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C harge-ordered ferrom agnetic phase in m anganites

Tran M inh-Tien
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Electrophysics Departm ent, NationalChiao Tung University, Hsinchu 300, Taiwan.

A m echanism forcharge-ordered ferrom agnetic phasein m anganitesisproposed.Them echanism

isbased on thedoubleexchangein thepresenceofdiagonaldisorder.Itism odeled by a com bination

of the Ising double-exchange and the Falicov-K im ballm odel. W ithin the dynam icalm ean-�eld

theory thechargeand spin correlation function areexplicitely calculated.Itisshown thatthesystem

exhibitstwo successive phase transitions. The �rst one is the ferrom agnetic phase transition,and

the second one isa charge ordering. Asa resulta charge-ordered ferrom agnetic phase isstabilized

atlow tem perature.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,71.28.+ d,75.30.-m

There has been m uch recent interest in the proper-

ties ofdoped m anganese oxides R 1� xA xM nO 3 (R= rare

earth,A= Ca,Sr).1,2 These m aterialspresenta very rich

phase diagram involving phases with spin, charge and

orbitalorder. The physically relevantelectronsin m an-

ganitesare those from the M n 3d levels,which are split

by thecubiccrystal�eld into triply degeneratet2g levels

and higher-energydoubly degenerateeg levels.Electrons

from the eg levelsareable to hop between M n sitesand

form aconduction band.Electronsfrom thet2g levelsare

localized.Theitinerantelectronsand localspinsarecor-

related by thedouble-exchange(DE)m echanism .3,4 The

m ain featureofthe DE isa cooperativee�ectwherethe

m otion ofan itinerantelectron favorsthe ferrom agnetic

(FM )orderingoflocalspinsand,viceversa,thepresence

ofthe FM order facilitates the m otion ofthe itinerant

electron. The DE m odelqualitatively describessom e of

the m agnetic properties ofm anganites,2,5 and provides

a well-established starting point toward com prehensive

understanding ofthephase diagram ofm anganites.

Recently experim entshaveshown thatbeside the FM

ordera chargeordercan existin them anganites.6,7 The

chargeorderexistsin regionswith no netm agnetization

and,surprisingly,can also occurin FM regions.7 Doping

ofA 2+ ionscreatesM n4+ holesin a M n3+ background.

