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We have analyzed diﬀerent correlation functions in a realistic spin-orbital model for half-doped
manganites. Using a ﬁnite-temperature diagonalization technique the CE phase was found in the
charge-ordered phase in the case of small antiferromagnetic interactions between t2g electrons. It is
shown that a key ingredient responsible for stabilization of the CE-type spin and orbital-ordered state
is the cooperative Jahn-Teller (JT) interaction between next-nearest Mn+3 neighbors mediated by
the breathing mode distortion of Mn+4 octahedra and displacements of Mn+4 ions. The topological
phase factor in the Mn-Mn hopping leading to gap formation in one-dimensional models for the CE
phase as well as the nearest neighbor JT coupling are not able to produce the zigzag chains typical
for the CE phase in our model.
PACS numbers: 75.30.Kz, 71.70.Ej, 75.30.Et, 75.10.-b

I.

INTRODUCTION

Half-doped perovskite manganites Re1/2 A1/2 MnO3
(Re-rare earth, A-alkaline earth) exhibit very speciﬁc
properties quite diﬀerent from manganites with other eg
electron concentrations.1,2 Generally, for large size Re
and A cations or when external pressure is applied3 these
compounds are in the A-type antiferromagnetic (AF),
metallic state at low temperatures showing no or only
weak sign of charge ordering, and the occupied eg electron states are predominantly x2 −y 2 like. Recently it has
been reported that the A-phase may develop an intrinsic
charge-stripe modulation, which controls the transport
properties.4 With decreasing size of the cations, which
implies a decrease of the bandwidth, charge ordering is
observed which at lower temperatures is accompanied
by the formation of peculiar ferromagnetic (FM) zigzag
chains5,6,7 that are staggered antiferromagnetically. This
CE spin order, a notation introduced in the pioneering
work of Wollan and Koehler8 and Goodenough9 , is accompanied by a checkerboard charge order (CO) and directed occupied orbitals on the Mn3+ sites amplifying
double exchange (DE) along one lattice diagonal. The
CE-structure is a particularly fascinating manifestation
of the control of magnetic order due to the orbital degree of freedom10,11 in combination with charge ordering. Although a number of approaches have been followed to explain this structure, the mechanism for its
stability is still not clear and hotly debated with emphasis put on the role of the DE,12,13,14 the Coulomb
interaction,15,16,17,18 or the coupling to the lattice degrees of freedom.19,20,21,22,23,24,25
The CE phase has been observed experimentally both
in cubic (Nd,Pr)1/2 (Sr,Ca)1/2 MnO3 2,7,26,27,28 and in layered LaSr2 Mn2 O7 29 and La1/2 Sr3/2 MnO4 5,6 manganites.
In some cases it can coexist with the A-type AF spin
ordering.29,30,31 Regarding CO in the CE phase, some

