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Thetheoreticalstudy ofspin di�usion in double-exchangem agnetsby m eansofdynam icalm ean-

�eld theory is presented. W e dem onstrate thatthe spin-di�usion coe�cient becom es independent

ofthe Hund’scoupling JH in the range ofparam eters JH S � W � T,W being the bandwidth,

relevantto colossalm agnetoresistive m anganites in the m etallic part oftheir phase diagram . O ur

study revealsa closecorrespondenceaswellassom ecounterintuitivedi�erencesbetween theresults

on Bethe and hypercubic lattices.O urresultsare in accord with neutron scattering data and with

previoustheoreticalwork forhigh tem peratures.

PACS num bers:72.10.-d,72.15.Lh,75.30.V h,75.40G b

Spin di�usion dom inates the low-!,low-k excitation

spectrum ofa m agnetin itsparam agneticstateand con-

tainsim portantinform ation aboutthespin dynam ics.In

thepast,spin di�usion wasstudied intensively in Heisen-

berg system s and,recently,has been investigated both

theoretically and experim entally for strongly-correlated

itinerantm agnets.1,2,3 The currentgrowth ofinterestin

spintronicsrequiresunderstanding how localspinsrelax

through their interactions m ediated by itinerantcharge

carriersratherthan through theirdirectinteractionswith

each other.4 Am ong such system sare the colossalm ag-

netoresistive(CM R)m anganiteswhich areferrom agnetic

m etalsin alargepartoftheirphasediagram .5 Recentsys-

tem aticneutron scattering experim entson theferrom ag-

netic CM R m aterialsrevealed a peak centered at! = 0

associated with the spin di�usion. This peak was also

seen below theorderingtem peratureindicatingelectronic

inhom ogeneity with regionshaving lowerTc’s.

In this Letter we present a com prehensive, self-

consistent,m icroscopic calculation ofspin di�usion ap-

plying dynam ical m ean-�eld theory (DM FT) to the

double-exchange(DE)m odel. W e dem onstrate thatthe

spin-di�usion coe�cientDs isrelated to thelocalsingle-

particleG reen’sfunction and can beevaluated asa func-

tion ofdoping and tem perature.O urresultsagreequan-

titatively with neutron scatteringdataon m anganitesfor

a range ofdoping concentrations. Thus,our approach

createsa fram ework for the self-consistentstudy ofdif-

fusive spin dynam ics in m any realm aterials,including

m agnetically doped sem iconductors.

Following the general hydrodynam ic argum ents of

Ref.6,we write the generalized susceptibility ofa para-

m agnetforlow energiesand long wavelengthsas

�(q;!)’ �(q)
D sq

2

� i! + Dsq
2
; (1)

which through the uctuation-dissipation theorem

gives the neutron-scattering dynam icalstructure factor

S(q;!)’ 2[nB (!)+ 1]Im �(q;!),where�(q)isthestatic

susceptibility atwave-vectorq and nB (!)= [e!=T � 1]�1 .

W e take �h = kB = 1 throughout this paper. Further,

the generalized susceptibility can be related to the spin

current-currentcorrelation function using the dispersion

relations7 and the continuity equation @S�(r;t)=@t =

� rij
�
i (r;t):

�(q;!)= �
q2a2

!2

�

�(q;!)� �(q;0)

�

; (2)

where �
��

ij (q;!) = � i
R

dtei!t�(t)h[j
�y

i (q;t);j
�

j (q;0)]i

is the retarded current-current correlation function8,

j�i (q;t)isthe ith com ponentofthe spin currentforthe

�-spin projection, i = 1:::d, d is the dim ensionality,

and a isthe lattice constant.W e usethe isotropy ofthe

spinsabove Tc and assum e the isotropy ofrealspace to

suppresstheindicesin �
��

ij (q;!)= �(q;!)��� �ij.Com -

bining Eqs. (1)and (2)in the q;! ! 0 lim it,we write

the Einstein relation between the spin-di�usion coe�-

cient and the spin conductivity �s (which in generalis

distinctfrom the particleconductivity)as

D s� = �s = � a
2 lim
!! 0

Im [�(0;!)]

!
; (3)

where � = �(q = 0). These expressionsare generaland

do notdepend on the m icroscopicm odel.

W e now considerthe DE m odelwith Ham iltonian

H = � t
X

hiji�

�

c
y

i�
cj� + H.c.

