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Abstract

W e construct a theory of spin wave excitations in the bilayer m anganite
La1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7 based on thesim plestpossibledouble{exchange m odel,but
including leading quantum correctionsto thespin wavedispersion and dam p-
ing.Com parison ism adewith recentinelasticneutron scatteringexperim ents.
W e�nd thatquantum e�ectsaccountforsom epartofthem easured dam ping
ofspin waves,butcannotby them selvesexplain theobserved softeningofspin
waves atthe zone boundary. Furtherm ore a doping dependence ofthe total
spin wave dispersion and the opticalspin wave gap ispredicted.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thecolossalm agnetoresistance(CM R)m anganites,ofwhich perhapsthebestknown is
La1� xCaxM nO 3,have been challenging the theoreticalunderstanding ofthe way in which
m agnetism and m etallic behaviourco{existform ore than �fty years. These m aterialsare
di�culttodescribeforprecisely thevery sam ereason thatthey areinteresting;nam ely that
theyexhibitacom plexinterplay between lattice,charge,orbitaland spin degreesoffreedom .
Thisgivesrisetoaveryrich phasediagram ,exhibitingdi�erentm agnetic,orbitaland charge
orders,and both m etallic and insulating behaviourasa function oftem perature,pressure,
applied �eld and doping1;2;4.Even within the\sim ple"low tem peratureferrom agneticphase,
them echanism forthem etal{insulatortransition which occursasferrom agneticorderbreaks
down rem ainscontroversial.

The CM R m anganites share a layered perovskite structure with the even m ore widely
studied high-tem perature(HTc)superconductors;they m ay besynthesised with one,two,
three(orm any),neighbouring conducting planes.The m aterialsm ostfrequently discussed
arethethreedim ensional\in�nitelayer" com pounds,which haveequally spaced planesand
are approxim ately cubic in sym m etry. Here we willconstructa theory forferrom agnetism
in La2� 2xSr1+ 2xM n2O 7 and discuss results especially forx=0.4. In this bilayer com pound
planesofm agneticM n atom sin M nO 6 octahedra aregrouped in wellseparated pairs.The
sm allspin wavedispersion foundem piricallyperpendiculartotheseplanesprovidesuswith a
justi�cation forconsidering,asa�rstapproxim ation,onlyasinglepairofplanesi.e.asingle
ferrom agneticbilayerwith m om entslying in theab{ plane3;4.TheT{x phasediagram and
evolution ofm agneticstructurewith dopinghasbeen reported in5{8 and aFM phasepersists
in the range 0.3� x � 0.4. Forlargerdoping an intra{ bilayercanting ofm om entsappears
and the charge ordered stoichiom etric com pound (x=0.5) LaSr2M n2O 7 �nally is an AF
insulator.Herewewillconcentrateon predictionsforthespin wavedispersion and dam ping
ofFM bilayer m anganites which have been m easured by inelastic neutron scattering8{14.
Calculation ofthespin wavedam pingrequiresgoingbeyond theusualsem i{classicalpicture
used to describe spin wave excitations in the m anganites to include quantum e�ects. In
Section II we present a m inim alm odelofa bilayer m anganite based on Zener’s double
exchange(DE)m echanism 17;18.A fullyquantum m echanicallargeS expansion ofthism odel
is developed,following a recently introduced operatorexpansion m ethod19;20. Predictions
forthedispersion oftheopticaland acousticspin wavem odesofa doubleexchangebilayer,
theirdopingdependencetogetherwith theirdam ping,arem adein Section III.A com parison
with experim entaldataforLa1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7 ism adein Section IV.Thiscom parison provides
a testofhow welltheDE m odeldescribesFM in CM R m aterialswhen quantum e�ectsare
included.W e conclude in Section V with a discussion ofthe im plicationsofourresultsfor
thetheory offerrom agnetism in CM R m anganites.