experiments are interpreted in terms of almost perfect
CO6,32 while others33 are considered to be consistent
with a smooth charge density wave (CDW) of the eg
electron density. Although, it is plausible that the
complex spin and orbital arrangement in the chargeordered manganites can result from the competition
between DE34 and AF superexchange interactions (∼
JAF ), the role played by the CO and Jahn-Teller (JT)
interactions20,21,22,35 in the system is still unclear. Finally in systems like e.g. Pr1/2 Ca1/2 MnO3 CO and CEtype orbital correlations are found to develop well above
the Neel temperature36,37 or even coexist with FM spin
state,38 which indicates that these orbital correlations are
not primarily driven by magnetic interactions.
This work focuses on a microscopic understanding of
the stability of the CE-phase which appears to be the
ground state of narrow band manganites at and near
quarter-ﬁlling. We argue here that the key interaction,
apart from the nearest-neighbor Coulomb repulsion V
which supports the charge ordering,39 is the next-nearest
neighbor JT interaction. This interaction between orbitals at next-nearest neighbor Mn3+ ions emerges from
the JT-distortions of the Mn3+ octahedra which is ampliﬁed by the breathing distortion of the intermediate Mn4+
octahedra. We show that this interaction generates a
narrow regime in the V -JAF phase diagram where the
CE-phase (and sometimes the C-phase) is stable. Otherwise one encounters a homogeneous FM phase at small
JAF fully controlled by DE and a conventional nearestneighbor AF phase at larger JAF .
An important feature of further neighbor JT interactions are the displacements of the Mn4+ ions. We are
only aware of work by Radaelli et al.40 where detailed lattice coordinates for the CE-phase in La1/2 Ca1/2 MnO3 are
reported. In particular they observed that the 4 planar
O(2) move towards the Mn4+ ion and the Mn4+ ions are
found to be displaced from their regular perovskite posi-
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tions, while the Mn3+ ions are not shifted. This observation conﬁrms the importance of the breathing distortion
and also shows the mechanism of the further neighbor
JT-distortion in the CE-phase. As a consequence the appearance of new Bragg reﬂections in the CE-phase would
be associated not primarily with quadrupolar electronic
orbital order but rather with the displacements of ions
associated with the CE orbital order.40
An alternative long-ranged JT based interaction was
recently proposed by Khomskii and Kugel41 and by
Calderon, Millis and Ahn.42 They employ elasticity theory to derive the orbital interaction between JT-distorted
Mn3+ O6 octahedra for the perfectly charge ordered case.
We have also investigated the consequences of this interaction. Our numerical simulations conﬁrm the estimate
presented in Ref. 41 that for perfect charge ordering the
AF CE phase is stable. Yet in this model this requires
large nearest neighbor Coulomb repulsion V , while for
moderate values of V the CE phase gets unstable.
The ﬁnite temperature diagonalization16,43,44 used in
our study allows to include the full interplay of spin
and orbital states, and to monitor the onset of diﬀerent orders as function of temperature. This gives us the
ability for an unbiased investigation of the formation of
diﬀerent spin-orbital orderings emerging from all multielectron conﬁgurations in the cluster. In this paper we
concentrate on the stability and temperature dependence
of spin, orbital, and charge ordered states in the twodimensional (2D) realistic model for half-doped manganites. In our microscopic spin-orbital model CO develops as a result of nearest-neighbor Coulomb repulsion V
and as a consequence of further neighbor JT interactions,
while the spin-orbital order results from the competition
between DE (i.e. kinetic energy), AF superexchange and
further neighbor JT interactions. As shown in Sec. III D
the latter interaction can lead to a CO state at low temperatures even in the absence of inter-site Coulomb repulsion. Furthermore we argue that a topological sign in
the hopping amplitudes of eg orbitals13 invoked in onedimensional (1D) models for the CE phase is not suﬃcient to explain the formation of CE spin-orbital structure in the 2D model studied by us.
Further motivations to put eﬀort in a better understanding of the interplay of spin, charge, orbitals and
lattice in the formation of the CE-phase are the following: It has been argued that the intrinsic mechanism that
leads to colossal magnetoresistance are tendencies towards CE-type charge and orbital ordering in the vicinity
of x = 0.5.45 Furthermore a CE-insulator to FM-metal
transition has been observed in relatively small magnetic
ﬁeld, which is accompanied by a major change of the
optical conductivity on a surprisingly large energy scale
(∼ 1 eV).46,47 Such dramatic changes in relatively weak
magnetic ﬁelds are a clear manifestation of the subtle interplay between spin, orbital and CO. The present study
provides a basis for further investigations of the temperature dependence of e.g. the optical conductivity and the
study of spin and orbital excitations in the CE-phase, as