�

� 2JH

X

i

Si� si ; (4)

wheretisthe nearest-neighborkinetic energy,JH isthe

Hund’s coupling between the localM n3+ S = 3=2 spin

and the electronic spin s = cy �̂�c�=2,and �̂ are the

Paulim atrices. To describe the m ultitude ofphases in

m anganites requires that the orbital,phonon,or Jahn-

Teller term s be included in the above m odel.9 How-

ever,the m agnetic properties ofthese m aterials in the

m etallic part oftheir phase diagram ,such as the m ag-

netic excitation spectrum and the ferrom agnetic transi-

tion tem perature,10,11,12 arequantitativelywelldescribed

by the m odel in Eq. (4). Therefore, such a m odel

m ustbealso capableofdescribing spin di�usion in these

system s.13 Regardlessofm odi�cationsofthe DE m odel
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needed to describe a particularrealsystem ,elucidating

the dynam ic properties ofthis basic m odelofstrongly-

correlated itinerantm agnetsisan im portanttask on its

own.

W ithin the DE m odelthere is no direct interaction

between the local spins. Thus, the total on-site spin

Stotl = Sl+ sl com m uteswith the exchange partofEq.

(4)and thespin currentcan beexpressed in term sofelec-

tronic operatorsonly:14 j�i (q)=
P

k
vi
k
c
y

k;
�̂��ck�q;� =2,

where vi
k
= r i"k and "k = � 2t

P d

i= 1
coskia. This is

sim ply anotherway ofsaying thatelectronsm ediate the

m agneticrelaxation processesin an itinerantsystem .

The physicalsituation relevant to m anganites corre-

spondsto strong Hund’scoupling JH S � W . Since the

characteristic relaxation tim e for the electronic spin is

shortand the spin relaxation isessentially local,pertur-

bativeapproachestothespin di�usion15 areinapplicable.

Therefore,we em ploy DM FT,which takesinto account

thelocaldynam icsin strongly-correlatedsystem sand has

been successfully applied to a num ber ofproblem s.16,17

UsingDM FT alsosim pli�esourproblem signi�cantlybe-

cause the higher-order diagram s in the current-current

correlation function ofEq.(3),often referred toasvertex

corrections,areidentically zero within thisapproach.16

Thus,to evaluate the spin-di�usion coe�cientwe ap-

ply the standard M atsubara form alism to Eq. (3)using

the abovede�nition ofthe spin current:

D s�

a2
=
�

2

X

k

(vik)
2

Z 1

�1

d�Ak(�)
2

�

�
@n(x)

@x

�
�
�
�
x= �

�

;(5)

where k and � are the internal m om entum and fre-

quency of the \bubble" diagram , respectively. Here

vi
k
= 2tsinkia,A k(�)= � (1=�)Im Gk(�)istheelectronic

spectralfunction,n(�) = [e(���)=T + 1]�1 is the Ferm i

function,and � isthe chem icalpotential.

TheDM FT im posesaspecialform oftheG reen’sfunc-

tion in which theself-energy isk-independentand isde-

�ned from a self-consistency condition speci�ed below.

W ithin theDM FT param etersofthe m odelarerescaled

such that�t= t
p
z is�niteasthedim ensionality d ! 1 ,

where z = 2d is the num ber ofnearest neighbors.16 In

the following
p
2�tissetto unity. G enerally,the d = 1

lim itiswellde�ned forBetheand hypercubiclatticege-

om etries. W hile the sem icircular electronic density of

states (DO S) ofthe Bethe lattice is convenient for cal-

culations,the Bethe lattice itselflacksthe translational

invarianceand inversion sym m etry im plicitly used to ob-

tain Eq.(5).Thus,itisim portantto determ inewhether

the resultson the Bethe lattice areequivalentto the re-

sults on the hypercubic lattice,which is free from such

de�ciencies.Sincem any problem shavebeen studied us-

ingtheBethelattice,16 thiscom parison willhavean even

broadersigni�canceforthe DM FT in general.

W e briey sketch here the DM FT equations for the

DE m odel.10,18 Since the self-energy is local, one can

change G k(E ) ) G "(E ) = [E � " � �(E )]�1 , and
P

k
)

R

d"�0("),where "= "k,and �B0 (")=
p
2� "2=�

and �H0 (")= exp(� "2)=
p
� arethebareDO S’sforBethe

and hypercubic lattices,respectively. The properties of

thesystem areobtained from thelocalG reen’sfunction:

g(E )=

Z

d"
�0(")

E � "� �(E )
; (6)

where the self-energy isde�ned from �(E )= g
�1
0 (E )�

g�1 (E ), rem iniscent of the Dyson equation, where

g
�1
0 (E ) is the \W eiss" function containing the dynam ic

inuence ofthe environm enton a given localsite. The

solution ofthesingle-siteproblem providesa relation be-

tween g0(E ) and �(E ).10,16 In the param agnetic state

and in the quasiclassicallim itS � 1,such a relation is

particularlysim ple:10 �(E )= (JH S)
2g0(E ),which yields

g(E )=
�(E )

(JH S)
2 � �(E )2

: (7)

Togetherwith Eq.(6),thisgivesa self-consistentcondi-

tion for�(E )org(E ).