II.T H E M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N

Inthissection weconsiderLa1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7,asaconcreteexam pleofabilayerDE system ,
and derive a m odelHam iltonian fora single La1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7 bilayerstarting from Zener’s
DE m echanism ,in the lim itwhere the strength ofthe Hund’srule coupling istaken to be
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in�nite.Thecom parison ofthepredictionsofthism odelwith experim entaldata in Section
IV therefore provide a test ofhow wellthe DE m odeldescribes FM in CM R m aterials.
The crystalstructure ofLa2� 2xSr1+ 2xM n2O 7 belongs to the space group I4/m m m with a
body centred tetragonalconventionalunitcellthatcontainstwo distorted M nO 6 octahedra
as basis whose distortion depends on doping5;6. The lattice constants are a =3.87 �A and
c= 20.14 �A. The intra{ bilayer spacing d’a is m uch sm aller than the distance D=6.2 �A
between two adjacent bilayers. Therefore bilayers are wellseparated,and the spin wave
spectrum m easured by inelastic neutron scattering indeed shows a very sm alldispersion
ofabout0.4 m eV in the direction perpendicularto the planes9;16. Forthisreason we will
neglectcouplingbetween theplanesentirely,and m odelLa1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7 in term sofasingle
pair oflayers. W ithin a given bilayer,both m agnetism and m etallic behaviour originate
in the M n d{electrons. M n t2g d{orbitalsare exactly half�lled,and form a spin 3=2 local
m om ent because ofstrong Hund’s rule coupling. This localm om ent couples to itinerant
electron eg d{orbitalsthrough a sim ilarHund’s rule exchange interaction. In the m etallic
phasesofthem anganites,electronsin eg orbitalsdelocalise by hopping between M n atom s
through interm ediate O 2p orbitals| a processnam ed \doubleexchange" by Zener17.This
delocalisation ofthe eg electrons stabilises FM order am ong the t2g spins,since both are
strongly coupled by Hund’s rule interaction,and the eg electrons willhave the m axim um
kineticenergy ifallt2g spinsarealigned.

In the bilayer com pounds the M nO 6 octahedra show a doping dependent pronounced
Jahn-Teller(JT)distortion5;6,thereforeM n3+ sitesym m etry isno longercubicand a crys-
tallineelectric�eld (CEF)splitting ofeg (d3z2� r2,dx2� y2)statesensues.Theinuenceofthis
splitting on the stability ofm agnetic phases was investigated by Okam oto et al6. The eg
splitting energy � isgenerally sm allerthan theinter-site in{planehopping tand therefore
in theFM ground statetheorbitalstateisofuniform ly m ixed d3z2� r2/dx2� y2 character.In
this case orbitaldegrees offreedom do not appear explicitly in the Ham iltonian but the
degreeofadm ixturedeterm inestheratio ofinterlayer(t? )to intra{layerhopping (t)ofthe
e�ective singleband (orbital)Ham iltonian which isthen given by

H D E = � t
X

hiji��

c
y

i��
cj�� � t?

X

i�

n

c
y

i1�ci2� + h.c.

o

�
JH

2

X

i���

~Si�:c
y

i��
~���ci�� (1)

where cy
�i�

is the creation operator for an eg electron on site iofplane � = f1;2g with
spin � = f";#g. The com ponents ofthe operator~��� are Paulim atrices,and ~Si� is the
spin operator for the t2g electrons on that site. The on-site exchange JH param eterises
Hund’srule coupling,and the sum hijirunsovernearestneighbourswithin a plane. Our
subsequentDE spin wave analysiswilllead to t’ 0.175 eV and t? ’ 0.1 eV.Thisism uch
sm allerthan the intra-atom ic (Hund’srule)exchange JH � 2 eV which m ay be estim ated
from the splitting ofm ajority and m inority spin LDA bandsin the stoichiom etric (x=0.5)
com pound21.

In addition,there m ay be super-exchange interactions between spins,both within the
plane(J)and between thetwo planesofthebilayer(J? ).These can beparam eterised by

H E X = � J
E X

X

hiji�

~Ti�:~Tj� � J
E X
?

X

i

n

~Ti1:~Ti2 + h.c.

o

(2)
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FIG .1. Convention for labelling vertex for interaction between electrons and spin waves in
the lim itJH =t! 1 .Straightlinescorrespond to electronsfk� and wavy linesto spin waves~aq�,
wherek and q are m om enta in{planeand �;� = 0;� are them om enta outofplane.

where ~Ti� = ~Si� + 1=2
P

��
ci��~���ci�� is the totalspin operator for both t2g and eg d{

electronson thesitei�.Exchange integralsin them anganitescan beFM orantiferrom ag-
netic(AF)depending on thedetailsoforbitaloccupancy and electronicstructure.

To evaluate the spectrum ,oreven to �nd the ground state ofthe Ham iltonian Eqn.1
isa form idable task,butifwe assum e FM orderand treatthe length ofthe localm om ent
S,and the ratio JH =t as large param eters,we can derive a controlled expansion ofthe
properties ofa bilayer ferrom agnet. The m ost direct way ofdoing this is to work with
eigenstatesoftheHund’srulecoupling term ,and to quantizesm alluctuationsofthetotal
spin operator ~Ti� using a generalisation ofthe usualHolstein{Prim ako� procedure due to
Shannon and Chubukov20. Thisapproach willnow be extended to the bilayersystem . In
the lim it t=JH � 1,t? =JH � 1 JH we obtain a m odelin which bosonic uctuations of
the totalspin interactwith a band ofspinless electrons. In thislim ititm akes sense �rst
to diagonalisetheHund’srulecoupling term in theHam iltonian and then to introducethe
hopping ofelectronsasa \perturbation".W edo thisfollowing them ethod introduced in20

by constructing new Ferm ioperatorsff;fyg= 1and fp;pyg = 1 which createeigenstatesof
theHund’srulecoupling term with eigenvalue� JH S=2 and JH (S + 1)=2,respectively.The
Hund’srulecoupling then reads

