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A bstract W ereview som e aspects related to orbitaldegrees of freedom in m angan-—
ites. TheM n®' ions in these com pounds have double orbital degeneracy
and are strong Jahn-Teller ions, causing structural distortions and or—
bital ordering. W e discuss ordering m echanisn s and the consequences
oforbitalorder. T he additionaldegeneracy of low -energy states and the
extrem e sensitivity ofthe chem icalbondsto the spatialorientation ofthe
orbials result in a variety of com peting interactions. T his quite often
leads to frustration of classical ordered states and to the enhancem ent of
quantum e ects. Quantum uctuations and related theoreticalm odels
are brie y discussed, including the occurence of resonating orbitalbonds

in the m etallic phase of the colossalm agnetoresistance m anganites.
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Figure1.1. Phasediagram ofLa; xCaxM nO3 (@fter S-W .Cheong). O :orthorhom —
bic phase w ith rotated regular octahedra, O %: orthorhom bic phase w ith Jahn-Teller
distortions, CAF : canted antiferrom agnet or phase separated state, F I: ferrom agnetic
insulator, CO : charge order, FM : ferrom agnetic m etal, A F : antiferrom agnet.

1. Introduction

W hen considering the properties of real system s w ith strongly cor-
related electrons, such as transition m etal (TM ) oxides, one often has
to take Into account, besides the charge and spin degrees of freedom ,
described eg. by the nondegenerate Hubbard m odel, also the orbital
structure of corresponding TM ions. These orbital degrees of freedom
are especially n portant in cases of the so-called orbital degeneracy {the
situation when the orbital state ofthe TM ions in a regular, undistorted
coordination (eg. n a regular O g-octahedron) tums out to be degen-
erate [1, 2, 3, 4]. This is eg. the siuation wih the ions Cu?t @),
Mn* @), crt @), ow-spin N @ = tf,€}). In an isolated centre
this degeneracy gives rise to the fam ous Jahn-Teller e ect [b], and in
concentrated system s to a cooperative transition which m ay be viewed
as a sim ultaneous structural phase transition that lifts the orbial de—
generacy (cooperative Jahn-Teller transition) and orbial ordering (OO )
transition (or quadrupolar ordering transition, a term inology that is of-
ten used in rare earth com pounds).

A1l these e ects play a very important role in the m aterials which
becam e very popular recently {in m anganites w ith colossal m agnetore—
sistance CM R).A typicalexam ple isthe system La; xCayM nO 3 (there
m ay be other rare earths, eg. Pr, Nd, or Biinstead of La, or other di-
valent cations {Sr, Ba, Pb{ instead ofC a; there exist also layered m ate—
rials of this kind) . T he characteristic phase diagram of these system s is
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Figure 1.2. Left: splitting of 3d-levels in a cubic crystal eld (regular M nO ¢—
octahedron) . E lectron occupation ofthe four 3d-electrons in M n®* is show n by arrow s.
R ight: orbitalordering ofLaM nO 3 . A rrow s indicate the displacem ents of oxygen ions.
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shown schem atically In Fig.1.1. The undoped m aterial LaM nO 3, which
isan antiferrom agnetic nsulator, contains typical Jahn-Teller ionsM n>*
(electronic con guration tggeé) {ie. it isorbially doubly-degenerate, see
Fig.12. Thus we can expect that the orbital degrees of freedom m ay
signi cantly n uence the propertiesof CM R m anganites {an idea which
is largely supported by experin ents. In this paper we review som e of
the aspects of the physics of m anganites connected w ith orbital degrees
of freedom . This eld is actually already quite Jarge and welldeveloped,
and of course we w illnot be able to cover all of it; m uch of the m aterdial
presented w illbe based on the investigations in which we ourselves par-
ticipated. Som e of the general concepts used below are also presented
n [6, 7]. There are a Iot of di erent questions, and a wealth of properi-
ties (see the phase diagram in Fig.1.1) in which orbials are In portant.
In this chapter we give a general overview of these properties. M ost
topicswe w ill discuss on a rather qualitative level, trying to explain the
m ain physicale ects, but w thout going into too m any details. H ow ever,
there are som e very interesting and in portant problem s in the orbial
physics ofm anganites, which require a m ore detailed explanation. T his,
In particular, is the case wih genuine quantum e ects which m ay be
very in portant, especially (out not only) in the "optim al doped" fer-
rom agnetic m etallic phase. T hese questions are treated in Section 3 in
m ore detail and on a som ew hat m ore theoretical level.
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Figure 1.3. Charge, orbital and spin ordering in the basal (xy)-plane ofm anganates
atx = 0:5. A rrow sdenote the spin ordering. T he spin zigzags, typical forthe CE type
m agnetic order, are shown by thick lines.

1.1. M ain features of phase diagram : orbital
e ects

A s already m entioned above, the undoped LaM nO 3 wih the per-
ovsk ite structure contains strong Jahn-Teller ionsM n>" . T hey areknown
to induce a rather strong localdistortion in allthe insulating com pounds
that contain them R]. A Iso n LaM nO 3 it iswellknown that there exists
an orbital ordering and a concom itant lattice distortion: ey-orbitals of
M n®' ions are ordered in such a way that at the neighbouring M n sites
the altemating 3x?> ¥ and 3y? r-orbitals are occupied, ie. the local
O g-octahedra are alematingly elongated along x and y-directions, see
Fig.12. Let usm ention here the typical energy scales that are nvoled
in the m anganites. T he ferrom agnetic Hunds rule exchange am ong tg
and ey-electrons is Jy 08 &V per soin pair, the crystal eld spolitting
between these kevels (see Fig. 12) is 10D g 2 3 &V, and the Jahn
Teller energy, E g1, which is the splitting of the ey—states by the lattice
distortion, is typically an order of m agnitude sn aller than 10D g.

O rbital ordering is also known to exist in m ost m anganites in another
wellkde ned region ofthe phase diagram {at halfdopingx = 0:5. In this
situation w ith decreasing tem perature charge ordering {the checkerboard
arrangem ent ofM n®>" andM n** ionsin thebasalplne, seeF .13 [, 8,
9] { setsin. TheM n*' —“onsw ith Iocalized electrons again have an orbital
degeneracy M n** (@g) jons are nondegenerate, Fig. 1.2) and develop
the orbital ordering shown in Fig. 1.3. Both the charge ordering (CO)
and the OO0 occur sin ultaneously at the sam e tem perature, although
from som e data it follow s that probably the CO is the driving force, and
the 00 Pllow s it [L0]; this however is still an open question.



11

A coording to the wellknow n G oodenough {K anam ori{A nderson rules
(see eg. [, 6, 7)) the m agniude and even the sign of the m agnetic
exchange depend on the type of orbials that are occupied. Thus if
the orbitals occupied by one electron (half- lled orbitals) are directed
tow ards each anocther, one has a strong antiferrom agnetic coupling; if
how ever these orbials are directed away from each other (are m utually
orthogonal) we would have a ferrom agnetic Interaction. That is why
the undoped LaM nO 3 (Fig.12) hasthe A -type m agnetic ordering {the
soins In the (x;y)-plane order ferrom agnetically, the next xy-layer being
antiparalkel to the st one.

T here are two m ore regions of the phase diagram ofFig. 1.1 in which
orbiale ects apparently play an in portant role, although the detailed
picture is less clear. T hese are the Iow doped region 01 x 02 03
(depending on the speci ¢ system considered) in which one offten ocb—
serves the ferrom agnetic msulating ¢ I) and presum ably charge-ordered
phase. ThisisthecaseoflLa; xCayM nO3 (0l X 025),La 4SrM nO 3
cosstox= 3 01 x 0i48) [I1,12]and P ,CaMnO3 (045
x 03) Pl

Tt is rather uncom m on to have a F I state: typically lnsulating m ate—
rials of this class are antiferrom agnetic, and ferrom agnetisn goes hand
In hand with m etallicity, which is naturally explained in the m odel of
doubl exchange [13]. The only possbility to obtain the FI state In
perovkites is due to a certain particular orbial ordering favourable for
ferrom agnetism [6] (the FI state can appear also In system s In which
there exists the 90 -superexchange: the TM {O {TM angl is close to
90 ). But what is the detailed ordering in this low -doped region, is not
com pletely clear, see Section 2.1.

A nother Interesting, and m uch less explored, region is the overdoped
m anganites, x > 05. Typically in this case we have an insulating state,
som etimes wih the CO and OO state In the form of stripes [14] or
bistripes [L5]. The choice between these two options is still a m atter
of controversy (see eg. [L4, 16]), as well as the detailed type of m ag—
netic ordering in this case. W e will retum to this point in section 4 2.
W hen discussing the properties of overdoped m anganies at x > 035,
one should m ention an in portant fact: the very strong asymm etry of
the typical phase diagram of m anganites. As seen eg. from Fig. 11,
there usually exists a rather large ferrom agnetic m etallic region M )
for x < 035, but aln ost never for x > 05 (only rarely one cbserves
bad m etallic behavior and unsaturated ferrom agnetisn in a narrow con-—
centration range in som e overdoped m anganites [L7]). H owever from the
standard doubleexchange m odelone can expect the appearance ofa FM
phase not only in holedoped LaM nO 3 (X < 0:35) but In electron-doped
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CaMnO3 x> 05) aswell. O rbial degeneracy m ay play som e roke In
explaining this asym m etry [18] {see section 4.

T here exists also a problem as to what are the orbials doing In the
optin ally doped ferrom agnetic and m etallic m anganies. Usually one
com plktely ignores orbital degrees of freedom in this regim e, at least
at low tem peratures; this is supported by the experin ental observations
that theM nO g-octahedra are com plktely regular in thiscase. But orbial
degrees of freedom cannot just vanish. In this doping regin e there is a
strong com petition between the tendency of orbitals to order locally
and the kinetic energy of the charge carriers that tends to destroy long
range orbital order. This is com parabl to the siuation in High T
superconductors, where the longrange antiferrom agnetic order of, In
this case, spins is frustrated by m obilke charge carriers. In an analogous
way them obilk holes in optin ally doped m anganites can m elt the orbital
order: in the ferrom agnetic m etallic phase of the m anganites the orbital
degrees of freedom do not sin ply disappear, but instead the orbitals
are "rotating" very fast and may form resonating orbital bonds, see
Section 3. Another option {orbialordering ofa new typew ith "com plex
orbitals" is discussed in Section 2 2.