W e now com pare the Bethe and hypercubic solution

forthe single-particle properties. Fig. 1 showsthe evo-

lution oftheinteracting DO S N (!)= � (1=�)Im g(!)for

severalvalues ofJH S. The band splits as JH increases

and both lattice geom etriesexhibitthe sam e qualitative

behavior.SincethehypercubicDO S isexpected to have

in-gap states,one m ay ask whether the m etal-insulator

transition is wellde�ned fora half-�lled band. W e �nd

thatthe band splitting in the Bethe and hypercubiclat-

ticeshappensatthesam ecriticalvalue(JH S)c = 1=
p
2.

At the transition,the im aginary part ofthe self-energy

at ! = 0 vanishes and the realpart diverges. As a re-

sult, N (! = 0) is exactly zero for JH > JcH and the

m etal-insulatortransition for the half-�lled band in the

hypercubicgeom etry iswellde�ned.19 Atsm allenergies,

N (!) / e�(J H S)
4
=!

2

vanishes quite abruptly.20 In con-

trast,the\outer" tailsoftheupperand lowerbandsbe-

haveverysim ilartothe\bare"G aussian form .Notethat
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FIG .1: Interacting D O S N (!)for severalvaluesofJH S for

theBethe(solid lines)and hypercubic(dashed lines)lattices.
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forJH S >
� 1,theform ofN (!)foreach subband israther

insensitiveto the furtherincreaseofJH .

W e now rewrite Eq. (5) for the spin-di�usion coe�-

cientwithin the DM FT:

D s�

a2
=

1

2z

Z 1

�1

d�

�

�
@n(x)

@x

�
�
�
�
x= �

��
1

b
�

@

@b

�

Â(�);(8)

where b = � Im �(�) andÂ(�) =
R

d"�̂�0(")A "(�) with

�̂�0(") being the \current" DO S de�ned from the trans-

form ation
P

k
sin2 kia )

R

d"�̂0(").
21 For the hypercu-

bic lattice �̂H0 (") = �H0 (")=2 while for the Bethe lattice

�̂B0 (")= (2� "2)�B0 (")=3.To obtain Eq.(8)weused the

relation A "(�)
2 = [1=b� @=@b]A"(�)=2�. Since the spin

conductivity is proportionalto the correlation function

oftwo spin currents,each scaling ast� 1=
p
z,the pref-

actorin Eq. (8)contains1=z.Thism eansthatdD s� is

�nite asd ! 1 ,sim ilarto theparticle conductivity.22

In the m anganites,the Curie tem perature Tc ism uch

sm aller than either the Hund’s coupling or the band-

width,in agreem entwith DM FT and M onteCarlocalcu-

lationsfortheDE m odel.10,23 Therefore,allrealistictem -

peraturesarem uch sm allerthan the bandwidth T � W

and thederivativeoftheFerm i-function in theintegrand

of Eq. (8) should be replaced by a �-function at the

chem icalpotential. Then,com bining Eq. (8) with the

speci�cform oftheDO S’sforthe Bethe and hypercubic

lattices,one arrivesat:

D s�z

a2
=

8

><

>:

1

6�

�

2�
g
00

b
(2� 2b2 � f2)� fg0

�B

�= �
;

1

4�

�

2�
g
00

b
(1� 2b2)� 2fg0

�H

�= �
;

(9)

where g0 = Reg(�),g00 = Im g(�),and f = � � Re�(�).

Thus,the spin-di�usion coe�cientis expressed through

thelocalelectronicG reen’sfunction and self-energy only.

Fig. 2 presentsD s� asa function ofthe electronic con-

centration n for severalJH S. As n varies from 0 to 1,

the chem icalpotentialsweepsfrom ! = � 1 to ! = 0 in

Fig. 1. The resultsare very sim ilarin both geom etries

and becom e independentofJH S asJH S ! 1 with the

m axim um located at n = 0:5. In the lim it JH S � 1,

Eq. (9) yields a num ericalvalue for this m axim um in

D s�z=a
2: 5=6�(= 0:265) and 0:292 for the Bethe and

hypercubic case,respectively.Thisdem onstratesa close

quantitative correspondence between the results in the

Bethe and hypercubic lattices,which justi�esthe use of

the form erdespite the concernsoutlined earlier. An in-

terestingfeatureappearsin theresultsforthehypercubic

lattice asn ! 0.Instead ofvanishing,the spin-di�usion

coe�cienttendstoa�nitelim itDs�z=a
2 = 1=4�(JH S)

2,

shown by circlesin Fig.2.24

In the high-tem perature lim itT � JH S � 1 Eq. (8)

yields the result D s� � 1=T obtained previously using

a Tchebyche� bounds (TB) form alism .25 Num erically,

(D D M F T
s =D T B

s )B ethe = 40
p
2=9�3=2 = 1:13 agree very

closely aswell.