�
JH S

2

�

f
y
f �

�

1+
1

S

�

p
y
p+

fyfpyp

S

�

(3)

wherethesum oversiteshasbeen suppressed.In thephysically relevantlim itlim itJH ! 1 ,
forlessthan half�lling,wecan rem ovepFerm ionsfrom theproblem entirely,and rewritethe
kineticenergy term in Eqn.1entirely in term sofaband ofspinless(f)electronsinteracting
with uctuationsofthetotalspin param eterised by theBoseoperators[~a;~ay]= 1.

To accom plish thistranscription oftheHam iltonian itissu�cientto know a few ofthe
leading term softhe inverse transform ation between c" and c# electron operators,and the
new f operatorscreating eigenstatesoftheHund’srulecoupling term

c" = f

�

1�
~ay~a

4S

�

+ ::: (4)
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FIG .2. Leading selfenergy corrections for spin waves due to interaction with electrons in
lim itJh=t! 1 .Diagram sIa{f)show contributionsforacoustic(~aq0)and diagram sIIa{f)optical
(~aq� spin wave m odes.
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f~ay
p
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1�
1

2S
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+ ::: (5)

Toprovethisresult,and toderivethefulltransform ation between \laboratoryfram e"c" and
c# electron operatorsand the\localfram e"f and poperators,togetherwith theappropriate
algebra forthespin boson ~a isan involved task.W ewillnotdiscussthetransform ation in
detailhere(see19),butnotethatallthenecessary canonicalcom m utation and anticom m u-
tation relations,e.g.[f;~a]= 0,etc.,areobeyed.

Up to a constantthetransform ed DE Ham iltonian reads

H = H 0 + V2 + O (1=S3) (6)

wherethekineticenergy term forf electronsis

H 0 = � t
X

hiji�

f
y

i�
fj� � t?

X

i

n

f
y

i1fi2 + h.c.

o

(7)

Atthislevelthe spin excitations~a aredispersion-less. Spin wave dispersion �rstenters
into theproblem through interaction atO (1=S)through theinteraction term

V2 = �
t
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2S
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+ h.c.

�

(8)

wherewehaveneglected a furtherfourboson vertex atO (1=S2)which isirrelevantatzero
tem perature.
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By Fouriertransform ation weobtain thefollowing Ham iltonian which describesa band
ofspinlesselectronsinteractingwith (initiallydispersion-less)bosonicspin{waveexcitations.

H = H 0 + V2 + O (1=S3)

H 0 =
X

k

(�k � t? )f
y

k0
fk0 + (�k + t? )f

y

k�
fk� (9)

V2 =
1

N

X

k1� � � k4

X

��0��
0
= f0;�g

V
1�3�

2�
0
4�

0f
y

1�f2�0~a
y

3�~a4��1+ 3� 2� 4��+ �� �0� �0

whereweconsidersym m etricand antisym m etriccom binationsofelectron operators(binding
and antibinding bands),and ofspin operators(acousticand opticalspin waves),forthetwo
planes.Forthesim plenearestneighbourtight{bindingm odelEqn.1thein{planeelectronic
dispersion is given by �k = -zt1

2
(coskx + cosky)in units where the distance between M n

atom sa = 1. The scale ofinteraction between electronsand spin waves V2 isdeterm ined
entirely by electronic energies,butisone orderin S down on the kinetic energy term H 0.
Thereareatotalofeightphysically distinctvertices(decaychannels)forinteraction between
electronsand spin excitations.Theconvention forlabelling theseverticesisshown in Fig.1
and theiralgebraic expressionsare given in Eqn.A1 and A2. The spin wave dispersion is
now determ ined by theleadingorderselfenergy up to1/S2 shown in Fig.2.W e�rstdiscuss
theresultswithin theusualsem iclassical(1/S)approxim ation.

III.T H EO R ET IC A L P R ED IC T IO N S

In acubicsystem ,atasem i{classicallevelofapproxim ation,Zener’sDE m echanism leads
to a FM e�ective nearestneighbourHeisenberg exchangeinteraction between neighbouring
M n spins,with a spin wave dispersion

!q = zJ
D E

S[1� q] (10)

wherethesizeofthee�ectiveexchange interaction issetby electron energies18

J
D E =

1

2S2

t

N

X

k

kn(k) (11)

Here q =
1

3
(cosqx + cosqy + cosqz)isthe structure factorfora 3D cubic lattice and n(k)

istheoccupation oftheelectronic statewith m om entum k,and JD E isproportionalto the
expectation valueofthekineticenergy operatorperM n{M n bond,relativeto thecenterof
the band. Spin wavesare exacteigenstatesofa Heisenberg FM ,and therefore undam ped.
This sim ple m apping between DE and Heisenberg m odels breaks down, however, when
quantum e�ectsareincluded20.

