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Abstract

The large,so-called colossal,m agnetoresistivity ofdoped m anganese oxides based on LaM nO 3

hasattracted considerable attention,butonly one unusualfeature ofthe ferrom agnetic transition

in these com pounds. W e exam ine in thispaperthe progression ofm agnetic and therm odynam ic

behaviorasthetransition tem peratureism adetovaryfrom 360K to218K bychangingthedivalent

dopant. SinglecrystalsofLa0:7Sr0:3M nO 3;asiswellknown,show m odestm agnetoresistivity and

conventionalcriticalbehavior. La0:7Pb0:3M nO 3;and to an even greaterextent,La0:7Ca0:3M nO 3;

have unusualm agnetic properties extending m ore than 100 K above the transition. W e treat

the properties ofthe latter sam ples in the context ofa G ri� ths phase in which the transition

tem peratureisdepressed from itsm axim um value TG by random bond-anglebending.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

ThepropertiesofAM nO 3;whereA isam ixtureoftrivalentlanthanidesand divalentions,

have intrigued researchersfordecades.[1]The parentcom pound,LaM nO 3,crystallizesin a

slightly distorted perovskitestructureand isan antiferrom agneticinsulatorwith aNe�eltem -

peratureTN � 130 K.W hen concentration ofdivalentatom s(Ca,Sr,Ba,Pb..) substituted

forLa (A-sitesubstitution)exceeds�1/8,the low tem perature phase isferrom agneticand

m etallic.TheCurietem peraturedependsstrongly on theconcentration and ionicsizeofthe

substituent[2]and,perhapsm ostsigni�cantly,on theionic-sizevarianceofA-siteatom s.[3]

ThehighestCurietem perature,TC � 360 K,isachieved with Srdoping ata concentration

closeto 3/8;thatis,forLa5=8Sr3=8M nO 3: Atthisconcentration,them aterialism etallicin

both param agnetic(T � 360 K)and ferrom agneticphases,and thee�ectofm agnetic�elds

on the electricalresistivity isnotdram atic. The ferrom agnetic/param agnetic transition is

entirely norm al,by which we m ean that the m agnetization can be described by critical

exponentsvery closeto thoseexpected fora three-dim ensionalHeisenberg ferrom agnet. [4]

The conventionalpicture for this system is based on the double exchange m echanism

proposed by Zener.[5] Each divalent substituent converts a M n3+ ion to M n4+ ;with the

outerm ost(eg)electron on M n
3+ siteresonating with a neighboring M n4+ via theinterven-

ing oxygen atom . Because ofstrong Hund’s-rule coupling,the double-exchange transferis

favored when neighboringcorespinsarealigned,leadingtoferrom agnetism . W hen thesub-

stitution levelissu�ciently high,theholesdoped intothissystem form afullyspin-polarized

(half-m etallic)band.AstheS = 3=2 core(t2g)spinsdisorderwith increasing tem perature,

the resistivity increases and,nearthe Curie tem perature,exhibits substantial{though not

dram atic{m agnetoresistance. ThispicturedescribesLa5=8Sr3=8M nO 3 reasonably well.[6]

Changing the Srcontentaway from La5=8Sr3=8M nO 3,substituting Ca orotherdivalent

atom sforSratthesam econcentration andevensubstitutingotherlanthanidesforLasharply

decreasesTC and dram atically changesthenatureoftheparam agnetic/ferrom agnetictran-

sition. The resistivity in the param agnetic phase increases exponentially with decreasing

tem perature,peaks som ewhat above TC ,and then decreases sharply in the ferrom agnetic

phase. The resistivity peak shifts to higher tem perature with increasing �eld,giving rise

to thedram atic�eld dependentresistivity thathasbeen term ed colossalm agnetoresistance

(CM R).A calculation ofthe resistivity within the context ofthe double-exchange m odel
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[7]provided strong evidence thata localizing m echanism beyond thatm odelwasnecessary

to explain these large �eld-and tem perature-dependent changes,and there is now strong

theoretical[8]and experim entalevidence[9]thatpolaron form ation and accom panying self-

trappingofelectronsplay essentialroles. AstheaverageionicsizeofA-siteatom sdecreases

toward thatofLa,thetransition tem peraturedecreasesand theexponentialincreasein resis-

tivity with tem peraturem akesthedrop to m etallicresistivity atTC everm oredram atic.A

powerfulargum entcan bem adethatthesm allertheA-siteatom thegreateristhedistortion

ofthe crystalfrom the cubic perovskite structure. The concurrent bending ofthe M n-O-