1.2. M echanism s for O rbital O rdering

Before discussing particular situations in di erent doping ranges, i
is worthwhile to address brie y the general question of possble Inter-
actions of degenerate orbitals which can lead to orbital ordering. In
transition m etal com pounds there are essentially two such m echanian s.
The rstone is connected w ith the Jahn-Teller Interaction of degenerate
orbials w ith the lattice distortions, see eg. [L9]. Another m echanian
was proposed in 1972 R0], see also RJ, and is a direct generalization of
the usual superexchange R1] to the case of orbital degeneracy.

A convenient m athem atical way to describe orbital ordering is to In—
troduce operators T; of the pseudosoin %, describing the orbital occupa—
tion, so that eg. the state % = %i corresponds to the occupied orbial
PBz? Pi,and F? = %i to k> 1. The st one corresponds to
a local elongation of the O g-octahedra (distortion coordinate Q3 > 0),
see Fig. 14, and the second {to local contraction Q 3 < 0 R2]. The sec—
ond degenerate E g-phonon which can also lift electronic ej-degeneracy,
Q,,seeFig. 14, corresponds to a pseudospin operator T*. O ne can de—
scribbe an arbitrary distortion and corresponding wave fiinction by linear
superpositions of the states % = + Ziand %=

1i.
51:

ji= coszFi+ shzj ii 1)
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Figure 1.4. Schem atic representation of the Q> and Q 3 Jahn-Teller distortions of a
M nO ¢ octahedron.

where isan angle in (T?;T*)plane.
T he Jahn-Tellerm echanisn fororital ordering starts from the electron {
phonon Interaction, which In our case can be w ritten in the form
X X
H = gigTf B3+ s, )+ T Gy + by, HI+ Py 2)

iq q

where = 2;3 and b} and b are the phonon cperators corresponding to
Q 3 and Q » Jocalm odes. E xcluding the phononsby a standard procedure,
one obtains the orbital interaction having the form of a pseudospin {
pseudospin interaction

X
He =  J5 T, Ty 13)
ij
where g2
X .
Jij I_qe-KI(Ri Ry) (1.4)
g "4
and ; = x;z. Due to di erent dispersion of the di erent relevant

phonon m odes, and due to the anisotropic nature of electron {phonon
coupling, the interaction (1.3) is In general anisotropic.

Sin ilarly, the exchange m echanisn of orbital ordering m ay be de-
scribed by the H am iltonian containing the pseudospinsT;, but it contains
also the ordinary spins Si. The e ective superexchange H am iltonian can
be derived starting from the degenerate H ubbard m odel R0], and it has
scheam atically the form

X
H = 315385+ J2 (T:T5) + J3(S:S5) (TiT5)g: 1.5)
i3
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Here the orbital part (T;T4), sin ilar to (1.3), is In general anisotropic,
w hereas the spin exchange is H eisenberg-like. In contrast to the Jahn-—
Teller nduced interaction, the exchange m echanisn describes not only
the orbial and spin orderings separately, but also the coupling betw een
them (@Jast tetrm in (1.5)). This m echanian is rather successfiil In ex—
plhihing the spin and orbial structure in a num ber of m aterials 2, 20],
Including LaM nO 3 (for the Jatter system one has to Invoke also the an—
ham onicity e ects R0O] {see also 23]).

A sto the electron-lattice Interaction, typically one ncludesm ostly the
coupling w ith the local {ie. optical{ vibrations R4]. However no less
In portant m ay be the interaction w ith the long-wavelength acoustical
phonons, or, sin ply speaking, w ith the elastic deform ations. G enerally,
when one puts an in purity in a crystal, eg. replacing the an allM n**
ion in CaM nO 3 by the som ewhat larger M n®* ion, which i addition
causes a local lattice distortion due to the Jahn-Teller e ect (ie. we
replace a \spherical" M n** ion by an \ellipsoidal" M n>" ), this creates
a strain eld which is in general anisotropic and decays rather slow k7, as
1=R > 25, 26]. A second \in purity" ofthiskind \feels" this strain, which
lads to an e ective longrange interaction between them . This can
naturally lead to the spontaneous form ation of di erent superstructures
In doped m aterdals R7, 28]. T hus, therem ay appear vertical or diagonal
stripes, even for non-Jahn-Teller system s. In case ofm anganites one can
show that there appearseg. an e ective attraction between 3x? ¥ and
3y? r-orbitals in x and y-direction; this in m ediately gives the orbital
ordering of LaM nO 3-type shown in Fig. 12. For x = 035, assum ing
the checkerboard charge ordering, one gets from this m echanism the
correct orbial ordering shown in Fig. 1.3 R7, 28]. And for overdoped
m anganies one can get either singke or paired stripes, depending on
the ratio of corresponding constants: One can show R4, 27, 28] that
for a diagonal pair like the ones in Fig. 1.14, one gets an attraction of
the sam e orbitals 3x? ¥ and 3x? ¥ or 3y? ¥ and 3y? #, but
repulsion of 3x?> ¥ and 3y* . Thus, ifone takes into account only
these nearest neighbour diagonal interactions, the singke stripe phase
of Fig. 114 would be m ore favourable than the paired stripes of the
Fig. 114. However the latter may In principl be stabilizes by m ore
distant interactions lke those for a pair of M n®* ions along x and y-
directions In Fig. 114. W hich state is nally m ore favourable, is still
not clear, see Ref. 28].
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2. O rbital order for x < 1=2

In the previous section we have given som e exam ples that show that
the interaction of orbital degrees of freedom am ong them selves and the
Interaction w ith electron spins or w ith the lattice, can give rise to long—
range orbial ordered states. Experin entally the m anganites seem to
be especially susceptible to an orbial order instability at com m ensurate
doping concentrations: the undoped system is a canonical exam pl of
an orbitally-ordered M ott insulator and for x = 1=2 orbitals are ordered
In most m anganies. Below we discuss the situation for x = 1=8 and
x = 1=4 and the possbility of orbital order in the m etallic phase.

Every ordered state has one or m ore elem entary excitations related
to the actual sym m etry that is broken by the long-range order. In soin
systam s this sym m etry is often continuous, which leads to the occurence
ofa G oldstonem ode, in this case a sopin-wave {m agnon{ that has a van—
ishing excitation energy when its wavelength is very long. Related to
the ordering of orbitals there should therefore be an elam entary exci-
tation with orbital character: the orbion. Recently this orbital wave
was actually cbserved experin entally BA7]. In this and the next section
we discuss som e of its properties, em phasizing that the orbitalm ode is
gapped and that it strongly interacts w ith lattice and spin degrees of
freedom [46].

2.1. U ndoped and lightly doped m anganites

A s already m entioned In section 1, typically there exist a ferrom ag-
netic insulating region at Iow doping (01 = x * 0:18 orthe LaSr system ,
x 025 BrlLaCa, 0415 ° x ° 03 orPrCa). The problem is to explain
the origin ofthe F I state in this case. A pparently it should be connected
w ith an orbital ordering of som e kind; but what is the speci ¢ type of
this ordering, is Jargely unknown.

The m ost com plete, but still controversial, data exist on the LaSr—
system closeto x = 1=8. T hereexistsa superstructure in this system R9,
11], and an orbital ordering w as detected in the F Iphase In [12]. Certain
orbialsuperstructureswere also seen by the resonant X -ray scattering in
P1y75CagosM nO 3 [B3]. Both these system s, however, were looked at by
thism ethod only at one k-point 300], which isnot su cient to uniquely
detem ine the type of orbial ordering. T he existing structuraldata, or
rather the interpretation of this data, is still controversial [30, 31, 32].

T heoretically tw o possbilities w ere discussed In the literature [34, 35].
F irst of all one can argue that when one puts a M n** ion into M n3*
m atrix, the orbials of allthe ions surrounding the localized hole M n*t)
would be directed towards i, see Fig. 1.5a [B5, 36]. One can call such
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Figure 1.5. O rbital polarons and possble types of orbital ordering in low doped
m anganites: (@) O doitalpolaron close to a M n** jon; (o) O rdering of orbitalpolarons
forx = 025 in a bec-attice; () An altemative charge and orbital ordering, obtained
for x = 1=8 in [34]. Notations are the same as In Figs. 1.3 and 1.14. Shaded lines{
\stripes" containing holes.

state an orbial polaron. W e use the conospt of ‘orbital polaron’ in a
rather loose sense here and for a som ew hat m ore form al discussion we
refer to Section 3.3. These polarons, which according to G oodenough {
K anam ori{A nderson ruleswould be ferrom agnetic, can then ordereg.as
shown n Fig.15b forx = 025. The calculations carried out in [35] show
that this state is indeed stable, and it corresponds to a ferrom agnetic
Insulator. Thus it is a possbl candidate ora FIstateat x /' 1=4 eg.
In Pr{Ca system .

H owever there exist an altemative possibility. C alculations show [34]
that a sin ilar state w ith ordered polarons is also locally stabl for x /
1=8. But it tumed out that the lower energy is reached in this case by
di erent type of charge and orbital ordering, Fig.1.5c [34]: the hoksare
Jocalized only in every second xy-plane, so that one such plane containing
only M n*" ions develops the orbital ordering of the type of LaM nO 5,
Fig. 12, and the holks in the next plane concentrate in \stripes", eg.
along x-direction. T his state also tums out to be ferrom agnetic, and the
superstructure obtained agrees w ith the experim ental resuls of 29] and
1] orLa; xSrpMnOs3,x ” 1=8. One can think that the situation can
bealso sim ilar orx ’ 1=4 which would agree w ith the data of 33]. This
type of the charge ordering (segregation ofholes In every second plane)
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m ay be favourable due to an extra stability of the LaM nO 3-type orbital
ordering, strongly favoured by the elastic interactions 28], as discussed
In section 1. A "m ixed" possibility is in principl also possble: there
m ay exist for exam plk a sin ilar charge segregation into a hole-rich and
holepoor plane, but the orbialsm ay rather behave as is shown in Fig.
15a, ie. contrary to g 1.5c, therem ay be partialoccupation of3z? #-
orbitals at certain sites.