well as the eﬀect of doping into the quarter ﬁlled state.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present
the model Hamiltonian, and describe in Sec. II B the
ﬁnite-temperature Lanczos method. Sec. III contains numerical results for diﬀerent two-site correlation functions
characterizing the charge, orbital and spin structure.
These correlation functions are evaluated as functions of
temperature and collected in a form of semi-quantitative
phase diagrams in three diﬀerent regimes: (i) including
nearest-neighbor eﬀective orbital-orbital (OO) interactions (Sec. III B); (ii) assuming the elastic form of OO
coupling at diﬀerent distances (Sec. III C); (iii) considering the local form of next- and nearest-neighbor OO
coupling (Sec. III D), while in Sec. III F the eﬀect of
charge stacking is discussed. The paper is summarized in
Sec. IV. In the Appendix the stability of the CE versus
the C phase is analysed for a 1D band model with lifted
orbital degeneracy.
II.

MODEL HAMILTONIAN AND NUMERICAL
PROCEDURE
A.

Effective spin-orbital model

We consider the generic FM Kondo lattice model for
manganites43,44 with the Mn eg electrons coupled to the
core t2g spins via the Hund coupling JH . The model is
augmented by inter-site Coulomb repulsion V and cooperative JT interactions and treated in the limit of inﬁnite
on-site Coulomb repulsion between two eg electrons on
the same site (U → ∞):
H = Hband + HKondo + HAF + HV + HOO .

(1)

The ﬁrst term describes the motion of the eg electrons,

X  ξζ †
tij d˜iξσ d˜jζσ + H.c. ,
(2)
Hband = −
hijiξζ,σ

with a constraint that allows only for Mn4+ and Mn3+
Q
conﬁgurations, d˜†iξσ = d†iξσ (1−niξσ̄ ) σ′ (1−niξ̄σ′ ), where
all other alternative eg states are projected out. Here and
in the following the index ξ¯ (σ̄) denotes the eg orbital
(spin) orthogonal to the ξ (σ) one, respectively. The
hopping matrix elements depend on the basis chosen. For
the basis {|xi, |zi} with |xi ∼ x2 − y 2 and |zi ∼ 3z 2 − r2
they are given by,
√ 

i
h
t
3 ∓ 3
√
=
tξζ
,
(3)
ij||a(b)
4 ∓ 3 1
where, +(−) refer to the a(b) direction, respectively. The
second term of Hamiltonian (1) stands for the Hund interaction between eg electrons spin and the S = 3/2 t2g
core spin Si ,
X
HKondo = −JH
(4)
Si · d˜†iξσ ~σσσ′ d˜iξσ′ ,
iξσσ′

3
resulting in the parallel alignment of spins between t2g
and eg electrons at each site in the limit JH ≫ t which
corresponds to the realistic situation in manganites. The
Hband + HKondo part of the total Hamiltonian alone represents the DE mechanism and yields a FM ground state
with |xi orbitals being occupied which is favored by the
kinetic energy in 2D model. Such a fully spin polarized
case at ﬁnite U leads to the orbital t-J model as considered in Refs. 43,44. Here, we are interested in the more
complex case where both spin and orbital degrees of freedom play an active role. Therefore, an AF (JAF > 0)
coupling between nearest-neighbor t2g spins is also incorporated,
HAF = JAF

X
hiji

Si · Sj .

(5)

In our numerical studies we assume S = 1/2 for the core
spins which decreases the resulting Hilbert space considerably. We have tested that this assumption gives similar
results as in the S = 3/2 case when JH is renormalized48
by the factor 3. Moreover, to promote the charge ordering as observed experimentally in half-doped manganites
we include the Coulomb repulsion (V > 0) between eg
electrons on neighboring sites,48
HV = V

X

niξσ njζσ′ ,

(6)

hijiξζσσ′

with niξσ = d˜†iξσ d˜iξσ . This term reduces the probability
of occupancy of neighboring sites by eg electrons.
The form of the inter-site OO interactions included in
the HOO term of the Hamiltonian will be speciﬁed in the
following section.

the trace of the thermodynamic expectation value is performed by a Monte Carlo sampling leading to the following approximate expression:
hAR i ≈

(8)

l=1

where the ﬁrst sum is performed over a restricted number
L of random states |li being initial states in the Lanczos
algorithm to generate a set {ψjl } of eigenfunctions of H
with respective eigenvalues {Ejl }. M is the number of
Lanczos functions in the expansion of a given state |li. In
the same manner the partition function is approximated
by,
Z≈

L X
M
X
l=1 j=1

exp(−βEjl )|hl|ψjl i|2 .