M n bond angleinhibitsthedouble-exchangeresonancethatdrivesferrom agneticorderand

lowersTC .[10]However,even ifthe average ionic size iskeptconstant(usually m onitored

by theso-called tolerancefactor),thetransition tem peraturedropsasthevariancein ionic

size increases. [3]Thissuggeststhatlocalbond-anglebending ism ore im portantthan the

average and that disorder therefore plays a m ajor role. Indeed,there is considerable ev-

idence that m etallic and polaronic regions coexist in the vicinity ofthe phase transition.

The phase separation isdynam ic,butm uch slowerthan istypicalforcriticaluctuations

ascan beseen in noise m easurem ents[11,12],m uon spin relaxation [13],and thepresence

ofstrong di�usive peaks in neutron scattering. The case forphase separation,driven by

therandom nessinherentin thesystem ,hasbeen docum ented extensively in a recentreview

articleby Dagotto.[14]

Thispaperexplores the dram atic changesin therm odynam ic behaviorthataccom pany

thebetterknown changesintransportpropertiesupon varioussubstitutionsawayfrom Sr3=8.

W ewillarguethatbond disorderplaysakey roleand thattheproblem should beconsidered

in the context ofa Gri�ths singularity. In his pioneering paper,Gri�ths[15]considered

a percolation-like problem in which each exchange bond in a system has value J1 with

probability pand J2 = 0with probability 1� p. Forallp< 1,Gri�thsshowed thatthefree

energy,and thusthem agnetization,issingularatthetransition pointTC (p);a consequence

oftheaccum ulation ofclusterswhoselocaltransition tem peraturesexceed TC (p):Fisch [16]

extended theargum entto 0 � J2 < J1,dem onstrating thatthesingularitiespersist.These

results suggest,as em phasized by Dotsenko [17],that the essentialcontributions oflocal

m inim a destroy the length-scaling picture ofa random -�xed-pointuniversality class. Bray

and M oore[18]and Bray [19]extended theargum entto any bond distribution thatreduces

thetransition tem peraturefrom som e\pure" valueTG and proposed adistribution function
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fortheinversesusceptibility tensorthatcapturesthesingularityproposed byGri�ths. Bray

term sthetem peraturerangeTC (p)� T � TG theGri�thsphase,wherep isnow a m easure

ofthebond distribution.ThenatureoftheGri�thssingularity in thelim itofsm alldilution

hasbeen treated in som edetailin thequantum lim itwhereTC (p)! 0 by Castro Neto and

coworkers.[20,21]

In thispaper,which buildsupon earlierwork,[22]wedem onstratetheprogression ofthe

m agnetic and therm odynam ic properties ofdoped LaM nO 3 asthe transition tem perature

islowered from itsm axim um value. W e then turn to an analysisofthe low-�eld behavior

ofthe m agnetization based on the eigenvalues ofthe inverse susceptibility asproposed by

Bray. In Section IV,weextend theanalysisby introducingabond distribution thatchanges

with tem peratureand �eld asaconsequenceofthedouble-exchangem echanism and treatit

using a clusterm odel. Section V concludesthepaperwith a discussion oftheim plications

ofthisanalysisfordisordered double-exchange m agnets.