2.2. P ossible orbital ordering in m etallic phase

Let us discuss the m ost In portant phase {that of optin al doping,
x '’ 03 -0:5. In m ost cases the systam s in this doping range are ferro-
m agnetic and m etallic at low tem peratures, although the residual resis—
tivity isusually relatively large.

N ow , the question is: what are the orbitals doing in this phase? Ex—
perim entally one cbserves that them acroscopic Jahn-T eller ordering and
corresponding lattioe distortion is gone In this regim e. La{C a system re—
m ains orthorhom bic in this concentration range, but that is due to the
tilting of the O ¢ octahedra, the octahedra them selves being regqular @Il
theM n{O distances are the sam e). T he structure ofthe La{Srm angan—
ites In this regin e is rthom bohedral, but again alltheM n{O distancesare
equal. M oreover even the localprobes such asEXAFS orPDF (pairdis—
tribution function analysis of neutron scattering) [37], w hich detect local
distortions above and close to T, show that for T ! 0 they com pltely
disappear, and M nO g-octahedra are regqular even locally.

W hat happens then w ith the orbital degrees of freedom ? T here are
severalpossibilities. O ne isthat In thisphase the system m ay already be
an ordinary m etal, the electronic structure of which is reasonably well
described by the conventional band theory. In this case we should not
worry about orbitals at all: we m ay have a band structure consisting
of several bands, som e of which, not necessarily one, m ay cross Ferm i
level, and we should not speak of orbial ordering In this case, justaswe
do not use this tem inology and do not worry about orbital ordering in
m etals lke A lor Nb which often have severalbands at the Fem Hevel.

If however there exist strong electron correlations in our system (ie.
the H ubbard’s on-site repulsion U isbiggerthat the corresponding band-
w idth) {one should worry about it. The orbital degrees of freedom
should then do som ething. In principle there exists two options. O ne is
that the ground state would still be disordered due to quantum uctu-—
ations, form ing an orbital liquid [38], sin ilar in soirit to the RVB state
of the spin system We can speak of the psesudogoin RVB state). W e
discuss this physics in the next section.
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There is also an altemative possbility: there may In principle oc—
cur an orbital ordering of a novel type, w ithout any lattice distortion,
Involving not the orbitals of the type (1.1), but the com pkx orbitals {
linear superpositions of the basic orbitals 3z ? and (% ¥) wih
the com plex coe cients, eg.

3 i=1e>l—5 Bz  Fi i Fic: 1.6)
Thispossbility was rst suggested in 39] and then explored in [40, 41];
Independently a sin ilar conclusion was reached a bit later In [42]. One
m ay easily see that the distrbution of the electron density in this state
is the sam e in all three directions, x, y and z. Thus this ordering does
not induce any lattice distortion {the M nO ¢ octahedra rem ain reqular,
and the system is cubic (if we ignore tilting of the octahedra). On the
otherhand, the state w ith com plex coe cients, asalways isthe casew ith
com plex wave functions, breaks tim ereversal invariance, ie. this state
is In som e sense m agnetic. O ne can show however that the m agnetic
dipole mom ent In this case is zero {it is well known that the orbital
m om ent is quenched in e5-states (these states are actually j* = 0i and
pl—é (Ri+ J 2i) states of the 1= 2 d-orbials). Sin ilarly, the m agnetic
quadrupolem om ent is also zero, by parity argum ents. The rst nonzero
mom ent in this state is a m agnetic octupole. Indeed, the actual order
param eter In this case is the average = MM ,y,i = WSLiLyL,i 6 0
where 1 are the com ponents of the orbitalm om ent 1= 2 of d-elctrons,
and S m eans the sym m etrization. T his operator is actually proportional
to the TY-operator of pseudospin, ie. the order param eter of this type
of orbital ordering is = HTYi. O ne can visualize this state as the one
In which there exist orbital currents at each uni cell.

2.3. O rbitons: orbital excitations

Each tin e we have certain ordering in solids, corresponding excita—
tions should appear. T he quadrupolar charge ordering {orbital ordering{
should give rise to elem entary excitations w ith orbital signature, as
this order causes a breaking of symm etry in the orbial sector. These
excitations {we may call them orbions{ were rst discussed shortly
n R, 20] and recently were studied theoretically In several papers, €g.
in [43, 44, 45, 46]. One of the problm s that could com plicate an ex-—
perim ental observation of these excitations, is the usually rather strong
Jahn-Teller coupling of orbital degrees of freedom w ith the Jattice distor-
tions. T his could m ake it very di cult, ifnot im possible, to \decouplk"
orbitons from phonons. And indeed the experin ental e orts to cbserve
orbions were unsuccessfil for m any years. A breakthrough cam e only
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recently when the group ofY . Tokura m anaged to cbserve the m anifes—
tations of orbital excitations in Ram an scattering on untw Inned single
crystals of LaM nO 3 @A7].

T he observed orbions were interpreted by the authors as being due
to electron correlations #7], but in the comm ent that acocom pagnied
this publication i was inm ediately m entioned that here the coupling
to phonons can also be very important #48]. Let us brie y discuss the
question of the origin of orbitons; this is also In portant as they, n tum,
have a large e ect on spin (45, 49] and charge excitations B0, 51, 52], as
we discussed in the previous section.

T he physical aspects of the coupling between the orbital excitation
and Jahn-Teller phonons can be illistrated by considering the orbitaland
phonon excitations as dispersionless. W e can view this as a reasonable

rst approxin ation because orbital excitations are always gapped (see
next section) and Jahn-Teller lattice excitations are optical phonons.
Appling this sin pli cation to Egs.(12) and (1.3) lads to the shgle—
site H am iltonian [46]

Hipe = T+ 290+ by)ldg+ o ©bs + bBby)
+ g@+ 9 b+ by); a.)

w here the g operator describes an orbion excitation, by;z are the Q253
phonon m odesand J = 3J + 4g°=! o; where g is the electron-phonon cou—
pling constant, !y the JT phonon frequency and J the superexchange
energy. Let us discuss three In portant consequences of the orbion-—
phonon coupling in Eq. (1.7). F irst, the coupling to the lattice m oves the
orbiton to higher energy an am ount 4g?=! ;. T his shift has a straightfor-
ward physicalm eaning: it is the phonon contrbution to the crystal eld
splitting of the ey-states caused by the static Jahn-Teller lattice defor-
m ation. The e ective orbital excitation energy is the sum of the local
orbital exchange energy and static phonon contribution to the crystal-
eld splitting.

If, how ever, an orbitalexcitation ism ade, it strongly interactsw ith the
Q 3 phonon, so that the orbial excitation can be dynam ically screened
by the Jahn-Teller phonons and lowered In energy. The crystal- eld
splitting and screening are strongly com peting as both are govemed by
the energy scale set by the electron-phonon coupling. F nally, the orbial
and Q ; phonon m odesm ix, as is clkear from the last tetm of H .. This
In plies that the true eigenm odes of the coupled orbialphonon system
have both orbital and phonon character.

In general, the m ixing of orbital and phonon m ode gives rise to ex—
tra phonon satellites In the orbiton spectral finction at energy intervals
of !y. Vice versa, due to thism ixing, a low intensity orbital satellites
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Figure 1.6. (a) Oroiton spectral function at the and X-point, g = !,=2. ()

Spectrum of the Ram an-active A4y and Bi4y phonon modes for g=!¢y = 0:35. The
experin ental peak positions are indicated by r . For ! > ! the spectral weight is
muliplied by 10, see Ref. 46].

at 3J will be present in the Q, phonon spectral function. As dis-
cussed above, the m ost plausble estin ates of the Jahn-Teller energy
Egr = 49°=!y) are E g1 200 300 m &V, and the superexchange
J 40m eV .W ith these estin ates, keeping In m Ind the results described
above {the strongm ixing ofthe orbital excitation and the phonons{ one
com es to the conclusion that the features at 150 m &V observed in the
Ram an experin ent 7], interpreted there as pure orbial excitations,
are rather the orbiton-derived satellites in the phonon spectral function,
see Fig. 16 (B6]. A fram ework beyond the toy m odel describbed above
is needed to establish the relevance of such an interpretation, and to
establish the exact nature of the satellites in the Ram an spectra: this is
stillan open issue, both experin entally and theoretically. But it is clear
that the elem entary excitations of an orbital ordered system are m ixed
m odes w ith both orbital and phonon character, or, in other words, are
determ ined by both electron correlation e ects and the electron-lattice
Interaction.

3. Quantum e ects; optimn al doping

Below the cooperative orbital/Jahn-Teller transition tem perature, a
long-range coherence of orbital polarization sets in, and spin-exchange
Interactions on every bond are xed by the G oodenough-K anam ori rules
[, 6,7,53]. In plicit in thispicture is that the orbial splittings are large
enough so that we can consider orbital populations as classical num bers.
Such a classical treatm ent of orbitals is certainly Justi ed when orbital
order is driven by strong cooperative lattice distortions that lead to a
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large splitting of the {initially degenerate{ orbital levels. In this 1m it
the orbital excitations are m ore or less localized high-energy quadrupole
mom ent (or crystal eld) transitions, and therefore they e ectively jist
renom alize spin degrees of freedom but otherw ise do not e ect much
the physical properties of the system at low energy scales.