(9)

It has been shown49 that the results get very accurate
already for L, M ≪ Nst . Even though we exploit the
translational symmetry
calculations are restricted to
√ the √
small clusters (N = 8 × 8 is used in this paper) as
PN
z
only Stot
= i Siz subspaces can be treated separately,
while a similar symmetry
√ √ in the orbital sector does not
exist. Although a 8× 8 cluster is large enough to capture the CE-type correlations, boundary conditions can
inﬂuence further neighbor interactions. To assess such
ﬁnite size eﬀects quantitatively, a full diagonalization on
larger clusters would be necessary. In the case of the CO
CE phase this would involve at least a 4 × 4 site cluster,
which is far beyond numerical realization.
III.
A.

B.

L M
Nst X X
exp(−βEjl )hl|ψjl ihψjl |AR |li,
LZ
j=1

NUMERICAL RESULTS

Parameters and magnetic phases

Finite-temperature Lanczos method

To investigate the possible spin and orbital orderings in
our spin-orbital model (1) we have calculated the temperature dependence of diﬀerent two-site correlation functions given by the operator expectation value:
hAR i =

Nst
1 X
hn| exp(−βH)AR |ni,
Z n=1

(7)

P
of two-site operators, AR = 1/NP i Bi Bi+R with Bi =
48
ni , Tiz , Siz , or Siz ni with ni =
Here, β =
ξ,σ niξσ .
1/kB T , Nst is the number of basis states {|ni} that
span H, N number of sites in the cluster and Z =
PNst
n=1 hn| exp(−βH)|ni is the partition function.
The calculation of (7) would, however, require a complete diagonalization of a Nst × Nst matrix of the Hamiltonian. Therefore, we use for the calculation of hAR i
a generalization of the exact diagonalization technique
developed by Jaklič and Prelovšek.49 In this approach

In the numerical studies we assume S = 1/2 for
the core spins and the limit of strong Hund’s coupling
JH /t = 15. The numerical results are almost identical for
all JH & 5t in the whole range of temperatures considered
by us. The Coulomb repulsion V /t and the AF-exchange
JAF /t are free parameters, and the data is summerized
in form of a phase diagram in the V − JAF plane. The
hopping parameter t is chosen as energy unit. We focus
in this study on CO states and thus assume ﬁnite positive values for V in all the calculations. In perovskite
manganites the eﬀective hopping t strongly depends on
the lattice parameters and distortions e.g. increases with
contraction of the Mn−O bond length and also depends
on the Mn−O−Mn bond angle.3 Thus, its value can be
only roughly estimated as t = 0.2 − 0.7eV.43,50,51,52
A major diﬃculty when searching for spin structures
like those indicated in Fig. 1, and the same applies to
charge and orbital order, is that in a cluster with periodic
boundary conditions translational (and rotational) symmetries are not broken. Therefore we have to investigate
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FIG. 1: Schematic view of diﬀerent spin patterns found in
the 2D model in presence of checkerboard CO (half-doped
case). Thick (thin) arrows represent states with total spin
S = 2 (S = 3/2) with (without) an eg electron present at
a given site, respectively. The shaded lines in C and CE
phases indicate the direction of DE carrier propagation. The
preferred directional eg orbitals occupied at sites S = 2 are
parallel to the shaded paths.