II. M A G N ET IC A N D T H ER M O D Y N A M IC P R O P ERT IES

Three single-crystalsam ples were used in this study. Two sam ples, La0:7Sr0:3M nO 3

(LSM O) and La0:7Ca0:3M nO 3 (LCM O) were grown by opticaloating-zone techniques by

Okuda,etal.[23]A sam pleofLa0:67(Pb,Ca)0:33M nO 3 (LPM O)wasgrown by ux m ethods

asdescribed elsewhere[24]and hasa transition tem peraturem idway between theextrem es

represented by theothersam ples. TheLSM O and LPM O sam pleswerecutintorectangular

slabswith thelong direction alongthea directionswhiletheLPM O wasused asgrown,but

had asim ilarorientation. Them agnetization ofeach crystalwasm easured in aconventional

Quantum Design M PM S system with the �eld along the longestaxisofthe sam ple. The

data reported are corrected fordem agnetization. Following the m agnetic m easurem ents,

gold current and voltage pads were sputtered on the sam ple and leads were attached to

the padswith silver paint. One end ofthe sam ple wasvarnished to a copperblock while

a strain gauge heaterwasattached to the opposite end. A pairof�ne-wire therm ocouples

wereconnected tom easurethetem peraturedi�erencebetween thevoltagecontactsforther-

m opowerm easurem ents. The resistance and therm opowerwere m easured sequentially at

each �eld-tem peraturepointin a Quantum Design PPM S instrum ent. Following thetrans-

portm easurem ents,thesam pleswerem echanically thinned,rem ovingthegold contactpads,
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FIG .1:Heatcapacity in zeroapplied � eld forthethreesam ples.TheLa0:7(Ca,Pb)0:3M nO 3 sam ple

wasdam aged upon thinning and showsa reduced heatcapacity peak.

and m ounted foraccalorim etry m easurem ents.Thesm allLPM O crystalsweredam aged in

thisprocessand theheatcapacity data in �eld could notbeobtained.Sam pleswereplaced

in a crystatin which a m agnetic �eld up to 7 T could be applied. Lightfrom a stabilized

quartzlam p waschopped m echanically to provideperiodicheatpulsesto thesam pleatthe

desired frequency. The properoperating pointwas located atthe m idpoint ofthe range

where the ensuing tem perature oscillationswere inversely proportionalto the frequency of

theheatpulses. A thorough review oftheacm ethod hasbeen prepared by itsinventor,Y.

Kraftm akher.[25]

Figure1 showstheacheatcapacity vstem peratureforthethreesam plesin zero applied

�eld. Although the LPM O sam ple shows obvious signsofthe dam age thataccom panied

thinning, as noted above, the heat capacity exhibits a sharp peak at the tem peratures

indicated asTC (heatcapacity)inTableI.TheheatcapacitycurveforLCM O issigni�cantly

narrowerthanforLSM O,apointwewilladdressinm oredetailbelow. Despiteitssharpness,

thereisnosign ofhysteresisin theLCM O data. Sim ilarly,them agnetization curveschange

signi�cantly asthetransition tem peratureisreduced. Ashad been reported previously [4],

the m agnetization for LSM O can be collapsed to a single curve using exponents thatare

sim ilarto thoseexpected fora Heisenberg ferrom agnet. Ourdata behave sim ilarly,ascan

be seen in Fig. 2 with the exponent values given in Table I. Here,t= (T=TC � 1);the

valuesofTC ;�;and � arethosethatbestcollapsethedata above(uppercurve)and below
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FIG .2: Scaling curves for the three sam ples. The exponents � and � deviate strongly from

Heisenberg-like values as TC is reduces. The tem peratures in parentheses indicate the range of

data used in thescaling curves.

TC (heatcapacity)TC (scaling)� �

LCM O 218 K 216.2 K 0.10 16.9

LPM O 286 K 285.1 K 0.24 7.1

LSM O 360 K 359.1 K 0.31 5.1

TABLE I:Transition tem peraturesand criticalexponentsforsam plesstudied.

(lowercurve)TC :The exponentsare som ewhatdi�erentfrom those reported by Ghosh et

al. [4],butare also notfarfrom the Heisenberg values � = 0:36 and � = 4:8: However,

asthetransition tem peraturedecreases,thedata can becollapsed only by using exponents

thatarefarfrom thoseforany universality class.

The e�ects can be seen m ore directly by following the m agnetization curves along the

isotherm scorresponding to the peaksin the zero-�eld heatcapacity curves. The ratio of

them easured m agnetization atTC to thelow-tem peraturesaturation valueisshown in Fig.