Quantum e ects, however, can start to dom inate the ground state
properties and elam entary excitations when classical order is frustrated
by som e interaction that opposes the tendency of the orbials to order.
T he reason that thism ight very wellbe the case in som e regions of the
phase diagram of the m anganites is that orbitals strongly Interact w ith
soins via the superexchange and that orbital order is frustrated by the
kinetic energy of carriers in a m etallic system . But the actual situation
In m anganites is stillunder debate; w hile in the undoped case the orbial
excitations are rather high in energy and therefore quite decoupled from
the spins, there are m any indications that orbial dynam ics play an
essential role in the physics of doped m anganites.

In this Section we discuss several physical exam ples and som e theoret—
icalm odels that show that there isa strong dynam ical interplay between
orbital uctuations and spin and charge degrees of freedom . Both soin
exchange and charge m otion are highly sensitive to the orbital bonds,
and the basic idea is that the Interaction energy cannot be optin ized
sin ultaneously In all the bonds: this leads to the peculiar frustrations
and quantum resonances am ong orbial bonds. O f course a classical
treatm ent In such cases gives very poor estin ates of energies, and the
quantum dynam ics of the coupled orbitalsoin-charge system becom es
of crucial im portance, as we illustrate below in the context of several
theoreticalm odels w ith coupled orbial, spin and charge degrees of free—
dom . Thus the in portant physics, quantum e ects, Jargely depend on
som e particular properties of orbital system s, notably the frustration in
the orbial sector, which are absent in canonical spin and spin-charge
m odels, eg. the td model. To explin this, we devote some tine to a
m ore theoretical discussion, treating som e orbialand spin-orbitalm od—
els (Section 3.1 and 32); Jater on in this chapterwe w illapply these con—
cepts to the discussion of properties of m anganites in the cubicm etallic
phase (Sections 34 and 3.5)

3.1. Superexchange and spin-orbitalm odels

Quantum uctuations of the orbitals originhate m anly from two kind
of Interactions. F irst we discuss the superexchange Interaction, and the
second m echanism {the very e ective frustration of orbitals by doped
holes{ we descrbe later on.
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Let us take as an exam pl a toy version of the full superexchange
m odel (proposed by Kugel and Khom gkii R]). On a three-din ensional
cubic lJattice it takes the fomm :

X A() 1
H = Jij (SiSj+ Z)’ 1.8)
hi;ji
1 1
~() () () () ()

with J = 4%=U, where t and U are, respectively, the hoppig integral
and on-site Coulomb repulsion In the Hubbard m odel for two-fold de—
generate eyelectrons at half Iling. The structure of Ti( ) depends on
the ndex which speci es the orientation of the bond hiji relative to
the cubic axes a;b and c:

= 1 p— 1
.(a b)= _( z 3 iq); T‘(C)=

z,
i 4 i i 5 ir
where ? and * are the Paulim atrices. Physically the T operators
describe the dependence of the spin-exchange Interaction on the orbitals
that are occupied, and the m ain feature of thism odel {as is suggested
by the very form of Ham ittonian (1.8){ is the strong interplay between
soin and orbital degrees of freedom . It was recognized rst In Ref. 9]
that this sin ple m odel contains rather nontrivial physics: the classical
Neelstate in Egq. (1.8) wherehS;S4i= 1=4) is In nitely degenerate in
the orbital sector; this extra degeneracy m ust be lifted by som e m ech—
anisn . Before discussing this m echanisn , let us zst elaborate on this
degeneracy and the In portance of quantum e ects n thiscase. W e xst
notice that the e ective spin exchange constant In thism odel isde nie
positive (hJi(j '3 0) forany con guration oforbitals, where its value can
vary from zero to J, depending on the orientation oforbital pseudospins.
W e therefore expect a sim ple tw o-sublattice antiferrom agnetic, G -type,
sodn order. There ishowever a problam : a classical G type ordering has
cubic symm etry and can therefore not lift the orbital degeneracy, not
even locally. In m ore form al temm s, the spin part (S3iSy+ 1=4) of the
Ham itonian (1.8), n mean eld approxin ation, sin ply becom es zero in
this state for allbonds, so that these orbitals e ectively do not Interact
{they are com pletely uncorrelated{ and hence retain fiill rotational free—
dom on every lattice site. In other words, we gain no energy from the
orbital nteractions that are present in them odel. T his show s that from
the point of view of the orbitals the classical N eel state is energetically
a very poor state of the systam .
Them echanian fordeveloping intersite orbital correlations (and hence
to gain energy from orbital ordering) m ust Involve a strong deviation in

T 1.9)
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Figure 1.7. Pz? r’i-orbital order which leads to weakly coupled AF spin chains
(Jc = J,J, = J=16). Asdiscussed in Refs. @5, 58], this type of orbital ordering
provides the largest energy gain due to quantum spin uctuations. An orbial ip
(indicated by an arrow ) m odulates the strength of the neighboring exchange bonds,
breaking the ¢ chain. In the classical Neel state, such orbital excitations cost no
energy (49, 57]. D ue to the presence of strong quasione-din ensional goin uctuations,
however, a nite orbital gap opens through the order from disorder m echanism , thus
stabilizing this structure.

the spin con guration from the Neel state {a deviation from hS;Syi =

%. This In plies an intrinsic tendency of the system to develop low -
din ensional spin uctuations which can m ost e ectively be realized by
an ordering of orbials as shown in Fig. 1.7. In this situation the ef-
fective soin Interaction is quasione-dim ensional along the chains in the
cdirection so that quantum spin uctuations are enhanced asmuch as
possbl and quantum energy is gained from the bonds along the chain.
Here 1S;S4 + %i < 0, so that the e ective orbital fpseudospin) exchange
is indeed ferrom agnetic, which leads to the orbital structure shown in
Fig.1l.7. At the sam e tin e the cubic sym m etry is explicitely broken,
as uctuations of soin bonds are di erent In di erent directions. This
ladsto a nite splitting ofeg—levels, and therefore an orbitalgap is gen-—
erated. O ne can say that in order to stabilize the ground state, orbital
order and spin uctuations support and enhance each other {a situation
that is very sin ilar to V illain’s order from disorder phenom ena known
previously from frustrated spin system s [B4, 55, 56].

From the technical point of view, it is obvious that a conventional
expansion about the classical N eel state would fail to rem ove the orbital
degeneracy: only quantum uctuations can lad to orbital correlations.
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This is precisely the reason why In a linear spin-wave approxin ation
one does not obtain an oroital gap, and low-energy singularities ap-—
pear B9, 57]. Theproblem was resolved in Refs.[45, 58]: the sihgularities
vanish once quantum spin uctuations are explicitely taken into account
In the calculations of the orbiton spectrum . These uctuations generate
a nie gap for singlke orbital as well as for any com posite spin-orbial
excitation, and in thisway the spin uctuations rem ove the orbital frus-
tration problem . T he longrange spin-orbial order indicated In Fig. 1.7
is stable against residual Interactions because of the orbitalgap (of the
order of J=4), and because ofthe an all, but nie, coupling between soin
chains.

In generalthe K ugelK hom skiim odelis a very nice exam ple ofhow an
apparently three-din ensionalsystem m ay by itselfdevelop low -din ensio—
nal quantum uctuations. W e nd i quite interesting and am using
that these quantum uctuations do not only coexist w ith a weak three—
din ensional staggered spn m om ent, but that they are actually of vital
In portance to stabilize this long—range order by generating an oroital
gap and intersite orbital correlations. T he physical origin of this pecu—
liar situation is, of course, the strong spatial anisotropy of the ej-orbital
wave functions. Because of this anisotropy it is in possible to optim ize
all the bonds between M n>' ions sim ultaneously; this results in orbital
frustration. The best the system can nally do, is to m ake speci c
strong and weak bonds In the lattice, whereby it reduces the e ective
din ensionality of the spin system in order to gain quantum energy. At
the sam e tim e tunneling between di erent orbital con gurations is sup—
pressed: the spin  uctuations produce an energy gap for the rotation of
orbitals.

3.2. O rbitalronly m odels

Let us consider for the m om ent the spins to be frozen in a ferrom ag-
netic con guration, and ask how the orbitals would behave in this case.
Them odel (1.8) then reads

(1.10)

where T.'’ is given by Eq. (19) and A = J=2. This lin it has actu-
ally been considered In Ref.[b9] as a m odel system to describe orbital
dynam ics In an undoped orbitally degenerate ferrom agnet and for the
ferrom agnetic insulating phase of underdoped m anganites. In the lat-
ter case this m apping is not quite satisfying because the ferrom agnetic
Insulator is in fact stabilized by frozen-in doped holes that strongly af-
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fect the orbitals in their neighborhood, as was discussed In Section 2.1.
The model (1.10) is clarly anisotropic and in that respect underlines
the In portant di erence between orbial exciations and conventional
spin dynam ics. A nother very closely related m odel is a so—called \cubic"
m odelde ned as ollow s:
( TfTX+ * T/TY + * TIT?); 111)

i~ i=37

hijis hijiy, hijic

w here along each ab and c crystallographic axis only one of the respec—
tive orbital operators T*, TY and T ? is active. In this "cubic" m odelthe
bond anisotropy in Ham iltonian 1.10 is taken to the extrem e. A though
the m odel is not directly applicable to the m anganites, it is sinpler
than the model In Eqg. (1.10), but it still contains the essential bond
anisotropy and degeneracy that m akes orbialm odels so di erent from
soin Ham itonians. Thism odelhas been proposed and discussed in the
context of orbital frustrations already in the 1970’s [60]. It is Interesting
to notice that precisely this \cubic" m odelappears in cubic titanates as
a m agnetic anisotropy Ham iltonian [61].