It is interesting to analyze our results in the context

ofCM R m aterials. The superexchange (SE)interaction

00.250.50.751
n

Hypercubic

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
n

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

D
s
 χ

 z
 /

 a
2

Bethe

J
H 

S=0.5

J
H 

S=1.0

J
H 

S=3.0

J
H 

S=0.5

J
H 

S=1.0

J
H 

S=3.0

FIG .2:D s�z=a
2
versusn forseveralJH S fortheBethe(solid

lines)and hypercubic (dashed lines)lattices.

isoften discussed5 asnecessary to correcttheDE m odel.

W ithin DM FT,the SE coupling JSE m ustscale as1=z.

Com bining thiswith the resultofRef. 1 one �nds that

D SE
s / 1=z3=2 issuppressed in com parison with the DE

resultD s / 1=z.Thisalsoservesasadem onstration that

the DE m odelcannotbe sim ply reduced to an e�ective

Heisenbergm odel.In areald = 3 m aterialtheroleofSE

isfurtherreduced by the sm allnessofJSEij � t2=JH S in

com parison with thekineticenergy � xt.Therefore,the

DE m ustdom inatethespin di�usion and onecan expect

our results to be valid notonly for the m etallic partof

theCM R phasediagram (x = 0:22::0:5 forLa1�x CaxO 3,

n = 1� x in Fig.2)butalso forthe ferrom agneticinsu-

lating phase (x � 0:22).26 O fcourse,in the lim itx ! 0

DE willdim inish and the SE willdom inate. Also,the

criticalscaling in the m ixed phase 0 < x < 0:12 (with a

m ixture ofantiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic orders)

can bestrongly m odi�ed.27 Thesecasesrequireseparate

consideration. At x � 0:5 charge ordering prevents the

DE m echanism from being operative.

A system atic neutron scattering study ofthe m etal-

lic m anganites recently focused on spin di�usion.3 The

width ofthe observed peak in S(q;!) centered at ! =

0 scales as �q2, where � = 2Ds. Experim ental re-

sults taken at T exp(x) ’ 1:1Tc(x), where Tc(x) is the

Curietem peraturefora given holeconcentration x,give

� = 15 � 30 m eV�A 2. To com pare our results to ex-

perim ents we use z = 6 and a = 3:87 �A.But keep in

m ind that spin di�usion persists below the transition

pointand that,atleastfortheexperim entally accessible

wave-vectors,thecorrelationlength saturatesatabout20
�A.Thisim pliesthatlocalm agneticcorrelationsaresup-

pressed by electronic inhom ogeneities,which are prob-

ably associated with the localcharge ordering.3 So for

sim plicity,we take the susceptibility in the Curie form

�exp = S0(S0+ 1)=3T �,where S0(x)= S + (1� x)=2 is

an averageon-sitespin and T � = T exp(x)isknown from

Ref.3.Fig.3 showsthe theoreticaldata forD s�=a
2 for

JH S � 1 from Eq. (9)asa function ofx togetherwith
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FIG .3: D s�=a
2 as a function ofx. Experim entalvalues of

D s are from Fig. 5 ofRef.3,�
exp

is described in the text,

theoreticalresultsare from Eq.(9)forJH S � 1.

experim entalD exp
s �exp=a2.W enotehere,thatthetheo-

reticalcurvesin Fig. 3 are virtually independentofthe

actualvalue ofJH S for JH S >
� 1. This �gure dem on-

stratesa rem arkable agreem entbetween the experim en-

taland theoreticalresults,which containsno �tting pa-

ram eters.Furtherim provem entoftheagreem entcan be

sought,forexam ple,from taking into accountthesecond

eg band which would e�ectively reduceJH =W .13

Sincevariousotherexperim entsalso indicatethepres-

enceoflocalinhom ogeneitiesin CM R system s,28 wepro-

pose the following analysis. As q decreases,long-range

m agneticcorrelationsm ustdom inate�(q)and them ag-

netic correlation length m usteventually exceed the size

ofthelocalpolaronicdistortions.So ata �xed tem pera-

turecloseto Tc,�
exp(q)willincreaseand therewillbea

system aticdecreasein theobserved valueofD exp
s � 1=�.

This set ofm easurem ents would provide further infor-

m ation aboutm agnetic correlationswithin the inhom o-

geneitiesin CM R system s.

In conclusion,wehavepresented aself-consistentstudy

of the spin-di�usion in the double-exchange m agnets

within the fram ework ofDM FT.This non-perturbative

approach allowsusto calculate the spin-di�usion coe�-

cientatany tem perature down to a transition point. A

good agreem ent with the experim ents in the ferrom ag-

netic CM R m anganitesand earlierwork isfound. Alto-

gether,thisprovidesa new insightinto the dynam icsof

strongly-correlated itinerantm agnets.
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