correlation functions and compare their features with the
diﬀerent spin conﬁgurations (presented in Fig. 1).
We shall consider three diﬀerent forms for the orbital
interaction term HOO and show that one has to go beyond the nearest-neighbor interactions to obtain the CEtype correlations. We begin the description of our calculations with a simpliﬁed model (without HOO term) but
including the crystal-ﬁeld splitting of eg orbitals ∝ Ez ,
X
Hz = −Ez
Tiz ,
(10)
i

P
1

where Tiz = 2 σ (nixσ − nizσ ) is the z component of
the pseudospin operator. This orbital splitting accounts
for the elongation of octahedra along the c-axis in layered compounds, which favors |zi over |xi orbital occupation, and also counterbalances the trend towards occupation of |xi orbitals, which is strongly favored by the
kinetic energy in the 2D-model. Although, the model
without HOO interactions can lead to the stability of the
CE-type orbital pattern,48 the magnetic structure was
FM. In a wide range of parameters (Ez /t < 0, V /t > 0,
JAF /t > 0) no stabilization of the AF CE spin phase was
found, indicating that the inter-chain coupling is quite
strong and cannot be neglected in realistic models for
half-doped CO manganites. Such a conclusion agrees this
recent density-functional calculations showing a considerable band dispersion normal to the chains.18 Thus, we
argue that the topological effect considered in 1D model
approximations, which gave a simple explanation of the
existence of the CE spin-orbital phase at half-doping, is
not likely to be the decisive mechanism in a more realistic
2D case investigated here. Our simulations with purely
electronic interactions do not provide evidence for 1D FM
chains that are coupled antiferromagnetically to neighbor

FIG. 2: Phase diagram indicating the character of the dominant spin correlations found at small temperatures T < zJ.
The calculations include the nearest-neighbor OO eﬀective interactions (κ = 0.2t). ’∗’ indicates representative points for
which the correlation functions are presented below.

chains, which is the basic assumption that could justify
such 1D models. Therefore, in the following sections we
concentrate on the electron-lattice coupling20,21,22,53,54
and present a mechanism stabilizing the CE spin/orbital
state in manganites.

B.

The role of nearest-neighbor orbital interactions

The ﬁrst aim of our study of the spin-orbital model
(1) in half-doped manganites is to investigate the role of
nearest-neighbor OO coupling played in CO state. There
are two diﬀerent mechanisms contributing to this interaction: (i) the cooperative JT eﬀect52 and (ii) superexchange interactions.43,55 Neglecting more complex spinorbital terms51,52 both eﬀects can be described by the following simple term derived before for undoped LaMnO3
compound,55
X
Tij ,
(11)
HOO = 2κ
hiji

where the two-site orbital operator, Tij , between nearestneighbor Mn sites in the {|xi, |zi} basis,
√
Tij = Tiz Tjz + 3TixTjx ∓ 3(Tix Tjz + Tiz Tjx ),
(12)
is described in terms of pseudospin operators: Ti+ =
P ˜† ˜
P ˜† ˜
−
σ dizσ dixσ . The prefactor of
σ dixσ dizσ , and T√
i =
the mixed term ∝ 3 is negative in the a direction and
positive in the b direction. The nearest-neighbor OO
term can lead to attraction of electrons on neighboring
sites with diﬀerent orbital orientations but having the
Coulomb repulsion (6) included in the model we avoid
phase separation.
As shown in Fig. 2 for large values of the superexchange
interaction between core spins (zJAF ∼ t) an AF spin
ground state is realized while with decreasing JAF the
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FIG. 3: Temperature dependence of the charge (a), orbital
(b), and spin (c) two-site correlation functions calculated for
neighbors at diﬀerent distances R for the phase with FM spin
correlations. Parameters: V = t, κ = 0.2t, JAF = 0.05t,
JH = 15t.