W e discussthetwomodelsin Eq (1.10),(1.11) in parallkel as they dis—
ply very sin ilar peculiarities in the low -energy lin it. A spseudogoins in
both m odels interact antiferrom agnetically along allbonds, a staggered
orbialordered state is expected to be the ground state ofthe system . In
the three-din ensional system at the orbial degeneracy point, how ever,
linear spin-wave theory leads to a gapless two-din ensional excitation
soectrum . This results in an apparent instability of the ordered state
at any nite tem perature B9], an outcom e that sounds at least counter—
Intuitive. A ctually, the problem is even m ore severe: a close Inspection
show s that the Interaction corrections to the orbiton excitations diverge
even at zero tem perature, m anifesting that the linear spin-w ave expan—
sion about a classical staggered orbital, N eellike, state is not adequate
In this case.

The origin of these problm s was recently clari ed in Refs.[61, 62].
By symm etry, there are only a nite number of directions (three equiva-—
lent cubic axes), one ofwhich w illbe selected by a staggered pseudospin
order param eter. Since this breaks only discrete symm etry, the exci-
tations about the ordered state must have a gap. A linear soin wave
theory fails however to give the gap, because Egs.(1.10),(111) acquire a
rotational sym m etry in the lim it of classical spins. This resuls in an In—

nite degeneracy of classical states, and an accidental pseudo G oldstone
m ode appears, which is however not a sym m etry property of the origi-
nalquantum m odels (1.10),(1.11). This arti cial gapless m ode leads to
Jow -energy divergencies that arise because the coupling constant for the
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Interaction between orbitons does not vanish at zero m om entum lm it,
as it would happen for a true G oldstone m ode. Hence the interaction
e ects are non-perturbative.

At this point the order from disorder m echanism com es again into
ply: a particular classical state is selected so that the uctuationsabout
this state m axin ize the quantum energy gain, and a nie gap in the
excitation spectra opens, because In the ground state of the system the
rotational invariance is broken. An orbitalgap ' A=2 in them odel
(110) has been estin ated In Ref. [62, 63], which has to be com pared
with the fill orbiton dispersion of 3A . Sim ilarly, the \cubic" m odel
w ith nearest-neighbor interactions show s long-range orbial order and
has an excitation gap " A [6l]. It should be noticed however, that
w hile ground state and gap issue In m odels (1.10),(1.11) arem ore or lss
settled, further studies are required to fully characterize the excitation
spectra. O fparticular interest are dam ping e ects, as we expect sub—
stantial nooherent features In the orbiton m odes because of the strong
Interaction between low -energy ( ) orbitons.

W hat can we leam from the exam ples above? The calculation of the
excitation spectrum in system sw ith orbital degeneracy is som ew hat In—
volved even in the half lled, insulating lim it. T his is due to the peculiar
frustration of superexchange interactions, which leads to nfrared diver—
gencies when linear spin wave theory is applied B9, 57, 59]. T hat such
divergencies occur in lowest order approxin ations is a universal feature
of ej-orbital m odels on cubic lattice {it re ects the special symm etry
properties of ej-orbital pssudospins. To calculate the excitation spec-
trum a m ore careful treatm ent of quantum e ects is then required.

Them ain m essage is that orbital ordering, unlke soin ordering, isnot
accom panied by a sin ple G oldstone m ode. R ather, collective orbiton
excitations always have a nie gap and we also expect a substantial
Incoherent dam ping over allm om entum space. T his distinct feature of
the orbionshasto bekept In m Ind forthe Interpretation ofexperim ental
data. O f course the precise way of how an orbiton gap is generated,
depends on the m odel, but an order from disorder scenario seem s to
be a rather comm on m echanian to resolve the frustration of classically
degenerate orbital con gurations. It is interesting to note that if one
takes Instead a sin ilar m odel but w ith long-range interaction, eg. the
classicalm odelw ith dipole-dipole interaction, the conclusion about the
Iongrange order m ight be m odi ed; it was shown in [64] that there is
no long-range order of the type shown in Fig. 12 In the dipolkem odel In
two—and three-din ensional system s.

A lthough this review focuses on eg-orbitaldynam ics, it is worthw hile
to m ention at this point that orbital frustration is n fact a very general
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Figure 1.8. Schem atic representation ofa hole in an orbital ordered ground state (a).
The occupied (em pty) orbitals are shown as lked (em pty) rectangles. The hole can
m ove eiftherw ithout disturbing the orbital order (o), orby creating orbitalexcitations
©).

property ofallorbital degenerate cubic perovskite com pounds, including
those w ith three-fold t,y orbital degeneracy. In this case the situation
is actually even m ore dram atic because the degeneracy of toy level is
larger [65], which enhances quantum e ects [66]. In addition to the frus-
tration that is present in the e4-system , there also exists the possibility
to form quantum singlets and resonating valence bonds am ong tpy or-
bials (see for the details Refs. b1, 67]). T herefore quantum tunneling
between di erent local orbital con gurationsm ay occur. T he cubic ti-
tanate LaT 0 3 is an outstanding exam ple: i was recently cbserved [68]
that orbitals In this M ott lnsulator ram ain disordered even at low tem —
perature, w hich can be explained by the form ation ofa coherent quantum
liquid state [67]. T he cubic vanadates are also Interesting in this respect,
although they are di erent because of the larger soin value. In this case
the soin-orbial frustration is again resolved by the order from disorder
m echanism w ith the help of low -din ensional orbital uctuations [69].

33. O rbitalcharge coupling, orbital polarons

W e tum now to doping e ects in m anganites and rst discuss the low
doping regin e. A doped hol in the M ott nsulator strongly interacts
w ith a variety of low -energy degrees of freedom , w hich leads to polaronic
e ects. In a pure spin-charget J m odel, as are used for the cuprates, a
hole breaks the soin bonds, and m ore In portantly, frustrates spin order
when it hops around. In m anganites, the presence of orbital degeneracy
brings about new degrees of freedom that controlthe dynam ics ofholes.
A s isdiscussed In detailin Ref.[bl, 52], there are In generaltwo channels
of orbitatcharge coupling. The rst one, that acts via the electron—
transfer term ofthe orbitalt J Ham iltonian [70], is very sin ilar to the
soin-charge coupling m entioned above. This interaction of holes w ith
orbital degrees of freedom changes the character of the hole m otion: the
scattering on orbital excitations lads to a suppression of the coherent



28

A

|

|

|

I

|
A

Figure 1.9. Polarization of ej—levels on sites next to a hole Bl]: Bond stretching
phonons and Coulom b interaction induce a splitting of energy = Phy M Here
the sphere indicates the location ofa hol M n** —on) adcent to a M n*" —on.
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Inthelmit J=t! 1 a coherent holem otion wih aq= 1 is recovered.
In contrasttothespint J problem In cuprates, theholem obility in this
Iin it is still possble due to the presence a sm allbut nite non-diagonal
hopping m atrix elem ents which do not conserve orbital pseudospin, see
Fig1l.8. Therefore the \string" e ect [71]that occurs in the spin m odel, is
Jess severe In the orbitalt J m odel. In the opposite Im it J=t ! 0, how —
ever, the holon quasiparticle weight is com pletely lost, which indicates
a strong scattering of holes on orbital uctuations, and the excitation
spectrum ofa doped hole show sonly a broad continuum in a m om entum
space. O n general grounds, it is also expected that m obike holeswill 11
in the orbiton gap, and w ill eventually destroy orbital order in a sim ilar
way as they m et spin order In cuprates.

It tums out, however, that the spatial anisotropy of ej-orbitals pro-
vides yet another, very important channel of orbitalcharge coupling
which is very speci c to the case of m anganites. Notice that, di erent
from the cuprates, holes ram ain localized up to rather high doping levels,
and at the sam e tin e Induce an isotropic ferrom agnetic state. The com —
plte breakdown ofm etalicity at hole concentrations below X 0:15
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— 02 occurs despite the fact that ferrom agnetian is fully sustained, and
is som etim es even stronger, in this regine [12, 72], which seem s very
surprising from the point of view a standard doubleexchange picture.
To explain this puzzle, the concept of orbital polarons was introduced
In Ref. B1l] and used for the low-doped m anganites In [34, 35]. W e
discussed the orbital polaron conospt in Section 2.1 for the purpose of
describing possbl orbial and charge ordering at fractional dopant con—
centrations, in the low doping regine. Here we treat this topic on a
som ew hat m ore theoretical level, also because orbital polaron form ation
can be viewed as a precursor for the orbial liquid state {these are com —
peting states{ that can occur in optin ally doped m anganites, which we
discuss In the follow Ing Section.

T he In portant point is that in an orbitally degenerate M ott-H ubbard
system there also exists a speci ¢ coupling between holes and orbitals
that stem s from the polarization of ej-orbitals in the neighborhood of a
hole. In thisway the cubic sym m etry at m anganese ions close to the hole
is lifted, see Fig. 1.9). The displacam ent of oxygen ions, the Coulomb
force exerted by the positively charged hol and hybridization of elec—
trons cause a splitting of orbital levels. This splitting is com parable in
m agniude to the kinetic energy ofholes so that the orbitathole binding
energy can be large enough for holes and surrounding orbitals to form
a bound state. For a given bond along the z direction the interaction
reads as H? = % n 1; ; This is precisely the new orbitalcharge
coupling channel which is of course absent In pure spin-charge m odels.
T he splitting of ey—-evels e ects all six sites surrounding a holk, and the
analogous expressions for x and y directions can easily be derived by a
rotation of the interaction Ham iltonian in orbital space. T he com plkte
orbitatcharge coupling H am iltonian for the cubic system is then

X he ()
Hch ob = n.T. "; (1.13)

w ith orbitalpseudospin operators given by Eq. (1.9). T he interactions in
Ham iltonian (1.13) describe the tendency of the system to form orbial
polarons. For low enough hole concentrations the polaron consist of a
bound state betw een a centralhole w ith surrounding e4-orbitals pointing
tow ards the hok as is shown In Fig. 1.10.