The situation in a bilayer system is com plicated in that there are both opticaland
acoustic branches ofspin wave excitations,but the m apping onto an e�ective Heisenberg
m odelisonce again possible ata sem i{classicallevel. Evaluating the e�ect ofinteraction
between electronsand spin waves described by Eqn. 9 to O (1=S),and now including the
e�ectofsuper{exchangeterm s,weobtain a spectrum :
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FIG .3. InsetshowstotalDO S N t(�)= N0(�)+ N�(�)and totalelectron num bern forthe 2D
bands�0(k)and ��(k)W t= W + t? ishalfoftheoverallbandwidth.M ain �gureshowsvariation of
JD E and JD E

c � JD E
?

with hole doping underthe assum ption thatt? /t= 0.57 (�xed forx= 0.4)is
independentofx.ThephysicalFM regim e isrestricted to 0.3< x < 0.4.

!
0

q = z(JD E + J
E X )S[1� q]

!
�
q = z(JD E + J

E X )S[1� q]+ 2(JD E
? + J

E X
? )S (12)

wherein 2D q =
1

2
(cosqx+ cosqy),!0

q isthedispersion oftheacousticand !
�
q thedispersion

ofthe opticalspin wave branch. The size ofthe DE in-plane contribution to the e�ective
exchangeintegralisonceagain setby theexpectation valueofthekineticenergy on asingle
bond,and the DE between the two planes is determ ined by the occupation di�erence of
binding and antibinding bands:

J
D E =

1

2S2

t

2N

X

k

(k)[n0(k)+ n�(k)]

J
D E
? =

1

2S2

t?

2N

X

k

[n0(k)� n�(k)] (13)

Here we used the occupation num bersn0(k)=hf
y

k0
fk0iand n�(k)=hf

y

k�
fk�iofthe binding

and antibinding electron bands�0(k)= -t? +�(k),��(k)= t? +�(k)respectively.Ourresultat
thisorderagreesperfectly with earliercalculationsofthespin wavespectrum in abilayer9;10.
The e�ective exchange constantsin Eqn. 13 can be evaluated asfunction ofthe doping x
which givesthenum berofholesperM n-siteorthetotalnum berofeg electronsperM n site
n= n0+n�= 1-x thatoccupy the0,�-bands.By usingtheDOS functionsN 0;�(�)=N(�� t? ),
theelectron num bern0;� and theaverageband energy �0;� ofthe2D bindingand antibinding
bandsrespectively m ay beexpressed as
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?
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as described by Eqn. 17 with 
? �? = -2. Experim entaldata from 10 (circles),8 (squares) and14

(triangles).In thelattercasea som ewhatsm allerSJD E = 8.6 m eV wasobtained by �tting thespin
wave sti�ness constant in contrast to the value of10 m eV obtained by �tting to the whole spin
wave bandwidth W [100]

sw = zSJD E . The insetshows the dependence ofDE exchange anisotropy on
the hopping anisotropy fora �xed doping x= 0.4.

n0;� =

Z �F � t?

� W

N (�)d�

�0;� =

Z �F � t?

� W

N (�)�d� (14)

N (�)=
2

�2

1

W
K ([1� (

�

W
)2]

1

2)

HereW =ztand 2W istheband width ofofeach ofthe2D bands�0;�(k)and �F istheFerm i
level. Furtherm ore K(�)isthe com plete elliptic integralofthe �rstkind. The totalDOS
N t=N 0+N � and the totalnum ber ofelectrons n asa function ofthe Ferm ilevelisshown
in the inset ofFig. 3. The spikes in the DOS are logarithm ic singularities ofeach ofthe
2D bandsatitsband center(� t? ).W ethen obtain forthee�ectiveDE exchangeconstants
afterEqn.13:

J
D E = �

1

2S2

1

2z
(�0 + ��)

J
D E
? =

1

2S2

t?

2
(n0 � n�) (15)

TheDE anisotropy ratio JD E
? =JD E isisequaltotheratio !�

0
/W [110]

sw ofopticalspin wave

gap !�
0
=2SJD E

? to the acoustical(oroptical)spin wave band width W [110]
sw = 2zSJD E along

[110]direction and itisgiven by
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JD E
?