The presence of two valence states M n3+ and M n4+

m ay lead thecom poundsto a charge-ordered (CO )state

for appropriate doping. However,the DE m odelalone

cannot explain the CO state which coexists in the FM

phase.In principle,thenearest-neighborCoulom b repul-

sion m ay stabilizea CO state.However,a largenearest-

neighbor repulsion likely destabilizes the hom ogeneous

FM state and m ay produce a checkerboard charge or-

der in three directions.2 Another possible m echanism

for the CO phase stabilization is the coupling of itin-

erantelectronsto the Jahn-Tellerdistortions. However,

the electron Jahn-Teller phonon coupling can only sta-

bilize a CO -FM state where the CO phase transition

occurs before the FM transition.8 At half�lling exper-

im entshaveonly observed a chargeorderbelow the FM

transition tem perature.2,7 ThereforetheJahn-Tellercou-

pling is unlikely responsible for the appearance of the

CO -FM state at least at half�lling. In this paper we

present a possible alternative explanation for the CO -

FM state in the m anganites. The key idea is an inter-

play ofthe DE and random ness ofthe A-site substitu-

tion. The random ness is inevitably introduced by ex-

perim ents.The im portance ofthe random nesshasbeen

discussed both experim entally and theoretically.1,2 The

random nesscan substantially decrease the criticaltem -

perature ofthe FM transition.9,10,11 Here we willincor-

porate the random ness of A-site substitution into the

DE m odel. Forsim plicity,we adoptthe random nessby

A-site substitution as a random localpotentialof the

itinerantelectrons,although the random nessm ay cause

other e�ects,for instance,random nessofthe hoping or

exchange integral.12 It is wellknown that the diagonal

disorderwith binary distribution can bem odeled by the

Falicov-K im ball(FK )m odel.13 Although the FK m odel

is sim ple,it contains a rich variety ofphases. In par-

ticular,it illustratesthe disorder-orderphase transition

driven by electron interaction.14,15 Incorporating the di-

agonaldisorderofthe FK type into the DE m odel,one

m ay expectthata disorder-orderphase transition could

present. W hen the phase transition occurs,a CO -FM

phasem ay be stabilized atlow tem perature.In orderto

detectthephasetransition westudy thechargeand spin

response of system by using the dynam icalm ean-�eld

theory (DM FT).16 TheDM FT hasextensively been used

for investigating strongly correlated electron system s.16

W ithin the DM FT we explicitely calculate the charge

and spin correlation function. W e �nd that the system

stabilizesa CO -FM state atlow tem perature.

Thesystem which westudy isdescribed by thefollow-

ing Ham iltonian

H = �
t
p
d

X

< ij> ;�

c
y

i�cj� � �
X

i�

ni� � 2JH

X

i

S
z
is

z
i +

E w

X

i

wi+ U
X

i�

ni�wi; (1)

where c
y

i�(ci�)isthe creation (annihilation)operatorof

an itinerantelectron with spin � atlatticesitei;t=
p
d is

thehoping param eteroftheitinerantelectrons.Herewe

have rescaled the hoping param eterwith the dim ension
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d ofthe system . Szi isthe z com ponentoflocalspin at

lattice site i,and forsim plicity,ittakestwo values� 1.

szi = (ni" � ni#)=2,ni� = c
y

i�ci�,wi is a classicalvari-

ablethatassum esthevalue1(0)ifsiteiisoccupied (not

occupied) by A ion. U is the disorder strength and is

m apped onto the di�erence in the localpotentialwhich

splits energetically favor ofM n3+ and M n4+ ions. The

expectation value x =
P

i
hwii=N ,(N is the num ber of

lattice sites),corresponds to the concentration ofunfa-

vorable M n4+ sites. The chem icalpotential� controls

the carrierdoping,while E w controlsthe fraction ofthe

siteshaving the additionallocalpotential. W e shalluse

the condition n + x = 1,where n =
P

i�
hni�i=N isthe

electron doping. Thiscondition determ inesE w foreach

dopingn.Thethird term ofHam iltonian (1)istheHund

coupling ofitinerantand localelectrons. Forsim plicity

we only take into account the Ising part of the Hund

coupling.Thissim pli�cation doesnotallow any spin-ip

processes,which can be im portant at low tem perature

where spin-wave excitations m ay govern the therm ody-

nam icsofthe system .However,in the DE processesthe

spin ofitinerant electron ferrom agnetically aligns with

thelocalspin,hence,theIsing partoftheHund interac-

tion playsa dom inantrole. The DM FT calculationsfor

theDE m odelwith classicallocalspinsshow thatthesim -

pli�cation oftheHund coupling doesnotchangetheself

energy ofthe single-particle G reen function.5 M oreover,

within the DM FT the num ericalresultsforquantum lo-

calspins do not show a signi�cant di�erence from the

ones for classicallocalspins.17 Thus,one expects that

within the DM FT the sim pli�cation ofthe Hund inter-

action doesnotresultin a seriousbackwardness. JH is

the strength ofthe Hund coupling,and in the following

we willtake the lim itJH ! 1 .The �rstthree term sof

Ham iltonian (1)constitute a sim pli�ed DE m odel.This

sim pli�ed m odelcaptures the m ost essentialingredient

ofthe DE processes.The lasttwo term sofHam iltonian

(1)describe a binary random nessofthe A-site substitu-

tion. They togetherwith the hoping term form the FK

m odel.13 Itiswellknown thatwithin the FK m odelthe

U term inducesa disorder-orderphasetransition.14,15 At

low tem perature a checkerboard ordering phase isstabi-

lized. Hence,the m odel(1)m ay display an interplay of

the FM and CO phase.