T he structure of the orbital polaron yields a large am plitude of vir-
tual excursions of e;—electrons onto the em pty site. T hus, besides m in—
In izing the interaction energy of Ham ittonian (1.13), the polaron also
allow s for a Iower kinetic energy. W e note that these virtual hopping
processes ocally enhance the m agnetic m om ents of core and ey—spins
via the doublexchange m echanism in all three directions and provide
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Figure 1.10. O rbital polaron in the strong-coupling lim it: Six ey— states point to-
wards a centralhole [B1].

a large e ective goin of the orbialpolaron. T his naturally explains the
developm ent of ferrom agnetic clisters experin entally observed at tem —
peratures above Tc at low doping lkevels [/3]. At nite hole densities
these clusters start to interact, thereby inducing a global ferrom agnetic
state. C karly, the orbial state of such a ferrom agnetic insulator m ust
be very com plex due to the presence of frozen-in orbital polarons. The
relevant m odelm ust contain the interactions given by both Egs. (1.13)

and (110) In a st step, and further be com plem ented by, at last, the
Coulomb forces between holes. It was suggested [B1l] that a such state
m ay have orbital/Jahn-Teller glass features, which reduces the long-
range com ponent of static Jahn-Teller distortions. The orbital excita—
tions are expected therefore to have a Jarge broadening in a m om entum

space. These issues clearly deserve m ore theoretical work, particularly
In the perspective of recent experin ental results on the ocbservation of
orbital excitations in m anganites @7], which hopefully can be extented
to the lightly doped ferrom agnetic lnsulator regin e.

T he form ation of an orbial polarons com petes w ith kinetic energy of
holes that tends to delocalize the charge carriers, but also com petesw ith
the uctuation rate / xtoforbitals: the faster the orbitals uctuate, the
Jess favorable it is to form a bound state In which orbitals have to give
up part oftheir uctuation energy. In otherwords, thebinding energy of
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the polaron decreases at higher doping levels. W hen this orbital polaron
picture is com bined w ith that of conventional Jattice polarons [74, 75],
the transition from ferrom agnetic m etal to ferrom agnetic insulator can
bewellexplained [B1].

O nce the orbialpolaron is form ed it w illbe trapped by even a weak
disorder. Near comm ensurate 1lings, say about 1/8, they may fom a
polaron superlattics, optin izing sin ultaneously the charge and orbial
con guration energies, as we discussed In section 2.1. Com m ensuration
through phase separation {which iscertainly relevant in m anganites [76]{
is also possbl, but we w ill not review this com plex issue here.

34. O rbital ligquids, anom alous transport

An alm ost universal feature of m anganites is that at higher doping
concentrations (around x 1=3) a ferrom agnetic m etallic state em erges.
In this section we discussthe orbital state and orbial uctuationsin this
regin e. T he appearance of a ferrom agnetic m etallic state is explained in
a fram ew ork ofdouble exchange physics [L3, 77, 78, 79]. But ifone takes
the doubl exchange m odel as the starting point to explain the proper—
ties of the m etallic state, it is quite surprising that in experim ent one

nds that the eg-electrons do not behave as conventional spin-polarized
carriers In a uniform ferrom agnetic phase at all. For such carriers one
expects that optical spectralweight is accum ulated into a low —frequency
D rude peak, but the weight of optical spectra in m anganites robustly
extends up to 1€V, even at very low tem peratures BO].

Thisexperin ental nding is rem arkable forat least two reasons. F irst,
the energy scale extends to the electron-volt range, which rules out a
purely phononic origin of the lncoherence; and second, the Incoherent
spectral weight is very lJarge in m agnitude, even at low tem peratures.

O ther experim ental studies show that collective aswellas local lattice
distortions are absent in m etallic m anganites at low tem perature, which
m ay be an indication that orbial uctuations are strong. Based upon
this observation, several authors [38, 81] attributed the Incoherent struc—
ture of the optical conductivity to the orbital degrees of freedom . W hile
the study Bl] isbased on a sin ple band picture, a m ore elaborate treat—
m ent of both orbital degeneracy and on-site correlations was suggested
In Ref. 38]. In thiswork the notion of an orbital liquid, which descrbes
a quantum disordered state of ej-quadrupole m om ents in m etallic m an—
ganites, was introduced. Such quantum disorder of orbitals is caused
by the m otion of holes which m ixes up dynam ically all possble orbial
con gurations.
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At rst glance this idea seam s to be very sim ilar to the conospt of
the m oving holes that cause spin disorder in cuprates. There are two
di erences, however. The rst one isthat in a ferrom agnetic system the
orbial superexchange Interactions are rather frustrated from the very
beginning and this actually favors the orbital liquid, as we discussed
previously. The e ective two-din ensionality of the pssudosoin uctua—
tions is, in fact, em phasized In [38] as an in portant disorderm echanian .
W hilke indeed enhancing quantum e ects, thise ect alone would stillnot
be su cient to destroy the pseudospin order, as one can see from the
behavior oforbialm odels discussed above. R ather, it acts cooperatively
w ith the frustrations induced by charge m otion. T he second, and m ost
In portant, di erence from cuprates is the strong tendency for holes in
m anganites to localize and form orbital/lattice polarons. It is the re-
stricted charge m obility that con nes the orbital liquid m etallic state of
m anganites to a rather am all region of the phase diagram .

T he optical conductiviy in them etallic phase ofm anganites hasbeen
calculated In Ref. B2], taking the idea of an orbital liquid as a starting
point. T he strongly correlated nature of the ey-electrons in the m etallic
systam can conveniently be accounted for by em ploying a slaveboson
representation of electron operators:

d = £ bi:

1

Here the orbial pseudospin is carried by fermm ionic orbitons f; , and
charge by bosonic holons b;. In com parison w ith other treatm ents of
the orbitalt J model 38, 70], this representation is m ost adapted to
describe the correlated Fem iliquid state of m anganites since it natu—
rally captures both the coherent and inooherent features of excitations.
The an all D rude peak as well as a broad optical absorption spectrum ,
that extends up to the bare bandw idth, are well reproduced by these
calculations. The physical picture is that the charge carriers scatter
strongly on the dynam ical disorder caused by the uctuations oforbital
bonds that are due to the correlated rotation of orbitals. T he fact that
the anom alous transport properties In the ferrom agnetic m etallic phase
can be described consistently, supports the validity of the orbitalHliquid
fram ew ork.

3.5. F luctuating bonds, m agnon anom alies

Finally, we discuss one m ore Interesting m anifestation of the orbital
uctuations in ferrom agneticm etallicm anganites. A ccording to the con—
ventional theory of doubl exchange, the spin dynam ics of the ferrom ag—
netic state is expected to be of nearest-neighbor H eisenberg type w ith a
sin ple cosine-like m agnon digpersion [B3]. T his picture seam s indeed to
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be reasonably accurate for m anganese oxides w ith high Curdie tem per-
ature Tc , ie., Oor com pounds w ith a ferrom agnetic m etallic phase that
is sustained up to rather high tem peratures B4]. Recent experin ental
studies on com pounds w ith low values of Tc indicate, however, m arked
deviations from this canonicalbehavior. Q uie prom inent in this respect
are m easuram ents of the spin dynam ics of the ferrom agnetic m anganese
oxide P1y43S1p37M nO 3 B5]. W hile the spin excitation spectra exhibit
conventional H eisenberg behavior at am allm om enta, the dispersion of
m agnetic excitations (m agnons) show s a curious softening at the bound-
ary ofthe B rillouin zone in the [1,0,0] and [L,1,0] direction but not in the
[1,1,1]direction. T he origin ofthisunusualsofftening hasbeen attributed
n Ref.[B6] to the low -energy orbital uctuations present in a \narrow —
band" m anganites. Let us brie vy explain the basic idea. The strength
of the ferrom agnetic interaction at a given bond strongly depends on
the orbital state of e;—electrons (see Fig. 1.11). A long the z direction,
for nstance, only electrons in d3,2 2 orbitals can hop between sites and
hence can participate In the doubleexchange processes, but the transfer
of d,2 2 electrons is blocked due to the vanishing overlap wih O -2p
orbitals located in-between two neighboring M n sites. Tem poral uctu-—
ations of ej-orbitals m ay thusm odulate the m agnetic exchange bonds,
thereby renom alizing the m agnon dispersion. A ctually, such an e ect
is a quite general property of orbitally degenerate system s; the sam e
kind of zoneboundary softening has been predicted in the insulating
KugelX hom skiim odelaswell @5, 58, 87].

Short-w avelength m agnons are m ost sensitive to these local uctua-
tions and are a ected m ost strongly. Q uantitatively the m odulation of
exchange bonds is controlled by the characteristic tim e scale of orbital

uctuations: if the typical frequency of orbital uctuations is higher
than the tim escale for sopin uctuations, the m agnon spectrum rem ains
m ostly unrenom alized. In this case the orbital state e ectively enters
the spin dynam ics only as a tin e average, w hich restores the cubic sym -
m etry ofexchange bonds. O n the other hand, iforbials uctuate slower
than soins, then the renom alization of the m agnon spectrum is m ost
pronounced and the anisotropy in posed upon the m agnetic exchange
bonds by the orbital degree of freedom com es into ply. A lso a dam p—
Ing of m agnons is then expected to occur, which m ay explain the large
broadening ofm agnons at the zone boundary.

W enote that them agnonsin [1;1;1] direction are sensitive to allthree
spatial directions of the exchange bonds; their dispersion therefore re—
m ainsuna ected by the localdynam ical sym m etry breaking induced by
low -din ensional orbital correlations. T his keads to a strong anisotropy
of m agnon renom alization e ects n a m om entum space: the [1;0;0],
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Figure 1.11. The ej-electron transfer am plitude, which controls the double-exchange
interaction Jp g, strongly depends on the orbital ordentation: along the z direction,
eg. ds,2 2 electrons (left) can hop into em pty sites denoted by a sphere, while the

transfer of d,2 2 electrons (rght) is forbidden [B6].

[L;1;0] directions are m ostly a ected, which is actually in agreem ent
w ith experim ent B5]. Them om entum and energy dependence ofm agnon
anom alies are in general very sensitive to the character of local orbital
correlations, and m ay therefore change w ith the evolution of underlying
orbial states. In other words, if the [0,0,1] m agnon m ode softens to
zero at the zone boundary, than this would signal the transition from
ferrom agnetic to the A -type antiferrom agnetic spin ordering.