JD E
= � (

t?

t
)
W (n0 � n�)

�0 + ��
(16)

Fort? � ttheoccupation num berdi�erenceincreaseslinearly in t? ,and using Eqn.16
we �nd JD E

? /JD E � (t? =t)2,asshown in the inset ofFig. 4. Num ericalvalues from Eqs.
15 are presented in Fig. 3 asfunction ofthe doping x=1-n. Itshowsthe variation forthe
m odelDE for�xed t? in thewholerange0� x � 1 although itm ustbekeptin m ind that
thephysicalregion fortheFM phaseofLa2� 2xSr1+ 2xM n2O 7 ism uch sm aller,according to8

it exists for 0.3� x � 0.4. From a com parison ofthe experim entalvalues ofthe optical
spin wavegap and thespin wave band width atx=0.4 with Eqn.15 and with theinsertin
Fig.4 wecan obtain estim atesfortheunderlying m icroscopicm odelparam eterswithin the
classicalapproxim ation,nam ely t? /t’ 0.57 corresponding to theexperim entalJD E

? /JD E ’

0.30 atlow tem perature and t’ 0.175 eV (t? = 0.1 eV)asobtained from the experim ental

valueSJD E = 10m eV (from W [100]
sw = zSJD E = 40m eV 11)by usingEqn.15.AccordingtoFig.

3JD E (x)and JD E
? (x)should notchangedram atically with theholedopingin theFM regim e

0.3� x � 0.4,nam ely atm ost6% and 15% respectively.Howeverthisreferstothearti�cial
situation where t? doesnotdepend on thedoping.From theexperim entalinvestigation of
opticalspin wavegap and dispersion forvariousdopingsx=0.30,x=0.35 and x=0.4014 itis
known thatindeed JD E showsno change in thisregion,howeverJD E

? (x)strongly increases
by a factoroffourwhen thedoping isreduced from x=0.4 to x=0.3.

The origin ofthispronounced doping dependence ofinterlayer DE isconnected to the
large Jahn-Teller(JT) distortion observed5 in the bilayer m anganites. This distortion is
de�ned as� JT=apicalM n-O bond length/equatorialbond length. Decreasing the doping
leadsto an increase of� JT.The driving m echanism forthisJT distortion isan increasing
adm ixture ofd3z2� r2 states into the conduction band states which naturally leads to an
increase oft? with reduced doping,which in turn strongly increasesthe interlayerJD E

? (x)
asshown in theinsetofFig.4.Forthelim ited FM doping rangeonem ay describethisde-
pendenceby introducing dim ensionlessGr�uneisenparam eters�? =-(@lnD =@lnx)and 
? =-
(@lnt? =@lnD )whereD= distancebetween thelayersofa singlebilayer.They describethe
doping dependence ofthe JT-distortion and the distortion dependence ofthe interlayer-
hoppingrespectively.TheJT e�ecton theintra-layerhoppingtisneglected sincenodoping
dependence ofJD E isobserved. Assum ing that�? and 
? are constantsin the range ofx
considered,thisam ountsto a doping dependence oft? given by

t? (x)= t
0

? (
x

x0
)
 ? �? (17)

where e.g. x0=0.4 and t0? =t? (x0). According to the physicalorigin ofthe JT distortion
m entioned above one has to expect that
? �? < 0. Using the above relation in Eqs. 15
with 
? �? = -2 oneobtainsthedoping dependenceoftheexchangeconstantsshown in Fig.
4 togetherwith theexperim entalvaluesforvariousdopings.Using �? ’ 0.037from theJT-
distortionsgiven in5 onethen obtainsfrom theaboverelation 
? ’ -54.Thislargenegative
Gr�uneisenparam eter characterises a strong dependence ofthe e�ective interlayer hopping
t? on thelayerspacing D within a bilayer.The JT{ distortion increaseswith tem perature
forconstantdoping im plying an increase oft? and hence JD E

? .The DE therefore becom es
m ore isotropic athighertem perature. Thishasindeed been observed forx=0.4 in di�use
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FIG .5. Spectrum for opticaland acoustic spin wave m odes throughout the Brillouin zone,
calculated fordoping x = 0:4,t= 0:175eV ,t? = 0:1eV .Upperpairoflines| sem i{classicalspin
wavedispersion atO (1=S);lowerpairoflines| spin wavespectrum including quantum e�ectsat
O (1=S2).

neutron scattering where JD E
? /JD E ’ 0.5 hasbeen found atroom tem perature22 com pared

to JD E
? /JD E ’ 0.3 from thelow tem peraturespin wave experim entsdiscussed here24.
Theresultsforthedispersion ofacousticand opticspin wavem odesforthroughoutthe

Brillouin zone,at a sem i{classicalleveland for the param eters given above are shown in
Fig.5.Atzero tem perature,ata sem i{classicallevel,spin wavesareundam ped,i.e.states
with a singlespin waveexcitation aregood eigenstatesoftheHam iltonian,with no allowed
decay processes.Thedispersion ofspin wavesisgenerated by theirelasticscattering by the
average density ofelectrons. At O (1=S2) spin waves can decay through interaction with
electronsinto lowerenergy spin excitationsdressed with particle hole pairs| an inelastic
process. This leads to a dam ping ofspin waves,and a corresponding shift in spin wave
dispersion to lower energy. W e can evaluate both e�ects starting from the Ham iltonian
Eqn.9.W econsider

�!�
q = !

