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A bstract

A doubl exchange m odel for degenerate ey orbitals w ith intra— and interorbital
Interactions has been studied for the electron doped m anganites A; x BxM nO; x >
05). W e show that such a m odel reproduces the cbserved phase diagram and orbial
ordering in the Interm ediate bandw idth regim e and the Jahn-Teller e ect, considered
to be crucial for the region x < 0:5, does not play a m apr roke in this region. B rink
and K hom skiihave already pointed this out and stressed the relevance ofthe anistropic
hopping across the degenerate ey orbitals in the in nite Hund’s coupling lim it. From
a more realistic calculation wih nite Hund’s coupling, we show that inclusion of
Interactions stabilizes the C -phase, the antiferrom agneticm etallic A -phasem oves closer
to x = 035 whilk the ferrom agnetic phase shrinks. T his is In agreem ent w ith the recent
observations of K ajm oto et. al. and Akin oto et. al.

PACS Nos. 7530Et, 7530V n

T he perovskite m anganites have been at the centre of attention fl,[3] recently as system s
likePn , CayM nOs3,La; x CayM no 3, exhibit colossalm agnetoresistance CM R).Thess two
extensively studied system s have relatively low bandw idths. T he observation of CM R even
in the w ider bandw idth m aterials ke Pr; , S5M nOs;Fland Nd; , SpMnO; orx 05[]
have prom pted a series of carefiill experin entalwork on the m agnetic phase diagram ofallof
these system s particularly in the region x 05 (the so called ekectron doped regime). This
region show s a rich variety ofm agnetic and orbital ordering and only recently the system atics
of the phase diagram w ith exterally controlled bandw idth have begun to em erge 1.

In their study of Pn x SLMnO s, Kajmoto et. al[§] have summ arized the nature of
m agnetic ordering for a series of m anganites having di erent bandw idths Figl in ref[p]).
They observe that there is no CE phase in many of these system s and the sequence of
phases In the elctron doped region for m oderate to large bandw idth system s ollow s the
order ferrom agnetic ) ! A-type antiferrom agnetic AFM ) ! C-typeAFM and nally to
G tpe AFM phase. The F phase close to x = 05 is very narrow and survives for system s
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w ith bandw idths above P sSrsM nOs (g, I LaygsNdys): x S M nO 3 there isa snall
sliver of F' m etallic phasef§] ) . A -phase exists in a am all region while the C -phase covers the
w idest region In the phase diagram . The general trend is that w ith decreasing bandw idth
the F-phase reduces, A phase m oves closer to x = 05 whilke the C-phase grows. It is also
cbserved that the gradualbuilding of AFM correlations, starting from x = 0:5, is preem pted
by the orbitalordering in the A and C phasesf[], [B]. T here doesnot seem to be any convincing
evidence in favour of phase separation in this region [{1.

In the absence of Jahn-Teller (JT ) splitting the two e; orbitals ofM n ion are degenerate.
ThedopedmanganiteR; y A;MnOs; hasy= 1 x number ofelectrons in the ; orbitals and
the 1Iling, therefore, ZIS% . In the foregoing, we restrict ourselves to the region x 05 ie.,
y 05. At thex = 1 end, the band is em pty and the physics is govemed entirely by the
exchange between the t,y electrons In the neighbouring sites. O n doping, the kinetic energy
of electrons in the g; levels begin to compete with the AF superexchange (SE) between
neighbouring t,y spins via Hund’s coupling and this leads to a rich variety of m agnetic and
orbial structures. A m odel Incorporating this physics has recently been proposed by B rink
and K hom skii§] herenafter referred to asBK).

ThemodelBK used for the electron-doped m anganites contains three tem s

X X X
H = Jar SiSy Ju Sy t,;sd ;o @)
< ijp> i <ijp> ;;

The rst temm represents the AF exchange between %y spins, the second tem is the
Hund’s coupling between t,y and e; spins at each site and the third one provides hopping
between the two orbitalsfld] ( ; take values 1 and 2 ford,e: y2 and ds,2 .2 orbitals, corre-
sponding to the choice ;= 0 in Ref.[[]]).