6



-1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

 

 

Effective exponent 
      LCMO  :  = 17
      LPMO  :  = 7
      LSMO  :  = 5
   Heisenberg: = 4.8

LSMO

LPMO

LCMO

M
(T

c,H
)/M

sa
t

Internal Field (T)

FIG .3: M agnetization vs internal� eld along the criticalisotherm . The exponent � increases

strongly asthe transition tem peraturedecreases.

3 forallthree sam ples. The solid curves are �ts the usualexpression M (H ;TC )_ H 1=�

along the criticalisotherm ;the exponents agree with the scaling analysis. Note thatthe

m agnetization ofLCM O rises to 60% ofsaturation in low �elds, yet shows no signs of

hysteresisorrem anence. Itistem ptingtoattributethisbehaviortoa�rst-ordertransition,

butwewilldiscussitin thenextsection in term sofa Gri�thssingularity.

W hiletheLSM O dataseem quiteclosetoHeisenbergbehavior,thelow �eld susceptibility

ofthatsam ple,aswellasthatoftheothers,isanom alous. Figure4 showstheinversesus-

ceptibility ofthethreesam plesnorm alized by thelow tem peraturesaturation m agnetization

M (0)and plotted versusreduced tem perature T=TC :Ifthese data followed a Curie-W eiss

law,they would lieon a straightlinegiven by

H M (0)=M (T)=
3kB TC

g�B (S + 1)

�

T

TC
� 1

�

: (1)

The dashed line isthe slope expected forTC = 360 K and S = 1:85,nam ely the valuesfor

LSM O. The actualslope ofthe LSM O data correspondsto a spin S � 3:5 while thatfor

LCM O requiresS � 6:Theseresultsindicatethepersistanceofspin clusterstotem peratures

signi�cantly abovetheCurietem perature,even in nom inally Heisenberg-like LSM O. Even

m oredram aticisthesharp downturn orkneein theLCM O inverse-susceptibility data and,

to a lesser but stillnoticeable extent,in those forLPM O. This downturn,reported �rst

by De Teresa etal. [26],m ovesto highertem peratureswith increasing �eld. The scaling

analysisshown in Fig.2 includedata only forT=TC � 1:06;thatis,attem peraturesbelow
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FIG .4:Inversesusceptibility m ultiplied by thesaturation m agnetization.Thedashed curveisthe

Curie-W eisssusceptility expected forS = 1:85 and the criticaltem perature ofthe LSM O sam ple.

The e� ective slope forLSM O correspondsto S ’ 3:5,increasing to S ’ 6 forLCM O .The curves

through thedata pointsareforthe G ri� thsm odel,asdescribed in the text.

thedownturn.W edeferdiscussion oftheotherlinesin Fig.4 to thenextsection.

Theanom aliesin them agnetization are,ofcourse,m irrored in theheatcapacity data as

functionsofapplied �eld. Figure5a showsthedata forLCM O and Fig.5b,forLSM O ata

succession ofapplied �elds. The LCM O data shiftto highertem perature while rem aining

relatively narrow while the LSM O data,as with other ferrom agnets,broaden with little

shiftin peak position. Asforthem agnetization,theheatcapacity data should collapseto

a universalcurve when scaled with a powerofthem agnetic�eld and plotted versusscaled

tem peratureaccording to

(C(H ;T)� C(0;T))H �=�� = f(
t

H 1=��
): (2)

As we reported earlier,[27]neither the exponents that provide a scaling collapse of the

m agnetization data,norany othersetthatwe can identify,are able to satisfy the scaling

conditionsforLCM O. Thisisshown in Fig.6a. However,theLSM O data,Fig.6b,do fall

on a single scaling curve using the valuesof� and � from the m agnetization scaling,and

� = �0:1;thelastdi�ersslightly from a valueconsistentwith � and �:Asthesusceptibility

data ofFig. 4 dem onstrate,even LSM O doesnotexhibitsingle-spin behavior,so we m ust

takethecriticalexponentsto representonly e�ective values.
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FIG .5: Field dependence ofthe heat capacity ofLCM O (a) and LSM O (b) at the listed � elds.

The curve for B = 1 T is notlabeled in b). Note the qualitatively di� erent behaviorofthe two

sam ples.