�
q + Ref��(q;0)g


�
q = � Im f��(q;!�

q)g (18)

where �!�
q isthenetdispersion and 

�
q thedam ping ofthespin waveexcitation,and �

�(q;
)
isthem om entum and frequency dependentselfenergy correction dueto interaction ofspin
waveswith electronsatO (1=S2).Thevariouscontributionsto thespin waveselfenergy are
shown in Fig.2 atthisorderand given in Appendix A.Thenew physicalprocessinvolved
istheinelasticscattering ofspin wavesfrom uctuationsofchargedensity.Resultsforspin
wave dispersion,including leading quantum correctionsareshown in Fig.5,and valuesfor
thedam ping ofspin wavesin Fig.6.

10



 Γ X M  Γ
0.0000

0.0020

0.0040

0.0060
Spinwave 

Damping [eV]

Optical Spinwave Branch

Accoustic

Spinwave

Branc

FIG .6. Dam ping ofacoustic and opticalspin wave m odes,throughout the Brillouin Zone,
calculated fordoping x = 0:4,t= 0:175eV ,t? = 0:1eV .

The im m ediate conclusion which we can draw from these calculationsisthatquantum
e�ectson spin wavesin a DE bilayerarevery large.Thedownward renorm alisation ofspin
wave dispersion at O (1=S2) is a sizable fraction (about30% ) ofthe spin wave dispersion
at O (1=S). Sim ilarly,the dam ping ofspin waves is quite pronounced,being ofthe scale
5{10% ofthespin wavedispersion,rising to a m axim um value� 6 m eV atthezonecorner.
Because ofthe large renorm alisation ofthe spin wave spectrum at O (1=S2) it would be
necessary to reparam eterise ourm odelto �texperim entaldata with the leading quantum
e�ects included,by increasing the sizes ofthe hopping integrals t and t? ,and including
super-exchange interactionsJE X and JE X? . Any increase in the electron bandwidth would
givea proportionateincreasein thedam ping ofspin waves.

Exam ining thequantum correctionsin m oredetail,we�nd thatthespin wavedispersion
hasbeen m odi�ed soastogivearelativesoftening ofspin wavem odesnearthezonecenter.
This can be understood loosely in term s ofthe dynam icalgeneration ofan e�ective non
nearest{neighbour couplingsbetween spins by processes O (1=S2). Itisalso interesting to
notethatthegap between acousticand opticalm odesisnow m om entum dependent.

W hile these e�ects are ofthem selves interesting,they do not o�er any unam biguous
signaturesofquantum e�ectsin them agnetism ofLa2� 2xSr1+ 2xM n2O 7,asonecould achieve
sim ilarm odi�cationsofthespin wavedispersion sim ply by postulating additionalexchange
couplingsbetween spinson an ad hocbasis.Itisthedam pingofspin wavesatzerotem pera-
turewhich sharply distinguishesaDE system from any conceivableHeisenberg ferrom agnet.
In a theHeisenberg ferrom agnet,spin wavesareundam ped atzero tem perature,and dam p-
ing only becom esappreciablefortem peratureslargecom pared with thespin sti�nessD.

The dam ping which we predict forthe DE m odelEqn.1 at zero tem perature is large
and highly m om entum dependent.The zonecentre acousticm odem ustrem ain undam ped
(in the absence ofany m agnetic anisotropy)asitcorresponds to the rotation ofthe total
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m agnetization oftheistheGoldstonem odeofthesystem .Accordingly,in thezonecentre,
we�nd thatthedam ping oftheacousticm odevanishesas

�A Cq = �
A C
q
5 (19)

Theopticalspin wavesarenotGoldstonem odes,however,and havea �nitedispersion (and
dam ping)in thezonecentre.W e�nd thatthelatterbehavesas

�O Pq = �0P
0
+ �

O P
q
3 (20)

Thelowerpowerlaw in q herereectstheway in which thevertex forspin wave scattering
iscuto� by theinterlayerhopping t? .

Away from the zone centre the spin wave dam ping exhibits stationary points at the
sym m etry points ofthe brillouin zone | a m axim um for both acoustic and optic m odes
at X ,and a m inim um for both at M . It is interesting to note that the higher energy
optic m odesare notalwaysm ore strongly dam ped than the acoustic m odes,and thatthe
m axim um dam ping doesnotoccurforthehighestspin waveenergies,asonem ightexpect.
Infactthem om entum dependenceofthedam pingofspinwavesinDE system svariesstrongly
with doping,being constrained by both thegeom etry oftheFerm isurfaceand thecom plex
m om entum dependence ofthespin wavescattering vertex.