The unusual m agnon dispersion experin entally observed in low -T¢
m anganites can hencebeunderstood asa precursore ect oforbital/lattice
ordering. W hilke the soffening of m agnons at the zone boundary is re—
sponsible for reducing the value of T , the an alkm om entum spin dynam —
ics that enters the spin-wave sti nessD rem ains essentially una ected.
This explains the enhancam ent of the ratio D =T¢ observed In low -T¢
com pounds [B8].

3.6. Sum m arizing rem arks

W e can state In general that quantum uctuations of orbital degrees
of freedom In m anganites are in portant and have to be taken into ac-
count In the explanation of various properties of these systam s. D egpite
(or even due to) the absence of the rotational sym m etry in the orbial
sector, profound non-classical behavior of orbitals can be caused by the
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frustrating nature of interactions in the orbital sector and by the strong
coupling of orbitals to doped holes.

W e did not discuss the consequences of electron-phonon coupling on
the orbial liquid state, so the question ariseshow phononswould change
the physics we discussed In this section. B reathing phonons, which are
certainly im portant for a charge localization, are actually in plem ented
In the above picture through the interaction in Eq. (113). In general
w e expect that the coupling ofthe orbitals to Jahn-Teller phonons coop—
erates w ith the superexchange process in establishing orbial order and
local orbital correlations. However, the fact that Jahn-Teller phonon
frequenciesm ay fall into the region of electronic orbiton energiesm akes
the problem very di cul to analyze, particularly at the proxin ity to
the lnsulatorm etal transition Which is, sin utaneously, an orbial solid—
liquid transitions) in the phase diagram ofm anganites.

4., O rbital order for x 1=2

In the phase diagram ofthem anganites F ig.1.1) there isan apparent
asymm etry between the case x < 1=2 and the case x > 1=2. At lower
doping levels ferrom agnetic states dom inate, one of which is m etallic,
and for high doping concentrations antiferrom agnetic insulating phases
dom nate. Exactly at x = 1=2 form ost m anganites a rather rem arkable
antiferrom agnetic (CE-type) charge-ordered insulating state is usually
realized. In section 42 we discuss the properties of m anganites at high
doping kevels and why they are so di erent from the system s w ith less
doped carriers. In the next section we describe the situation at half 1lling
and discuss the actual m echanian that lads to the CE-type (charme,
orbital and m agnetic) ordering in halfdoped m anganites.

4.1. H alfdoped m anganites

The halfdoped m anganites w th x = 1=2 are very particular. M ag—
netically these system s form ferrom agnetic zig—zag chains that are cou—
pld antiferrom agnetically (see FFig. 13 and Fig. 1.12) at low tem pera—
tures, the socalled m agnetic CE phase B]. T he ground state is, m ore—
over, an orbitally ordered and charge-ordered insulator. This behavior
is generic and is experim entally observed in Nd;_,Sr;_o,M nO3 B9, 90],
Pr_,Ca;o,MnO3 P1], La;_,Ca;,MnO3 P2, 93], Nd;»,Ca;oM nO 3 [P4]
and In thehalfdoped layered m anganite La;_,Srz_o,M nO 4 O5]. T he insu—
lating charge-ordered state can be transformm ed into a m etallic FM state
by application of an extemalm agnetic eld, a transition that is accom —
panied by a change in resistivity of several orders ofm agnitude B9, 96].
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Figure 1.12. D etailed view of the CE-phase in the x-y plane. W e choose our basis
orbitals such that the gray lobes of the shown orbitals have a negative sign. T he dots
at the bridge-sites represent a charge-surplus.

T he extraordinary properties of the halfdoped m anganites are due to

the com m ensurability ofthe doping level. T he disorder caused by orbial

uctuations can be quenched by m agnetic, lJattice and charge instabilities
that are m ost pronounced at this comm ensurate lling. The com bining
e ect of these three instabilities leads to an e ectively one-dim ensional
Insulating state, to the charge ordering and to the unusual m agnetic
ordering in these system s.

In the doublexchange fram ework electrons can only hop between
sites w ith FM aligned core—spins so that in the CE phase only hopping
processes w ithin the zig—zag chains are possible, rendering the system
e ectively one-din ensional for low -energy charge uctuations 97, 98].
Theunit cellofthe quasi-lD system containstwoM n atom s, one situated
at a comer site and one situated at a bridge-site, between two comers. A s
there are tw o orbitals per site, the cellhas In total four di erent orbitals,
and at half doping we have on average one electron per unit cell. The
topology of the electron hopping integrals between orbitals is shown in
Fig.1.13. T he im portant observation is that an electron that hops from
one bridge-site to anotherbridge-siteviaa k?> yicomerorbitalobtains
aphasefactor 1,whik ifthehopping takesplaceviaa BZ Ficomer—
orbital, the phasefactor is + 1. This phase factor can be viewed as an
e ective dim erization that splits the fourbands. T hese band%)are shown
In Fig.1.13, where there are two bandsw ith energy = t 2+ oosk,
w here k is the wave vector, and degenerate two dispersionless bands at
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Fjgulepl_.13. Left: Topology of the interactions in a zig—zag chain, where ty = =2,
tp = t 3=2, and U is the Coulomb interaction between electrons on the sam e site.
R ight: electron dispersion in the zig—zag chain ofthe CE phase forU = 0 (solid lines)
and electron dispersion In a straight chain, as in C phase (dashed lines).

zero energy. At x = % the Dband is fully occupied, and allother bands
are em pty. The systam is Insulating as the occupied and em pty bands
aresplitby agap = tand them noriy bandsw ith spin opposite to the
ferrom agnetic orientation of the chain (not shown) are about Jy higher
In energy (Jy is the Hund’s rmule exchange energy). The gap is very
robust as it is a consequence of the staggered phase-factor that itself is
f1lly determm ned by the topology ofthe system . In principle other quasi
1D m agnetic states, eg. antiferrom agnetically coupled ferrom agnetic
straight chains, are also possibl; they would corresoond to a state w ith
allorbitals oftheM n-siteseg. ofthe 3x®> ¥ type, instead ofaltemating
3x?> ¥ and 3y°* ¥ orbitals. But the presence of a gap stabilizes the
CEphase. Thism echanisn is equivalent to the situation in the lattice—
Pelerls problam , where the opening of a gap stabilizes a ground state
w ith a lattice deform ation. A n extra reason forthe stability ofthisphase
m aybe be the elastic nteractions R7, 28]. W e see the in portance of the
com m ensurability : forx > 1=2 the excess holes deplete the valence band,
reducing the e ect ofthe energy gain dueto the gap. O ne expectsthat in
this case otherm agnetic phases, that do not support such a gap, com pete
strongly w ith the CE phase. If on the other hand x < 1=2, the excess
ekectrons w ill enter in non-digpersive bands and would not contribbute to
the kinetic energy ofthe system and would thereby e ectively destabilize
the CE -phase. In fact it was argued that in this case the systam isphase
ssparated P8, 99, 100]. This agrees w ith the fact that the CE-phase
survivesin Py xCayM nO3 tox = 03.

Butwhy should the system organize itself nto a quasione-din ensional
state In the st place? It is rather cbvious that in a three-dim ensional
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state, w here there ism uch m ore freedom for an electron to m ove around,
the kinetic energy would be Iower. T he answer is that in them anganites
there are two com peting m agnetic interactions: the doubl exchange,
favoring ferrom agnetisn , and the superexchange, that is a driving force
for antiferrom agnetisn . The system can gain energy from both interac-
tions sim ultaneously w hen in som e direction antiferro. bondsare form ed,
and in other directions {ferro. bonds. E lctrons can then only propa—
gate along ferrom agnetic bonds because of the doubl exchange. This
m echanisn is especially e ective for system s w ith ey-orbitals and is in
fact quite comm on In the highly doped m anganites {we w ill discuss this
In the next section. The situation rem inds us of the order from disor-
der scenario In spin-orbitalm odels discussed in section 3.1: by form ing
di erent kinds of bonds {which is quite natural for spatially strongly
anisotropic ej-orbitals{ the system gains energy.

In the CE-phase only the elongated orbitals at the bridge site (the
3x? ¢ and 3y2 ¢ ones) are occupied (see Fig. 1.12). The reason
is that because of the sym m etry the orthogonal, planar orbitals on the
bridge sites do not have any overlap w ith orbitals at the comer sites
and in rst approxin ation do not interact w ith the rest of the system .
On the comer sites both orbitals are In principle partially occupied.
T he di erent orbial occupation on bridge and comer site {the orbital
order{ causes a lattice deform ation via the Jahn-Teller coupling, thereby
low ering the energy of the system still further.

Let us now discuss the consequences of electron-electron interactions
athalf Iling. In principle one expect that short range electronic density—
density interactions, that lead to the M ott mnsulator at zero doping,
have less In pact on physical properties w hen doping is increased, sin ply
because the density of electrons becom es am aller and the electrons do
not encounter each other very offen.

A s we pointed out above, the CE-phase is orbitally ordered, but
charge is hom ogeneously distributed between comer and bridge sites if
Coulom b interactions are neglected. It is well known that longerrange
Coulomb interactions (for instance a nearest neighbor interaction) can
cause charge ordering, especially at comm ensurate lling. A surprising
observation, however, is that the experim entally cbserved charge order
can be directly obtained from the degenerate doubleexchange m odel
when only the Coulomb Interaction (the Hubbard U ) between electrons
in di erent orbitals, but on the sam e site is lncluded [P8]. This can be
understood from the fact that in the band picture on the comer sies
both orthogonal orbitals are partially occupied, but on the bridge sites
only one orbital ispartially lled. T he on-site Coulom b interaction acts
therefore di erently on the comer and bridge sites: charge is pushed
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away from the e ectively correlated comer sites to the e ectively uncor—
related bridge-sites.