III. G R IFFIT H S P H A SE A N A LY SIS:SU SC EP T IB LIT Y

In hispioneering1969paper,Gri�ths[15]dem onstrated thatthem agnetization ofaran-

dom ly diluted ferrom agnetaboveitspercolation pointisa non-analyticfunction ofthe�eld

atalltem peraturebelow thepure-system Curietem perature. Theargum entwasextended

to alloys;i.e.,for0 � J2 < J1;by Fisch [16]and to any positive-de�nite (bounded)distri-

bution ofexchange interactionsby Bray and M oore. [18] In the latterpaper,the authors

focused on the distribution �(�) ofthe eigenvalues � ofthe inverse susceptibility m atrix.

Abovethecriticaltem peratureTC butbelow thehighestachievablecriticaltem peratureTG ,

allstateswith sm allvaluesof� arelocalized;therearelocalregionsoflargesusceptibility,

but no long range order. Just at TC ;an extended state ofin�nite susceptibility (� = 0)

appears,signalling thesudden onsetoflong-rangeorder.Subsequently,Bray [19]suggested
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FIG .6: The deviation ofthe heat capacity in m agnetic � eld from its zero-� eld value,scaled by

� eld and plotted versusscaled reduced tem perature.No setofexponents can befound to collapse

the LCM O data in a)to a single curve. By contrast,the sam e valuesof� and � used in Fig. 2,

along with �= � 0:1 serve to collapse the LSM O data in b).

an explictform forthisdistribution,

�(�)/ �
�x exp(�A(T)=�): (3)

The power-law prefactor was not speci�ed but Bray and Huifang later [28]considered a

soluble m odelofthe diluted Ising ferrom agnet and veri�ed Eq. (3) with x = 1=2:The

am plitude A wasargued to diverge as(1� T=TG )
�2� atthe pure,orGri�ths,tem perature

TG and to vanish as (T=TC � 1)
2(1��)

at the actualCurie point.The exponent � is the

usualexponent for the system at its pure transition:This distribution peaks at � = A=x

and vanishesat� = 0 foralltem peraturesaboveTC :Thereis,therefore,a pile-up ofsm all

eigenvalues{large susceptibilities{as the Curie tem perature is approached. Just atTC the

distribution collapses into � = 0 causing the m agnetization to jum p to a large value in
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a (K )x TC (K )TG (K )

LCM O 5.0 0.53 224.8 376

LPM O 4.15 0.61 293.5 365

TABLE II:Param etersused in G ri� thssusceptibility calculation.

applied �eld{thehallm ark oftheGri�thssingularity.

W eassertherethatthetransition tem peraturesevidenced in thesequenceLSM O,LPM O

and LCM O are a consequence ofincreased random ness due to the increased localbond

bending in the vicinity ofsuccessively sm aller dopant atom s. Ifso,then each sam ple is

fartherbelow theGri�thstem peratureofan optim alsystem and willconsequently exhibit

abroadertem peraturerangeoverwhich A(T)variesbetween itszeroatTC anditsdivergence

atTG . W ecalculatetheaveragesusceptibility from Eq.(3)according to

� = C

R
T

0
��1 �(�)d�

R
T

0
�(�)d�

; (4)

where C = ng2�2B S(S + 1)=3kB is the Curie constant and the upperlim it ofthe integral

recognizesthatthesm allestsusceptibility atany tem peratureisC=T forspin S:Theexpo-

nentialam plitudeistaken to be

A(T)= a
(T=TC � 1)2(1��)

(1� T=TG )
2�

; (5)

with � = 0:38 and a;TC ;TG and x varied to �tthe susceptibility data. The down-turn in

theinversesusceptibility curvessetsthevalueofTC whiletheupward curvatureiscontroled

by TG : There isconsiderable covarience ofthe am plitude a and prefactorexpononentx;so

the valuesaresubjectto som e uncertainty.W e use the e�ective spin S = 1:85 appropriate

for70% S = 2 and 30% S = 1:5:Because the downturn (ifthere isone)forLSM O isnot

discernable,we cannotgetan unam biguous �tforthose data. However,the solid curves

forLPM O and LCM O arereliable,with theparam etervaluesgiven in TableII.