IV .C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX P ER IM EN T

The spin wave dispersions in bilayer m anganites have been investigated by several
groups8{14, and a consensus was reached that the data could not be explained using a
nearestneighbourHeisenberg m odeldispersion oftheform Eqn.128;10{12.Departuresfrom
Heisenberg m odelbehaviour also have been observed m any cubic m anganite system s,for
exam ple Pr0:63Sr0:37M nO 3

23. Typically,whathasbeen seen in both cubic and bilayersys-
tem sisa softening and broadening ofthe zone boundary spin waves. The totalspin wave
bandwidth m easured tothezoneboundaryism uch lessthan would bepredicted on thebasis
ofthespin sti�nessD m easured in thezonecenter,and thezoneboundary spin wavem odes
areextrem ely broad in com parison with theirenergy.Thetheory ofbilayerm anganitespre-
sented here showsthatthe double exchange m odelcan exhibitboth ofthese e�ects,when
quantum correctionsare included. However,the m inim alm odelEqn.1,asparam eterized
above,isnotsu�cientto obtain a quantitativedescription oftheexperim entalresults.

W ith regard tothespin wavedispersion,theinclusion ofthequantum correctionsshown
in Fig5 cannotexplain them easured departuresfrom Eqn.12.Thedispersion m easured by
inelasticneutron scattering on La1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7

11,fortheacousticm odein thezonecenter,
hastheform

!
0

q = �+ D
0
q
2 (21)

with � � D 0,aswould beexpected fora FM with sm allm agneticanisotropy.Howeverat
largerm om entum transferthem easured dispersion liesbelow thecurve

!
0

q = zD
0[1� q] (22)
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(away from the zone centerwe can safely neglect�). The totalacoustic spin wave band-
width,asde�ned by the spin wave energy atthe zone corner,isabout15% lessthan 2zD .
Ifwe com pare with a suitably param eterized quantum theory for the DE m odel,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 ofthe
m inim alm odelEqn.1 isneithervery surprising norvery disappointing,given thatwehave
attem pted to �tthespin wave dispersion ofa com plex system with spin chargeand lattice
degrees offreedom throughout the Brillouin Zone,using only two adjustable param eters.
Howeveritisim portantto ask which ofthem any sim pli�cationsm adeisto blam eforthis
disagreem entwith experim ent?

A better�tcould probably beobtained ata sem i{classicallevel,by substituting a m ore
realisticdispersion fortheunderlying electronsinto theoneloop diagram sused to calculate
the O (1=S)spin wave selfenergy. In tightbinding language,each hopping integraltij has
a corresponding DE coupling JD E

ij associated with it. The inclusion oftij beyond nearest
neighbours to obtain a m ore realistic electronic bandstructure therefore also m odi�es the
form ofdispersion ofthe classically equivalent e�ective Heisenberg m odel. Attem pts to
calculate spin wave dispersion directly from electronic structure suggestthatthise�ectis
im portant,and leadsto a softening ofzoneboundary m odes,atleastin cubicsystem s25.

Ata quantum m echanicallevel,since interactionsbetween spin wavesare m ediated by
density uctuationsoftheelectron gas,itwould bem orerealisticto usea screened form of
the charge susceptibility in which long range interactions were suppressed. W e anticipate
thatthiswould also tend to enhance thesoftening ofzoneboundary m odes.The inclusion
ofleading quantum correctionsin O (t=JH ),likewise leadsto a softening ofzone boundary
spin waves26;27.

Each oftheseim provem entsto them odelwould involvetheintroduction ofnew param -
eters,which would need to be checked againstelectronic structure and otherexperim ents.
Sincethestated aim ofthispaperistoexplorethem inim alm odelEqn.1,wewillnotdiscuss
such re�nem ents furtherhere. A m ore interesting possibility to explain the di�erence be-
tween experim entand theory would bethatspin wavesarecoupled to orbitaland/orlattice
m odes.W ereturn to thisbelow.

Thepresenttheory ism oresuccessfulin explaining thedam ping atleastin a qualitative
way. Fig.7 showsthe experim entally observed widthsofthe energy scansasa function of
m om entum transferqfrom zonecentertothezoneboundaryfortheacousticspin excitations
ofbilayer m anganite La1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7,along with that obtained from the present theory
(continuousline).Data m easured atdi�erentNeutron sourceshavebeen plotted together.

Thedam ping which wecalculatehasa sim ilarm om entum dependenceto thatobserved,
butissm allerbyapproxim atelyafactoroffour.Som epartofthedi�erencein absolutevalue
between theory and experim entcan be explained by the factthatthe param eterstand t?
werechosen so asto correctly reproducethespin wave bandwidth ata sem i{classicallevel,
and som ewhatlargervaluesm ustbeused to�tthem easured dispersion oncequantum e�ects
areincluded,leading to som esystem aticvariation in thevaluesquoted and theirassociated
errors.