The existence of the degenerate ; orbitals with the asymm etric hopping integrals t;
makes (1) very di erent from the usual DE modell]l. BK treated the %, spins quasi
clssically and Jy was set to In nity. Canting in the x—z plane was included through the
e ective hoppings §, = toos( x,=2) and t, = toos( ,=2):Here , () is the angle between
nearest neighbour t,y soins in the x-y plane (z-direction). The superexchange energy per
state, then, isEgg = J“TSS (2cos «y + 0s ;): At this Jevel of approxin ation, the prob-
Jem reduces to solving the 2 2 m atrix equation JE J= 0 for a system of soinless
ferm ions and m inin izing the totalenergy w ith respect to 4, and ,:In the uncanted state,

xy= 2= 0pliesF phase, ,,= .= G-Hype = and ,=0Ctypeand ,,=0
and ,= A-typeAFM phases.

Rem arkably, the phase diagram obtained by BK bassd on such sim plifying assum p—
tions indeed shows the di erent m agnetic phases seen expermentally In Nd , Sp;M nO;
and Pn , SpM nO; In the region x > 05 although the G phase, expected for the nearly
anpty band (o= to x = 1) and the F state at Jar ! 0 were, however, not recovered.
The Iim it of in nite Hund’s coupling which BK worked w ith is som ew hat unphysical for the
m anganites considered [[7, [3,[I4]. In a m ore realistic treatm ent P ai[l§] considered the lin it
of nite § and sucoeeded In recovering the G and F phases.

From these results BK argue that the degeneracy of ; orbitals and the anisotropy of



hopping are crucial and the JT e ect not quite as relevant since the number of JT centres
is low in the range of doping considered. The e ect of disorder, com pltely ignored In this
m odel, does not seem to play a m apr rok in the m agnetic phase diagram [L§].

N either of the treatm ents 0of BK and Pai Include the interactions present in the system,
nam ely the inter- and intra-orbital Coulomb interactions as well as the intersite Coulomb
interaction [1d, [[3, [[]]. A though for low doping the interactions are expected to be ine ec-
tive, w ith increase In doping they tend to localize the carriers and preferentially enhance the
orbitalordering. Thisa ectsthe F-phase and alers the relative stability of A and C phases.
Tt is, therefore, necessary to include them in the Ham iltonian (1) and look for their e ects
on the phase diagram . A naturalextension to them odel (1) is then [I7]

X X
Hipe=U nywenis+ U ng ngo @)
i i 0

Here U and U represent the intra—and inter-orbital C oulom b interaction strengths. For
the system s concemed, we are not Jooking forthe charge ordered states[[§] and neglect longer
range interactions. W e take the interactions U and U° as param eters as in [[], [4] whike in
reality, these are related through the R acah param eters(see [[4] and references therein). W e
treat the soin system quasiclassically, but unlke BK we work at nite Hund’s coupling.
In the uncanted states, we assum e for the t,y soIn S; = S exp (IQ xj); where the choice of
Q detem nes di erent spin arrangem ents for the core spins. In the In nite J lm i, the
& electron spins would be forced to ollow the core spins leading to the freezing of their
soin degrees of freedom . A nite value for & , however, allow s for uctuations and the soin
degrees of freedom , along w ith anisotropic hopping across the two orbitals, play a crucial
rolk.

Let us rst ook at the Ham iltonian (1) ie. sstU = W= 0. Fort,y spin con gurations
described above, it reduces to

X X X
H = L G O J1Soe G +&sg »+JuSo o +k+Q 4 3)
ki k; k;

where we have followed the notation n[IQ] for , .

W e caloulate the ground state energy by diagonalization of the above Ham iltonian In a

nitem om entum grid (num erical results converged by a grid size 64 64 64) asa function of

Jy fora range ofvaluesof Jpr . Them agnetic phase diagram for Jar Sg = 005 mnthedy x
plne is shown in Figla. The phase diagram in Jar X plane for Jy Sg =10 is plotted in
Fig2a. A llenergies arem easured In unisofthe hopping t. T here isno general agreem ent on
the values ofthe param eters involved [[J]. From photoem ission and opticalstudiesfid,[13]and
LDA analysisf[]) one can glean a range of typical values 0:dleV < t< 03eV, Jy ' 15 2
eV and Jpr 7 003t 0:dt M aezono et. aL@] quote a lesser value of Jpr = 001%).