T he on-site Hubbard U thus lads to intersite charge digporoportion—
ation. Long-range Coulomb interactions w ill of course strengthen this
charge ordering, and the Jahn-T eller distortion, which lowers the on-site
energy of the bridge orbitalw ith respect to the comers, also contributes
to the ordering. W hereas the e ect 0ofU is to increase the ground state
energy w ith respect to the C-phase [101] which ism ade up of straight
ferrom agnetic chains), the longerrange Coulomb interactions w ill sta—
bilize the CE-phase. This indicates that there are several com peting
kinetic, potential and lattice contrdbutions to the total energy and that
one needs to consider these in detail to determ ine the actual phase dia—
gram [L02].

42. O verdoped m angan ites

Now we qualitatively discuss the role of orbital degrees of freedom in
the overdoped regine, x > 0:5. The m ain question is why the conven-—
tional doublk exchange, apparently responsble for the form ation of the
ferrom agnetic m etallic state for x 03 { 04, does not kad to such a
state In this case.

O ne reason m ay be the ©llow ng. U sually we ascribe ferrom agnetian
In doped system s to a tendency to gain kinetic energy by m axin al de—
Jocalization of doped charge carriers. T hese carriers are holes in lightly
dopedm anganiesx < 1, and electronswhen we starteg.from CaM nO 3
and substitute part ofC a by La or other rare earths, which corresponds
tox < 1 La; xCaxMnOs.

T here exist an in portant di erence betw een these tw o cases, how ever.
W hen we dope LaM nO 3, the orbital degeneracy in the ground state is
already liffed by orbial ordering, and in a rst approxin ation we can
consider the m otion of doped hols In a nondegenerate band. Then all
the standard treatm ent, eg. that of de Gennes [13], applies, and we
get the FM state. However, when we start from the cubicCaM nO 3, we
put extra electrons into em pty degenerate e;—levels, which form degen-—
erate bands. Therefore we have to generalize the conventional double—
exchange m odel to the case of degenerate bands. Thiswas done in [18],
and the outcom e is the follow ng: at relatively low electron concentra—
tion (x’ 1) the anisotropic m agnetic structures {C type (chain-like) or
A +4ype (ferrom agnetic planes stacked antiferrom agnetically) { are stabi-
lized, and only close to x 05 we reach the ferrom agnetic state. The
C phase occupies larger part of the phase space. The resulting the-
oretical phase diagram [L8] is In surprisihgly good agreem ent w ith the
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properties ofNd; »Sr M nO 3 [103] .n which there exist the A -type \bad
m etal" phase for 0:52 < x < 065 and Cphase for x > 0:65.

A sinpl qualitative explanation of this tendency is the follow ing.
W hen we start from CaM nO 5 with M n** (tgg)—jons and dope it by elec—
trons, we put electrons into e;bands. Them axinum energy we can gain
is to put these electrons at the bottom of corresponding bands, so that
one has to m ake these bands as broad as possibl. But due to a speci ¢
character of the overlap of di erent ey-orbitals in di erent directions,
the bottom ofthe bands coincides for di erent types of orbitals: one can
easily check that if we m ake all the orbitals eg. 3z? 7, the energy

k) at the —point k = 0 will be the sam e as for the bands m ade of
&> V)-orbitals. A ctually i isa consequence of the degeneracy ofey—
orbitals in cubic crystals: the symm etry at the -point should coincide
w ith the point sym m etry of local orbitals, ie. at k = 0 the energies of
the 3z2 Z-band and of the (x2 yz) one, or of a band m ade of any
linear com binations thereof of the type (1), should coincide.)

But according to the doubleexchange m odel electrons can m ove only
if Jocalized m om ents (g—spins) of the corresponding sites are ordered
ferrom agnetically (@tfhough without doping, in CaM nO3 x = 1), the
m agnetic ordering is antiferrom agnetic G ype)). Now , if we m ake the
band eg. out of (x> )-orbitals, the band dispersion would have the
formm

k) = 2t (cosk + cosky) 1.14)

ie. the electrons In thisband m ove only in the xy-plane, but there isno
dispersion in the z-direction. T herefore to gain full kinetic energy it is
enough to m ake this plane ferrom agnetic, and the ad-pcent planesm ay
wellrem an antiparallel to the rst one. But this is just the A typem ag—
netic structure (ferrom agnetic planes stacked antiferrom agnetically). In
this state we gain the sam e energy as in a fully ferrom agnetic state
(because the position of the bottom of the band is the sam ), but lose
less exchange energy of localized tg-electrons, because two out of six
bonds for each M n are still antiferrom agnetic. The sam e applies also
to the C+type ordering, where four out of six bonds are antiferrom ag—
netic. This explains why in the case of doubl exchange via degenerate
orbitals {realized in overdoped m anganites{ predom inantly these partly
ferrom agnetic @ -type and C-type) occur Instead of full ferrom agnetic
ordering.

N ote that in this case the electron occupy predom hantly (2 ¥)-
states (or 3z? P-states In case of C-type ordering). A coordingly
there w ill be a corresponding lattice distortion (com pression along c-
axis, c=a < 1, for the A type structure, and c=a > 1 forthe C -type one).
But we want to stress that these are, strictly speaking, not the localized
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orbitals, but rather the bands of corresponding character. W hether we
should call it orbial ordering, is a m atter of convention (usually this
termm inology is applied to the case of localized orbitals). In any case, the
feature m entioned above (R2, 23]), that due to higherorder e ects, In
particular Jattice anham onicity, only locally elongated M €0 g-octahedra
are observed In practice, is valid only for orbital ordering of localized
orbitals, and i is In general not true for the band situation considered
here.

T hus the doubl exchange via degenerate orbialsm ay quie naturally
lead to anisotropic m agnetic structures @ -type or C-type): we gain
by that the full kinetic energy w ithout being forced to sacri ce all the
exchange interaction of localized electrons f(part of the bonds rem ain
antiferrom agnetic) . W hich particular state w illbe stable at which part
of the phase diagram , is determm ined by the com petition between these
temm s, kinetic energy versus exchange energy, w ith the electron energy
depending on the band 1lling and sensitive to the density of states for
the corresponding band.

T here are several factors w hich can com plicate thispicture. T hus, one
m ay In principle get in this case canted states, and not the fully saturated
A —orC —type structures [18, 104]. T herem ay also appear inhom ogeneous
phasessparated states. T he possibility of the charge ordering (€g. In
the form of stripes) was also not considered in [18]. But altogether it
show s that the conventional doubleexchange picture should bem odi ed
ifdouble-exchange goes via degenerate orbitals, and the overall tendency
w hich results due to this is that not the sin ple ferrom agnetic state, but
m ore com plicated m agnetic structures m ay be stabilized, which agrees
w ith the general tendency observed in experin ent. T his factor m ay be
In portant In explaining the strong qualitative asym m etry of the phase
diagram of m anganies for x < 05 (underdoped) and x > 05 (over—
doped) regim es.

Tt is very interesting that stripes (and possbly bistripes) were ob-
served In overdoped m anganites [14, 15], notably in La; xCayM nO 5 for
X = % and x = %. O rbital degrees of freedom seem to play an in por—
tant role In their fom ation as well. The structure of the stripe and
bistripe phases, see F ig. 114, resem bles som ew hat that ofthe CE phase
atx = 1=2.

T he physicalm echanisn of the stripe form ation in m anganites could
In principkbe sin ilar to that involred in the cuprates [L05], ie. coupling
between charge and spoin degrees of freedom . In m anganites, how ever,
stripes are usually form ed at tem peratures above those of m agnetic or-
dering. Aswe see from Fig.1.14, stripesin thiscase also in ply a speci ¢
orbial ordering. W e m ay think that orbital degrees of freedom and the
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Figure 1.14. Left: singlke stripes (\W igner crystal'). R ight: paired stripes, or

bistripes in La; xCaxMnOs3 Hrx = 2. Mn*" ions denoted by O and M n*" ions

3
by 8,1 .

corresponding Jattice distortions strongly contribute to the very form a-—
tion of stripes. O ne can indeed show that the states w ith a particular
orbial orientation attract another, which can provide a m echanisn for
stripe form ation R8]. A sa resul, depending on the values ofparam eters,
both the single and paired stripe phasesm ay be stabilized in overdoped
m anganites due to this e ect R7] that heavily relies on the presence of
orbial degrees of freedom .

5. C onclusions

In conclusion we can only repeat that orbitale ectsplay a very in por—
tant role In the physics ofm anganites, and also in m any other transition
m etal oxides. Together wih charge and spin degrees of freedom they
determ ine all the rich variety of the properties ofm anganies in di erent
doping regions. O roital e ects also play a very in portant rolke in dis—
ordered phases, determ Ining to a large extent their transport and other
properties.

An In portant recent achievem ent in this eld is the developm ent ofa
m ethod to directly study orbital ordering using resonant X -ray scatter-
ing [L06]. Thism ethod was successfiilly applied to a num ber ofproblem s
In m anganies [12, 10, 107, 108] aswell as to several other system s. And
although there is still a controversy as to the detailed m icroscopic ex—
planation of these cbservations [109, 110, 111, 112], thism ethod w illbe
de niely of great use In the future.

A nother interesting new developm ent is the observation of orbial ex—
citations in LaM nO 3. And although m any questions here still rem ain
unclear, the recent experim entalprogressw illde nitely open a new chap-—
ter in the study of orbital e ects in oxides, in particular in m anganites.
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In our review we left out several e ects for which orbital degrees of
freedom also may play an in portant role, eg. phase ssparation [113]
or short—range correlations above the ferrom agnetic ordering tem pera—
ture [114, 115, 116]. A1l these problm s are now under active nvesti-
gation, and the results w illde nitively shed new light on the physics of
m anganies, lncliding the phenom enon of colossal m agneto-resistance.
In summ ary, we see that the eld of orbital physics is still capabl of
producing in portant new results, and som etin es {surprises.
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