OfconsiderableinterestisthefactthattheGri�thstem peraturesthatem ergefrom the

�tsarecom parableand only slightly abovetheobserved TC forLSM O. Thisindicatesthat

LSM O liesvery closetotheoptim alcriticaltem peratureand explainswhy itcan betreated

in the contextofan ordinary Heisenberg ferrom agnet,albeitwith slightly m odi�ed critical

exponents.
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FIG .7: Inverse susceptibility ofLCM O at500 O e asa function ofT=Tc. The solid curve in the

m ain � gureand thelogarithm ic plotin theinsetisa � tofthedata to a powerlaw with theresult

thaty = 0:63.

Note that the criticaltem perature obtained from the Gri�ths �t is som ewhat higher

than thatobtained from scaling ortheheatcapacity.Thism ay reectthesuggestion m ade

by Gri�th in hisoriginalpaperthatthesusceptibility would tend to diverge in advanceof

the onsetoflong-range order. To exam ine this,we focuson the downturn in the inverse

susceptibility for LCM O. In recent work on f-electron com pounds in which disorder has

driven TC to 0 K,Castro Neto,etal. [20]have argued thatthe susceptibility diverges as

Ty�1 where y � 1 isrelated to the tunneling barrierfora clusterofN aligned spins. In

general,the relaxation rate ofGri�ths clusters is also expected to be proportionalto its

inverse susceptibility [19],so sim ilarargum entsm ighthold here;i.e.��1 _ (T=TC � 1)1�y :

In Fig.7weplotthelow-�eld susceptbility oftheLCM O crystalasafunction ofT=TC ,with

TC = 220:7K obtained by �ttingthedatatoapowerlaw. Therandom criticaltem perature

ism uch closerto thatindicated by the heatcapacity peak,and isa m ore reliable m easure

ofthe tendency ofthe inverse susceptibility to vanish with an exponenty = 0:63;thatis,

to approach TC with in�nite slope. Though closer to the heat capacity peak (218.2 K at

this�eld) itappearsto be som ewhat above the tem perature atwhich long-range orderis

established,assuggested by Gri�ths.
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IV . G R IFFIT H S P H A SE A N A LY SIS:H EAT C A PA C IT Y

In theclassicGri�ths-phasem odel,exchangeinteractionsaredistributed random ly,but

oncedistributed,are�xed. Thisisnotthecasefora double-exchangesystem in which the

e�ective coupling between two M n ionsdepends on the alignm entoftheirrespective core

spins or,equivalently,the rate atwhich the outer eg electron hops between the two ions.

Asa consequence,asspinsorderlocally,the spin clustersare also m ore m etallic,and the

com bined e�ectisto reinforceand stabilizetheform ation oflarge,Gri�thsclusters.In the

presence ofan applied m agnetic �eld,these m etallic,spin-aligned clusters form at higher

tem peratures,strongly a�ecting thetherm odynam icsofthetransition and,ofcourse,giving

riseto theCM R e�ectitself.

The heatcapacity associated with the Gri�thssingularity wasstudied forthe random

sphericalm odelby Rauh,[29]who found a jum p singularity at TC :W e take a di�erent

approach here,usingtheOguchim odel[30]tocalculatethem agnetization andtheassociated

short-rangeorderparam eter. In thisapproach,theinteraction energy ofapairiscalculated

exactly using thedoubleexchangeenergy

E de(St)= �xt
St+ 1=2

2S + 1
� E de(St); (6)

where the bardenotesan average overallpossible valuesofthe totalspin 1=2 � St � 7=2

ofthetwo S = 3=2 coresand theshared eg electron ofthepair.Thepairinteractswith its

z� 1 neighborsthrough an e�ective m agnetic�eld

H eff(H ;T)= H + 2(z� 1)S fc(H ;t)Jm et+ [1� c(H ;T)]Jinsgm (H ;T): (7)

Here,m (H ;T) is the reduced m agnetization to be calculated,Jm et is the exchange inter-

eraction in m etallic regions that have a concentration c(H ;T);and Jins is the exchange

energy in non-m etallic (butstillconductive) regions. The insulating exchange energy can

be extracted directly from the inverse susceptibility by extrapolating the linear region of

Fig. 4 to obtain the Curie tem perature � = 202 K,from which m ean-�eld theory gives