W esolvem odel(1)by theDM FT.TheDM FT isbased

on thein�nite-dim ension lim it.In thein�nite-dim ension

lim ittheselfenergy ispurelocaland hasno m om entum

dependence. The G reen function ofitinerant electrons

satis�esthe Dyson equation

G �(k;i!n)=
1

i!n � "(k)+ � � ��(i!n)
; (2)

where !n = �T(2n + 1),"(k)= � 2t
P d

j= 1
cos(kj),and

��(i!n)istheselfenergy.In thein�nite-dim ension lim it

the bare density ofstatesofitinerantelectronsbecom es

�(") = exp(� "2=t2)=
p
�t and we take t as the unit of

energy (t= 1).The selfenergy isdeterm ined by solving

an e�ective single-site problem . The e�ective action of

thisproblem is

Se� =
X

�

Z

d�d�
0
c
y
�(�)

� @

@�
�(� � �

0
)+ ��(� � �

0
)
�

c�(�
0
)

+
X

�

Z

d�c
y
�(�)

�

� � + U w � JH �S
z
�

c�(�)+ Ew w;

where ��(�)describesthe e�ective m edium . Thise�ec-

tive single-site problem can exactly be solved. Indeed,

the dynam ics ofthe localized spin Sz and im purity w

involved in the e�ective action are independent,hence,

we could independently take the trace overSz and w in

calculating the partition function.Thisissim ilarto the

DM FT solving ofthe FK m odel.18 W e obtain the local

G reen function in the lim itJH ! 1

G �(i!n)=
W 0�

Z�(i!n)
+

W 1�

Z�(i!n)� U
; (3)

whereZ�(i!n)= i!n + � � ��(i!n),and

W �� =

�
X

� 0= 0;1

X

�0

exp

h

� �Ew (�
0
� �)+

X

n

ln

�
Z�0(i!n)� �0U

Z�(i!n)� �U

�i� � 1

with � = 0;1. In taking the lim itJH ! 1 in deriving

Eq.(3)wem ust�rstrenorm alizethe chem icalpotential

� ! � + JH .Theselfenergy isdeterm ined by theDyson

equation forthe e�ectivesingle-siteproblem

��(i!n)= Z�(i!n)� G
� 1
� (i!n): (4)

W ithin the DM FT,the localG reen function m ustcoin-

cide with the single-site G reen function ofthe original

lattice,i.e.,

G �(i!n)=
1

N

X

k

G �(k;i!n): (5)

Eqs. (2)-(5) form the com plete set ofequations,which

self consistently determ ine the self energy and G reen

function.

W eareinterested in calculatingthecharge(c)and spin

(s)correlation function

�
c(s)

(i;j)=



(�ni" � �ni#)(�nj" � �nj#)
�

(6)

in the hom ogeneous param agnetic (PM ) phase (�ni� =

ni� � hni�i). In order to calculate the charge and spin

responseofsystem onehasto introducean external�eld

into the Ham iltonian. The charge and spin correlation

function can be obtained by di�erentiating the G reen

function respected to the external�eld,and then tak-

ing the zero lim it ofthe �eld.18 Following the standard

techniques,18 one can express the correlation functions

in the term s of charge (c) and spin (s) susceptibility

�c(s)(q;i!n)in m om entum space

�
c(s)

(q)= � T
2
X

n

�
c(s)

(q;i!n): (7)
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The charge and spin susceptibility can be obtained by

di�erentiation ofthe G reen function.18 W e obtain

�
c(s)

(q;i!n)=

2+
P

�= 0;1

�
@�(i! n )

@W �

�

G ;W 1� �

�
c(s)
� (q)

[�0(q;i!n)]
� 1 �

�
@�(i! n )

@G (i!n )

�

W

; (8)

where�0(q;i!n)=
P

k
G (k+ q;i!n)G (k;i!n).Them a-

trix b�c(s)(q)satis�esthe following equation

bB
c(s)