kinetic energy of the eg electrons (∼ t) starts to play
an active role via the DE mechanism34 breaking some of
the AF bonds which leads to 1D FM chains which form
straight lines (C phase). Further decrease of JAF yields
FM correlations in both a and b directions. As the kinetic
energy is controlled by the inter-site Coulomb repulsion
V and suppressed in the limit of V ≫ t we ﬁnd the AF
region increasing in size with increasing V /t.
We discuss now in more detail the temperature dependence of the diﬀerent correlation functions. Starting from the FM region (see Fig. 3) we ﬁnd the evolution of weak CO for T /t . 1 with nearest-neighbor
(1, 0) charge correlations smaller than the (1, 1) and (2, 0)
next-neighbor ones which is consistent with the alternating order of Mn+3 and Mn+4 ions. The orbital corre-
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FIG. 4: Temperature dependence of the correlations as in
Fig. 3 but for the phase with AF spin correlations. Parameters: V = 2t, κ = 0.2t, JAF = 0.3t, JH = 15t.

lations are positive between all neighbors indicating the
preference of x2 − y 2 orbital occupancy due to the kinetic energy which is quite large in the FM state. Although all spin correlation functions are positive, they
remain highly anisotropic as T → 0 as a result of the
strong competition between the DE mechanism and AF
superexchange interaction between core spins.
Next, we consider the AF spin state in the case of
large JAF and V (see Fig. 4). Increasing Coulomb repulsion (V = 2t) we ﬁnd more distinct and almost isotropic
alternation of the eg charge which now sets in already
at T /t ≈ 2. Here, the orbital correlations are correlated
with the onset of the AF spin order at T /t ≈ 0.5. For
T /t → 0 the spin-spin correlations are strong and represent an almost isotropic AF spin state.
For intermediate values of JAF and moderate Coulomb
repulsion we ﬁnd the phase with predominantly C spin
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Furthermore, nearest-neighbor spin-charge correlations
are small as a result of averaging over diﬀerent cluster
orientations (rotated by angles ±π/2, ±π).
It is straightforward to see why the C-structure is favored by the nearest-neighbor JT interaction. The Cphase can be viewed as a realization of the alternating orbital structure of LaMnO3 but with a modulated
charge density. Hence this structure is compatible with
the nearest-neighbor JT interaction, whereas in the CEstructure this interaction is frustrated.
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The role of local lattice distortions due to the JT effect, which creates an anisotropic strain ﬁeld decaying as
∼ R−3 and thereby promotes long-range orbital ordering, was considered by Khomskii (see Ref. 41). Following
these arguments, we treat the OO term as an elastic interaction which is active also between eg electrons on
next-nearest-neighbor sites along a or b direction,
X
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Hel = 2κ
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FIG. 5: Temperature dependence of the charge (a), orbital
(b), and spin-charge (c) correlation functions calculated for
the phase with C spin correlations. Parameters: V = t, κ =
0.2t, JAF = 0.2t, JH = 15t.

correlations at T /t → 0 (see Fig. 2). As presented in
Fig. 5 for JAF /t = 0.2 and V /t = 1 the charge correlations are similar to those obtained for the FM state
shown in Fig. 3 (a) while the spin ordering changes dramatically. Moreover for T /t → 0 the orbital correlations
are weaker than those found in the FM state discussed
above indicating the orbital tendency towards in-plane
directional-type order.
A convenient way to distinguish between phases with
C or CE and other spin correlations is to evaluate a combined spin-charge correlation function being restricted to
z
ni+R i. Anasites occupied by eg electrons, hSiz ni Si+R
lyzing the localized limit presented in Fig. 1 (or its by
π/2 rotated version) one can easily see that, for the C
z
phase one should ﬁnd hSiz ni Si+R
ni+R i > 0 for |R| = 2
√
z
z
and hSi ni Si+R ni+R i < 0 for |R| = 2 while for the