Jins = 0:85 m eV.W e obtain Jm et from the spin-wave dispersion ofm anganites which is

D � 160 m eV �A 2 independentofconcentration.Thee�ectiveHeisenberg exchangeinterac-

tion giving thisspin-wavesti�nessisJm et= D =2Seffa
2 = 1:56 m eV;hereSeff = 1:85 isthe

averagespin perm anganeseatom .Thehopping energy giving thesam espin-wavespectrum
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FIG .8:Resistivity ofthe LCM O sam ple in a � eld of1T.Superposed are the � tsto the zero-� eld

data atlow tem praturesto a powerlaw and athigh tem peratures,to an adiabatic sm allpolaron

m odel.

ist= D (2S + 1)=xa2 = 140 m eV.[31]Alternatively,the criticaltem perature from M onte

Carlo sim ulationsiskB TC � 0:14t[32],giving t= 134 m eV.

Them ostim portantinputinto them odelistherelativeconcentration ofm etallicbonds.

W e obtain this em pirically from the resisitivity data asoutlined in Fig.8. The zero-�eld

data atlow tem peratureare�tto thepowerlaw

�lt= �0 + a2T
2 + a5T

5
; (8)

and thehigh-tem peraturedata,to an adiabaticsm all-polaron contribution,

�ht = bT exp(E p=T); (9)

asdonepreviously.[33]Them etallicfraction isobtained by solvingthegeneralized e�ective

m edium (GEM )expression [34]using theexperim entalresistivity �exp and theextrapolated

high and low tem perature �ts. The GEM approach guaranteesthatpercolation occursat

a criticalconcentration cc which we set to the 3D value for sphericalinclusions,nam ely

cc � 1=6: Theequation to besolved forc(H ;T)is

c(H ;T)
�
1=t
exp � �

1=t

lt

�
1=t
exp + A�

1=t

lt

+ [1� c(H ;T)]
�
1=t
exp � �

1=t

ht

�
1=t
exp + A�

1=t

ht

= 0; (10)

whereA = (1� cc)=cc and thepercolation exponentissetto t= 2:Severalresistivity curves

and theresulting concentrationsareshown in Fig.9.
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FIG .9: Heat capacity curves calculated from the O guchim odelat several� elds. The m etallic

concentrations extracted from the resistivity curves(leftinset)are shown in the rightinset. The

only otherinputisthe overallam plitudeofzero-� eld curve.

W eproceed bycalculatingthem agnetization self-consistentlyinthecontextoftheOguchi

m odel;thatis,wesolve

m (H ;T)=
1

Z

7=2
X

St= 1=2

StX

p= St

pexp

�

�E de + pg�B H eff(H ;T)

kB T

�

; (11)

where Z is the partition function (sam e sum without the factor p ). Once m (H ;T) is

known,wecom putetheenergy density by averagingE de(St)ateach �eld/tem peraturepoint

using the Boltzm ann factors that have been calculated self-consistently,and di�erentiate

num erically to obtain the heat capacity. The am plitude is chosen to �t the zero-�eld

data and kept constant for other �elds. The results are shown in Fig. 9. The width,

am plitude,and shiftin tem peratureofcurvesatsuccessive�eldsagreesextrem ely wellwith

the data. In each case,the experim entalpeaksare broaderon the high-tem perature side

ofthecurve,indicating thattheOguchicalculation underestim atesthepersistenceofshort-

range order to higher tem peratures. Nonetheless,the curves show quite clearly that the

m etallic concentrations extracted from the GEM analysis are able to predict the unusual

criticalbehaviorofLCM O.

The �nalquestion in thisanalysisiswhetherthe Oguchim odeldescribed here actually

reproducesGri�ths-like behavioratlow �elds. The m agnetization hasbeen calculated at

the sam e �elds as the data in Fig.4,using the zero-�eld value c(0;T) extracted from the
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data.

resistivity. Theresultisshown in Fig.10. Notethatthedown-turn in advanceoftheheat

capacity peak issim ilarto theexperim entaldata. The Oguchiapproach doesnotcapture

thepersistence ofspin clustersto theGri�thstem perature.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