(q)b�
c(s)

(q)= bQ
c(s)

(q); (9)

where bB c(s)(q)and bQ c(s)(q)havethe following elem ents

B
c(s)

��
(q)= ��� +

X

n

A
c(s)
� (i!n)�(q;i!n)G (i!n)

�
@�(i! n )

@W
�

�

G ;W 1� �

1� G2(i!n)
�
@�(i! n )

@G (i!n )

�

W
+ �(q;i!n)G (i!n)

;(10)

Q
c(s)
� (q)=

X

n

A
c(s)
� (i!n)

�

G 2(i!n)
�
@�(i! n )

@G (i!n )

�

W
� 1

�

1� G2(i!n)
�
@�(i! n )

@G (i!n )

�

W
+ �(q;i!n)G (i!n)

(11)

with �;� = 0;1. In deriving Eqs. (9)-(11) we

have used the standard conversion18 [�0(q;i!n)]
� 1 =

[G �(i!n)]
� 2 + �(q;i!n)[G �(i!n)]

� 1; and introduced

quantity A
c(s)
� (i!n)= �W �"=�Z"(i!n)� �W�"=�Z#(i!n):

In the in�nite dim ension lim itallofthe wavevectorde-

pendenceof�0(q;i!n)and �(q;i!n)includein theterm

X (q)=
P d

j= 1
cosqj=d. Hence,the spin and charge cor-

relation function only depend on m om entum via X (q).

Each ofthederivativesappearingin Eqs.(8)-(11)can di-

rectly becalculated from theDM FT solution ofEqs.(2)-

(5). In such the way bB c(s)(q) and bQ c(s)(q) are calcula-

ble once the self-consistentequations ofthe DM FT are

solved. Equation (9) reveals that b�c(s)(q) willdiverge

ata tem peraturewherethedeterm inantof bB c(s)(q)van-

ishes,while bQ c(s)(q) rem ains �nite. This results in an

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
n

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

T
c

FIG .1: The criticaltem perature Tc as a function ofdoping

n for U = 0:5 (squares),U = 1 (circles). The �lled (open)

sym bols are Tc ofthe FM (CO ) phase transition. The solid

line isTc ofthe FM transition withoutdisorder(U = 0).

0 1 2 3 4
U

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

T
c

n=0.5
n=0.7
n=0.9

FIG .2: The criticaltem perature Tc as a function ofU for

variousdoping n.The�lled (open)sym bolsareTc oftheFM

(CO )phase transition.

unphysicalchange ofthe sign ofcorresponding correla-

tion function �c(s)(q)so thatthe assum ption ofthe ho-

m ogeneousPM phase failsforlowertem perature. By a

sim ilarway one could also calculate the spin correlation

function �S(q)oflocalspins.Aftersom ecalculationswe

obtain

�S(q)= 0(q)+ 1(q); (12)

X

�= 0;1

B
s
�� (q)�(q)=

2W �

T
: (13)