hhijii

where hhijii refers to next nearest-neighbors along a
and b direction with κ′ = κ/8 which follows from the
∼ (|i − j|)−3 decay of elastic interactions.41 The existence
of longer-range OO interactions is justiﬁed by its cooperative lattice-driven nature where an orbital ﬂip on a single Mn site distorts not only the neighboring oxygens but
also positions of other manganese ions around it. Here,
the JT coupling preferring the tilting of the orbitals from
the uniform orbital state leads to an alternating orbital
order (see Fig. 6) and in this way compensates for the
kinetic energy gain in uniform |xi orbital state favored
in the 2D model. Here we neglect non-central elastic interactions between neighboring Mn sites in (11) direction
as their strength does not scale with κ′ (see Ref. 41) and
thus would involve introduction of an additional parameter in the model.
The CE phase is favored as compared to the C phase
by the OO coupling between second neighbors (∼ κ′ )
along a/b direction. However, this interaction is only
active (not screened) when strong charge ordering takes
place (large V /t case) and here the CE phase can persist
even for small values of JAF as long as the eg kinetic energy is suﬃciently suppressed by a large V (see Fig. 7).
Thus, one has to assume large inter-site Coulomb repulsion (where almost perfect Mn+3 /Mn+4 charge ordering6
is realized) and small superexchange interaction [see an
example for V /t = 3 and JAF /t = 0.04 in Fig. 8]. In
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the correlation functions are presented here.

the {|xi, |zi} basis, which we use in most of the numerical evaluations, the spin and orbital correlation functions
with R = (2, 0) become large as T → 0 while all the others remain very small in the whole range of temperatures.
Such small orbital correlations imply either that the respective orbitals are uncorrelated or that they order in
such a way, that the occupied orbitals are linear combinations with almost equal amplitude expressed in the
basis used for the measurement of correlation functions.43
This diﬃculty is not present in SU(2) symmetric models,
and appears here as consequence of the cubic symmetry in the orbital sector. Therefore, the
√ same functions
were evaluated also in the {(|xi ± |zi)/ 2} basis as presented in the inset of Fig. 8 (b). In the new orbital basis
z
the function hTiz Ti+(2,0)
i is more pronounced and satz
urates for T /t ≃ 0.1 at hTiz Ti+(2,0)
i ≃ −0.12 close to
its maximum value −1/8 indicating almost perfect CE

-0.15

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

T/t
FIG. 8: Temperature dependence of the two-site correlations
as in Fig. 5 but for the phase with CE spin and orbital correlations promoted by elastic interactions (κ = 0.2t, κ′ = κ/8).
Other parameters: V = 3t, JAF = 0.04t, JH = 15t. The inset in (b) shows
√ the orbital correlations in the rotated basis:
{(|xi ± |zi)/ 2}.

z
orbital structure (see Fig. 6). Shorter range hTiz Ti+R
i
correlations should become small when averaged over differently oriented clusters (rotated by angles ±π/2) [see
Fig. 1 (d)]. From Fig. 1 (d) one can see that a similar pattern as found for the two-site orbital correlations
z
should be found for the hSiz ni Si+R
ni+R i functions. In
our cluster in ideal CE state only electrons at distance
|R| = 2 can contribute to the charge-spin correlations
(being negative in this case) which do not vanish when
averaged over diﬀerent cluster orientations. As shown in
z
ni+R i correlations obtained here
Fig. 8 (c) the hSiz ni Si+R
are consistent with the above characterization of the CE
pattern with a strong negative signal dominating at distance |R| = 2. The existence of charge-ordered insulating
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the staggered charge susceptibility,48 χc,stagg :



X
1
1
nj −
i, (14)
χc,stagg = β/N
(−1)|i−j| h ni −
2
2

0.14
V/t=1.0
2.0
3.0

0.12

<T zi >

0.10

ij

0.08
0.06
0.04

(a)

0.02
0

0

1

2

3

4.0

which at high temperatures follows a Curie-Weiss law
χ−1
c,stagg ∝ (T − TCO ). From Fig. 9 (b) one can easily
estimate TCO /t ≈ 0.6, 1.4, and 2.4 for V /t = 1.0, 2.0,
and 3.0, respectively, in agreement with the mean-ﬁeld
solution56 which for V ≫ t predicts, TCO ≈ zV /4.