The nature ofthe ferrom agnetic-param agnetic transition in these m aterials has been

subject to considerable discussion. M ost recently,Kim ,et al.[35]argued for a tricritical

point just above x = 0:33 in La1�x CaxM nO 3. They do not identify the two phase lines

thatem anate from the tricriticalpoint. Further,exam ination ofthe x = 0:33 data shows

that the susceptibility at 290 K corresponds to a spin S = 3:5;rather than the S � 2

expected. Consequently,even 30 K above the transition there is evidence forclustering,

a signature ofthe Gri�ths behavior we propose here. Apart from the criticalbehavior,

variousexplanationsfortheCM R phenom enon drawn upon elem entsoftheGri�ths-phase

approach{m ixed phases and phase separation, percolation, slow dynam ics{but have not

connected them into a coherent picture. In particular,the dram atic changes in behavior

thataccom pany subtle changesthe size and concentration ofdopantatom shave notbeen

adequately treated. W ehaveattem pted hereto dem onstratethattheintrinsicrandom ness

introduced by substituting ionsthatdi�erin size(and ofcoursevalence)from theusualA-
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siteatom drivethesystem from itsoptim aldopingand ionicsizeatSr3=8 tothestrongCM R

regim e asSrischanged to Pb and �nally Ca. Rem arkably,thetransition to the m agnetic

phase rem ainssecond-orderlike,by which we m ean thatthe propertiesare fully reversible

and,with the exception ofthe heat capacity,can be treated by the usualferrom agnetic

scaling equations,albeitwith non-universal(even bizarre)valuesforthecriticalexponents.

Outside the "critical" regim e,there is am ple evidence in our data,and in a wealth of

furtherdata in theliterature,to dem onstratecoexistenceofm oreorlessm etallicand m ore

orless insulating regions over a wide tem perature range both above and below the Curie

tem perature. W ehaveshown thattheclustersevolveasthetem peratureisreduced toward

TC in a m annerconsistentwith thetheoreticalideasofBray and M oore[18]and Bray [19].

In essence,the transition isnotprim arily a question ofconnectednessand the evolution of

a tenuousin�nitecluster,butratherm orea hom ogeneousnucleation problem in which the

m ost-probableclustersizegrowsasthetem peratureisreduced untilthey becom ee�ectively

space-�lling,providing an abruptonsetofnearly com pletelong-rangeorder.

Thesituation in them anganitesdi�erssigni�cantly from straightforward Gri�thsphase

precisely becauseGri�thsclustersarem orem etallicand thereforem oreferrom agneticthan

the surrounding m atrix. the CM R e�ectthus reinforcescluster form ation: localspin or-

dering increasesthe m obility ofelectrons,which then increaseslocalexchange interactions

via double exchange,which in turn feeds back to lock localspin ordering. W e have at-

tem pted to dealwith thise�ectphenom enologically by determ ining thefraction ofm etallic,

high-susceptibility clusters from the �eld and tem perature dependent resistivity using a

generalized e�ective m edium approach. Knowing that fraction,we com pute an e�ective

m agnetic �eld acting on each pairofdouble-exchange coupled spinsand from that,deter-

m inethem agnetization and energy density. W edem onstratethatthisapproach accurately

tracks the height and tem perature ofthe peak in the heat capacity and,to a signi�cant

extent,itswidth. W e regard the unusualbehaviorofthe heatcapacity in m agnetic �eld,

alongwith thestrongly non-Curie-W eissbehaviorofthesusceptiblity tobehallm arksofthe

CM R e�ect,asim portantin understanding it asthe m ore dram atic changes in transport

property.

OuranalysisoftheCM R transition in term sofGri�ths-phase ideasprovidesan under-

standing ofthe evolution ofbehaviorfrom LSM O,whose Curie pointisnearthe Gri�ths

tem perature,to LCM O,which exhibits Gri�ths phase and m agnetotransport signatures.
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However,the interplay oflocalorderand enhanced double exchange requiresem piricalin-

putand rem ains,therefore,unsatisfactory. W estillneed to understand them echanism by

which Gri�thsclustersorderin a polaronic,double-exhangem agnet,and how thatprocess

assistsin stabilizing large clusters. Itisourhope thatthispaperhashelped to delineate

theproblem sthatrem ain.
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