy m ode, presum ably related to lattice
uctuations, eitherby a direct coupling to phonons oran indirect \orbital uctuation" e ect.
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APPENDIX A:SPINWAVE{ELECTRON INTERACTION VERTICES AND SELF
ENERGY CORRECTIONS AT O (1=52)

F irst w e give the interaction verdoesVé 034 I Fig. T andEgn. 9. T here are eight possble
channels for electron { gpin wave Interaction; these are Jabeled according to the convention in
Fig. 1. The coe cients of these vertices are given by

3
01;03 1 \7%4 t?

youis - = 24y
0204 45 2 8
, 1 v t
1; 3 _ 24 ?
VaiT g 50 % g
) 1 v t
VelsT g 5t gs
1,03 _ v, b
Ve T 4 T, g
01; 3 1,03 l %2
\ 2:-04:V02;'4: E 7+t?
1 vy
1; 3 _ 01;03 _ 24
Voooa =V 5 4 = a5 o & @Al

W here the vertex depends on in{planem om enta only through In{plane electronic dispersion

v = 1 2 ( + ) 1 = (1+ 2) A2)
24 >3 1+3 2+ 4 8s 1 2
where | = z% (cosky + cosky). The fundam ental energy scales in the DEFM are set by

the kinetic energy of the itinerant electrons, and so it is naturalthat the electron soin wave
scattering vertices are proportional to t/t; .

K now ledge of the Ham iltonian Eqn. '§ is su cient to develop a zero tem perature dia—
gram m atic perturbation theory in 1=S for the spin wave dispersion of the DE bilayer, up
to O (1=S2), and to calculate the Jeading contributions to spin wave dam ping. T he relevant
processesare shown mFig. 2. AtO (1=S) only the single Joop diagram sa) and b) contribute.
T hese evaluate to give the H eisenberg{m odel lke resul Eqn. 12 for the sem i{classical spin
wave digpersion.

The one loop diagram s also contrbute a constant term and a further renom alisation
of the classical dispersion at O (1=S?), but all new quantum e ects arise from the new
processes contrbuting to spin wave self energy at O (1=52), the \watem elon" diagram s
shown in Figure2 c){f). T he self energy corrections for acoustic m odes evaliate to give :

0

e 11X gt N ) 2 g Oox) a3
eq) = _— iy o
T asywe 2 T wd e 10, 0 o+ 2414
kq q g k+q
11X ozt ? ke O ox)
d q
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where we have w ritten out electron energies explicitly and suppressed tem s of O (1=5°) i
the vertex. T he corresponding processes for optical spin waves yield :

e(g- L LF oz 2phq + 2t Sk @7
D= > 2 PR k+ g k+q 2 0 0
(4S)?N o 2 'q 4 ot o Lt i
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To O (1=5?), we can neglect the frequency dependence of the denom inator in these expres—
sions and evaluate the leading quantum ocorrections to the dispersion of optical and acoustic
Foin wave branches num erically by M onte C arlo integration.

If we restore the frequency dependence of the s=lf energy tem s, we can also calculate
the In aghary part ofeach. W e can use this to estin ate the soin wave dam ping on them ass
shell, by setting the extemal frequency equal to the sam i{classical soin wave dispersion at
that wave number, i. e. setting = ! g" , and elin lnating alltem s in the num erator of order
FoIn wave frequencies. T he contrdbution to dam ping from diagram IId) is, for exam ple :

Hd(l :q) = ix ( ) 2t 2
'aiD T Tugyin 2 z& (x xigq 2
kqo
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