From Eqs.(9),(12)-(13)onecan seethatthespin corre-

lation function ofitinerantelectronsand localspinswill

divergeatthe sam e tem perature where the determ inant

of bB s(q) vanishes. This m eans that the spin ofitiner-

antelectronsparallelalignswith localspin,and thusis

an im portantfeatureoftheDE.W ecalculatethecharge

and spin correlation function (7) by solving the DM FT

setofself-consistentEqs.(2)-(5).W eareonly interested

in the FM and checkerboard CO phase stability.Hence,

weonly calculatethespin correlation function atX q = 1

and the charge correlation function at X q = � 1. It is

found thatthe spin correlation function �s(X q = 1)al-

waysdivergesata criticaltem perature. Thisisthe sig-

nalofthe FM phase transition. The charge correlation

function �c(X q = � 1) only diverges for U 6= 0. This

m eans that without the disorder the system always is

hom ogeneous. In Figs.1 and 2 we present the critical

tem peratureTc oftheFM and CO phasetransition asa

function ofdoping and disorderstrength. Athalf�lling

n = 0:5 both criticaltem peraturesreach their m axim al

value.TheTc oftheFM transition alwaysdecreaseswith

increasing disorderstrength.Thism eansthatthe disor-

dersubstantially decreaseTc oftheFM transition.9,10,11

Atthesam etim e,with increasing U ,Tc oftheCO phase

transition �rstincreases,reachesitsm axim alvalue,and

then decreases.ThebehaviorofTc oftheCO phasetran-

sition is sim ilar to the one in the FK m odel.18 At very

strong disorder (U � 1) the two criticaltem peratures
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FIG .3: Upper panel: the tem perature dependence ofthe

spin m agnetization m A (m B )ofsublatticeA(B)(thedotand

dashed line),and ofthe charge-orderparam eter� (the solid

line).

Lowerpanel:the tem perature dependence ofthe free energy

F.The solid,long dashed,shortdashed,and dot-dashed line

arethefreeenergy in theCO -FM ,hom ogeneousFM ,CO -PM ,

and hom ogeneousPM phase,respectively (U = 1,� = U=2).

approach to a sam e value . O ne also notices thatTc of

the CO phase transition alwaysissm allerthan the FM

transition tem perature. Thus,one m ay expectthatthe

CO state is stabilized in the FM phase at low tem per-

ature. However,this CO phase stability is respected to

thehom ogeneousPM phase,and forsafety wealsostudy

an inhom ogeneousphase.W e divide the lattice into two

penetrating sublattices A and B . This lattice division

allowsusto study thecheckerboard CO phase.By using

the standard technique16 the m atrix G reen function can

be written in the following form

bG
� 1
� (k;i!n)=

�

i!n + � � �A� (i!n) � "(k)

� "(k) i!n + � � �B� (i!n)

�

;

where �
A (B )
� (i!n) is the selfenergy ofthe G reen func-

tion of sublattice A(B ). The self energies are deter-

m ined by solving the e�ective problem of single site

of the sublattices.16 W e �nd that at low tem perature

a checkerboard CO -FM state is stabilized. W e plot

the m agnetization m A (B ) = 2
P

i2A (B )
hszii=N of sub-

lattice A (B ) as a function of tem perature in Fig. 3

(upper panel). In this �gure we also plot the tem per-

ature dependence of the charge-order param eter � =

(
P

i2A ;�
hni�i�

P

j2B ;�
hnj�i)=N . It shows that below

a criticaltem perature the m agnetizations ofboth sub-

lattices exist. They equalto each other untilanother

criticaltem perature,where the charge-order param eter

exists.Atlow tem peraturethe system isin the checker-

board CO -FM state.In thisphasethechargeordercoex-

istsin theFM state,asexperim entally observed.7 In the

way thesystem exhibitstwosuccessivephasetransitions.

Initially thesystem goesto thehom ogeneousFM phase,

and after that to the checkerboard CO phase,that the

CO -FM phaseisstabilized.W ealsocalculatethefreeen-

ergyofthesystem .Thefreeenergycan onlybeexpressed

in term s oflocalquantities.16 W e plot the tem perature

dependence ofthe free energy F in Fig 3 (lowerpanel).

It shows that the CO -FM state has lowest free energy,

hencethe state m ustbe stabilized atlow tem perature.

In conclusions,wehaveproposed a m echanism forthe

CO -FM phase which has recently been observed. The

m echanism isbased on a com bination ofdiagonaldisor-

derand a sim ple DE m odelwith localIsing spins. Em -

ploying the DM FT we have calculated the charge and

spin correlation function. It is found that the FM and

CO state are stabilized atlow tem perature. Asa result

thecheckerboard chargeordercan occurin theFM state.

However,the m anganites are too com plicated a system

to becom pletely described by thissim plem odel.In par-

ticular,thephasewith inhom ogeneouspercolation ofFM

and CO regionsisbeyond the scopeofthispaper.
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