At the x = 1 end, wih empty e; orbitals, the only contribution to energy com es from
the SE interaction lading to the G type AFM phase. On doping by electrons the C phase
appears rstwih orbitalordering (ofthe d. orbitals) along the z-direction. T he stability of
the A -phase com es from the ordering ofd,: 2 orbitals in the xy plane. The gain in kinetic
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energy due to the planar and one dim ensional orbital order, Induced by the anisotropic
hopping Integral, m ore than o sets the loss of SE energy. The orbital order drives the
corresoonding m agnetic order as well — In the A -phase the soins have planar FM order and
AFM order along the z-direction whereas In the C phase it is reversed. The 3D m agnetically
ordered F- and G -phases show no oroital ordering. The phase transitions are therefore
characterised by the density of states © 0 S) re  ecting the underlying 1, 2 and 3 dim ensional
characters of the di erent phases. The phase diagram s are shown in Figsla and 2a, for
typical values of the param eters Jy Sp = 10 and Jx ¢ Sg = 0:05. The sequence 0fG,C, A and
nally the F phase w ith com plete alignm ent of spins is cbserved.

In the In nite Hund’s coupling lm it the \wrong" spin sector of the H ibert space was
progcted out by BK . W hen the system is doped, spin canting is the only channel for de-
localization of doped carriers, albeit with a loss in SE energy. At nie § , however, the
w rong soins are no longer as \costly" and canting is expected to reduce. C anting is included
through the choice S; = ES’O (sin ;;0;00s ;): The Hund’s ooup]EJ;ng term in the Ham iltonian
becomesHhuna = JuSo 3 O :(G Gn G yCig) JuSo 5 SI i G+ G ycin):
In this case the di erent m agnetic phases need to be de ned at the outset. T he convention
used by BK to de ne them agnetic phases are: it isA-typewhen ,, < , and C-typewhen

xy > 2:In the canted G and F phases ,, and , are cbose to 180° and 0° respectively,
although, it is ocbvious that the canted G phase and A phase are synonym ous in a certain
region . H owever, orbital order can be used to delineate the two phasesPl]].

P roceeding as before, the ground state energy for di erent ,, and , is cbtained. The
qualitative phase diagram is very sin ilar to the uncanted case except for sm all shifts in the
phase boundaries (the shifts are smallunless Jy is large) and agreesP3] with Paifl4]. W e
show In Fig.3 the angle of canting forboth , and , deep inside the G phase at x = 0:98.
The angles in F ig.3 represent deviation from 180°. There is hardly any canting in , while
n .y, there isno signi cant canting for low § and it is about 10° only for large Jy . W e
note that experin entsff, []] have so far not been able to detect any signi cant canting in A -
and C-phases. Even In the G -phase, certain systam s appear to show little canting.

T he Interactions (poth Intra—and interoroial) are treated in them ean— eld M F') theory
and a selfoonsistent calculation has been perform ed. Selfoonsistency is achieved when all
the averages < 1j, ; > and the ground state energy converge to wihin 0.01% . Figslab
and 2ab show the modi cations in the m agnetic phase diagram by the inter-orbital U°)
interaction in the x  Jy plne at Jar SZ = 005 and in thex  Jar plane for Jy Sp = 10.
A though we obtained the phase diagram for several values of U% in Figsl,2 we only give
representative ones r dem onstration. O n increasing U Y, the F phase starts shrinking fast,
the C-phase gains in size whik the G phase ram ains alm ost unaltered. This is prim arily
because of the enhanced orbital ordering In the A —and C -phases driven by the interorbial
repulsion and the low din ensional nature ofthe DO S In these phases. A s discussed earlier
the AFM A and C phases are driven by orbital ordering and in the presence of U °, the one
din ensional order lading to the AF instabilty in the C-phase grows faster. C lose to the
x = 1 end the electron density is very low, there are alm ost no sites w ith both the orbitals
occupied and U Y is therefore ne ective. At the other end, however, the density ishigher and



the F phase has preferential occupation of one soin at both the orbitals. Hence this phase
isa ected drastically by the interoroital repulsion.

It is known [[7, [J] that at the level of M F theory the intra—orbital repulsion U between
opposite spinsm in ics the e ect of § . Aswe are working w ith quite low densities (actual

Iling 0.4125), and the rekvant § valuesbeihg large, we nd alm ost no cbservable e ect
ofU on the phase diagram (except Porvery low Jy where again the changes are an all).

In the absence of interactions there is orbital ordering in both A -and C-phases. The
presence of U enhances this ordering. W e calculate the orbital densities in both A - and
C-phases In the respective ground states and show the results in Fig4. In the gure, we
have plotted actual orbital occupancies (the sum of the occupancies of the two orbitals w ill
be lTX) rdi erent U°. It isevident from the gure that in the A-phase the d- y2 orbitals
are predom Inantly occupied, whik In the C-phase the d,» orbitals have higher occupancy.
A s U° increases, the orbital ordering is enhanced. This is shown in Fig4 for three values of
U %4 theA and C phases in their respective regions of stability asa fiinction ofdoping. N ote
that as x increases (density of electron decreases), thee ect of U° on the orbital occupancies
becom es Jess pronounced and the curves or di erent U° m erge as expected. W e also show
the orbital occupancies as a finction of U % in Fig5 in the regions where A —and C -phases are
stable and the e ect of U° is noticeable in both the A —and C phases. T he orbital densities
in C-phase attain their saturation valuesby U°’ 8. Since we are interested in the region
x 035, we have not pltted orbital densities in A phase beyond U°= 8 { above this value
A phase shiftsbelow x= 05 atJy = 5 (seeFigld).