Our conclusion is that the m inim alDE m odelfails to explain the softening ofzone
boundary spin wavesin La1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7,butcan explain about30{40% oftheirwidth.Of
there�nem entstothem odeldiscussed above,onlytheuseofascreened chargesusceptibility
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would a�ectthecalculated dam ping ofspin waves,butwedo notanticipatethatthiswould
lead to a m arked increase in their width. W e therefore conclude that spin waves in the
FM phase ofthisbilayerm anganitearecoupled dynam ically to anotherm ode,probably of
orbitaland/orlatticeexcitations.Such acouplingshavebeen proposed in thecontextofthe
cubicm anganites| forexam ple to opticalphonons28 orthrough Jahn Telleractivelattice
m odesto orbitaluctuations29.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveconstructed thesim plestpossiblem odelforferrom agnetism in La1:2Sr1:8M n2O 7,
based on Zener’sdoubleexchangem echanism within aoneorbitalpictureforasinglebilayer.
This m odelhas two adjustable param eters,the intra{ and inter-plane hopping integrals t
and t? . At a sem i{classicallevelit is equivalent to a Heisenberg m odelwith intra{ and
interplane exchange integralJD E and JD E

? . The doping dependance ofthese param eters
was discussed, and the predictions ofthe e�ective Heisenberg m odelcom pared with the
resultsofinelasticNeutron scattering experim ents.

Astheexperim entsshow departuresfrom sim pleHeisenbergm odelbehaviourin both the
form ofdispersion and thescaleofdam ping ofthespin wavesatlow tem peratures,wealso
calculated theleadingquantum correctionstospin waveselfenergies.Thesearisebecauseof
thescatteringofspin wavesfrom density uctuationsoftheelectron gaswhich areneglected
in the sem i{classicalapproxim ation. W e �nd that the m inim alm odelconsidered cannot
explain thesoftening ofzoneboundary spin wavem odes,and som ewhatunderestim atesthe
dam ping ofspin waves,even when quantum corrections are included. This suggests that
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spin wavesarestrongly coupled to anotherlow energy m ode,presum ably related to lattice
uctuations,eitherbyadirectcouplingtophononsoran indirect\orbitaluctuation"e�ect.
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A P P EN D IX A :SP IN W AV E{ELEC T R O N IN T ER A C T IO N V ERT IC ES A N D SELF

EN ER G Y C O R R EC T IO N S AT O (1=S2)

Firstwegivetheinteraction verticesV 1�3�

2�04�0
inFig.1andEqn.9.Thereareeightpossible

channelsforelectron{spin waveinteraction;thesearelabeled according totheconvention in
Fig.1.Thecoe�cientsoftheseverticesaregiven by
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W herethevertex dependson in{planem om enta only through in{planeelectronicdispersion
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where �k = � zt1
2
(coskx + cosky). The fundam entalenergy scalesin the DEFM are setby

thekineticenergy oftheitinerantelectrons,and so itisnaturalthattheelectron spin wave
scattering verticesareproportionalto t/t? .

Knowledge ofthe Ham iltonian Eqn. 6 issu�cient to develop a zero tem perature dia-
gram m atic perturbation theory in 1=S forthe spin wave dispersion ofthe DE bilayer,up
to O (1=S2),and to calculatetheleading contributionsto spin wavedam ping.Therelevant
processesareshown in Fig.2.AtO (1=S)onlythesingleloop diagram sa)and b)contribute.
These evaluateto givetheHeisenberg{m odellikeresultEqn.12 forthesem i{classicalspin
wavedispersion.

The one loop diagram s also contribute a constant term and a further renorm alisation
ofthe classicaldispersion at O (1=S2), but allnew quantum e�ects arise from the new
processes contributing to spin wave selfenergy at O (1=S2),the \waterm elon" diagram s
shown in Figure2 c){f).Theselfenergy correctionsforacousticm odesevaluateto give:
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where we have written outelectron energiesexplicitly and suppressed term sofO (1=S3)in
thevertex.Thecorresponding processesforopticalspin wavesyield :
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To O (1=S2),we can neglectthe frequency dependence ofthedenom inatorin these expres-
sionsand evaluatetheleading quantum correctionsto thedispersion ofopticaland acoustic
spin wave branchesnum erically by M onteCarlo integration.

Ifwe restore the frequency dependence ofthe selfenergy term s,we can also calculate
theim aginary partofeach.W ecan usethistoestim atethespin wavedam ping on them ass
shell,by setting the externalfrequency equalto the sem i{classicalspin wave dispersion at
thatwavenum ber,i.e.setting
= ! 0;�

q ,and elim inatingallterm sin thenum eratoroforder
spin wave frequencies.Thecontribution to dam ping from diagram IId)is,forexam ple:
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