T he present calculations produce resuls that agree with BK and PaiforU=U%0. W e
are abl to recover the G phass at x /' 1 and we also obtained the F phase forJar 7 0.0n
Inclusion of nter-and Intra-orbital Interactions, the topology of the phase diagram rem ains
the sam e. T he C -phase grow s at the expense ofF phase whilke the G -phase ram ainsuna ected
w ith increasing U—to . This scenario is bome out in the bandw idth controlled experin ents of
Akinoto et. al.f] and the schem atic phase diagram cbtained by K ajm oto et. al§]. Our
results qualitatively agree w ith the earlier work ofM aezono et. al.f[d]aswell. They included
correlations n an M F treatem ent, but did not get the A phase close to x ¥ 05 cbsarved
experin entally. A lthough Figl5 in M aezono et. alP(Q] ressmbls (wih a vanishing A-
phase close to x = 05) ourFig2, a com parison is quite di cul ow ing to the very di erent
choice of the param eters (it is also not possbl to ssparate the e ects of Coulomb and
exchange interactions In their work). In their M onte Carlo treatm ent, Shen and T jng@]
considered an e ective m odel and obtained a phase diagram . H owever, the C-phase in the
region 06 b-4 0:9 does not com e out of their work. Hotta et. al[l]] have com pared
exact diagonalization results in one dimension with M F theory and found the agreem ent
to be good. Our M F calculations also suggest that the qualitative trends cbtained are in
good agreem ent w ith the physically expected and experin entally observed results In the
m anganites.

W e note that the value of U % Hrwhich the F-phase disappears from theregion x  0:5 :n
our calculation is about U—to = 12:D epending on the value of t, corresponding U ° is between
18 —36 &V . This value is som ewhat on the lower side for the range of values availabl in



literature (the range varies between 3-10 &V ) 13, [3, [4]. A Ithough the availbl values are
actually bare values and In phases lke F' and A , they are bound to go down ow ing to m etallic
screening (@ treatm ent of which is beyond the scope of thiswork) { a problem faced In all
theories of correlated system s across a m etalinsulator transition. In the foregoing, we have
assum ed that Increase in Interactions is qualitatively equivalent to reduction of bandw idth,
whilke in reality, the interactions play m ore com plex rolks in addition to charge localization
which are not included In our calculation.

In conclusion, we have Included orbital correlations in a degenerate doubl exchange
m odel proposed by Brink and Khom skii for the electron doped, Intermm ediate bandw idth
m anganites. W e cbserve from a generalized m ean— eld calculation that the phase diagram
captures m ost of the qualitative features seen experim entally. The orbital orderings ob—
tained are in good agreem ent w ith experin ental ocbservations. It also agrees w ith the trends
observed across ssveral m anganites w ith changing bandw idths. &t would be interesting to
Include JT coupling and extended range Coulomb tem s in the m odel and observe their
e ectsparticularly close to the x = 035 r=gion.
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F igure captions

. M agnetic phase diagram in doping (x) —Jy plknewith @) U°= 0 and () U°= 8.

A llenergies arem easured In units of t.

. M agnetic phase diagram in doping (x) —Jar planewith (@) U°= 0 and b) U= 890.
. Canting of the angles ,, and , in degrees asa function ofJy (Jar Sg = 0:05).

. O tbital densities as a finction of doping x for three values of U%= 0;4;8. The lkd

symbols are for d,- and open symbols for d,» 2 orbitals. The vertical dotted lines
represent the boundary between A —and C phases ordi erent U°. W e choose Jy Sy = 5
here In order to have stabl A —and C -phases for a reasonable range ofx (sseFig.l) for
allthree U%values. Jpr S5 was kept at 0.05.

. O tbitaldensity versusU%in (@) Aphase at x = 05 and (b) C-phase at x = 0:65. The

dotted lines are for d,: and solid lines are ford,: 2 orbitals. Jy So and Jar S§ were
sameasih Fig4.
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