(b)
D.

χ -1c,stagg

3.0

2.0

1.0

0

0

1

2

3

4

5

T/t
FIG. 9: Temperature dependence of the average value of the
Tiz orbital operator (a) and the inverse of the staggered charge
susceptibility χ−1
c,stagg (b) obtained for diﬀerent values of the
inter-site repulsion V /t in the presence of elastic interactions
(κ = 0.2t, κ′ = κ/8). Other parameters: JAF = 0.04t, JH =
15t.

state concomitant with orbital and spin order of the CEtype8,9 was observed in diﬀerent half-doped manganites
with small one-electron bandwidth.1
The average change in the orbital occupation can be
studied calculating hTiz i which changes between +1/4
and −1/4 for the uniform |xi and |zi orbital states,
respectively, for the case with one eg electron per two
Mn sites. Furthermore, when the orbital state involves
|xi and |zi orbitals in the same proportion one ﬁnds
hTiz i ≃ 0. In Fig. 9 (a) we see that increasing the
Coulomb interaction from V = t to V = 2t the orbital ordering hardly changes for T /t → 0 with hTiz i only slightly
decreasing to hTiz i ≃ 0.13 for V = 2t. This indicates that
as long as the system is in the FM state (see Fig. 7) the
ground state is dominated by the x2 − y 2 orbital promoted by the kinetic energy term. Further increase in
the Coulomb inter-site repulsion to V = 3t leads to a
drastic change in the orbital order when system enters
the CE phase region (see Fig. 7). Here, hTiz i ≃ 0.03
for T /t → √
0 indicating dominating role played by the
(|xi ± |zi)/ 2 orbitals. This fact is consistent with our
results for the two-site orbital correlation functions [see
inset in Fig. 8(b)].
A change in the inter-site Coulomb interaction is directly connected with the robustness of the charge ordering as seen in Figs. 3 - 5 (a) and Fig. 8 (a). Although the characteristic temperature of the CO (TCO )
can be roughly estimated from the charge-charge correlation functions it can be more precisely extracted from

Microscopic model for Mn3+ –Mn3+ JT coupling

Although the model considered in the previous section with longer-range OO elastic coupling leads to the
CE-type spin and orbital correlations, this phase is found
only in a very extreme case of almost perfect Mn4+ /Mn3+
CO (that is for strong Coulomb repulsion) which may
not be very realistic in the light of some experimental
facts indicating the CDW character of charge redistribution between diﬀerent manganese ions.33 Therefore in
this section we derive the further neighbor OO interactions from a microscopic model including apart from the
JT-distortion of the Mn3+ octahedra the breathing distortion around the Mn4+ ions as well. We then show that
this interaction is capable to produce the zigzag (spin
and orbital) phase in a region of small Coulomb repulsion changing the previous phase diagrams in a drastic
way.
To assess the gain in lattice energy connected with the
formation of the CE long-range orbital order we follow
the work of Millis for LaMnO3 by treating the lattice
distortions classically.57,58 The eﬀect of lattice displacements is described by assuming arbitrary values of four
diﬀerent lattice distances di (i = 1, ..., 4) (see Fig. 10)
which are expressed by δx , δx′ – uniform deformation
along the a and b direction of the Mn lattice, and ui
– displacements of O ions along the Mn–O–Mn bonds
within the (a, b) planes:
1
b (1 + δx − 2u1 ) ,
2
1
= b (1 + δx + 2u1 ) ,
2
1
= b (1 + δx′ + 2u2 ) ,
2
1
= b (1 + δx′ − 2u2 ) ,
2

d1 =

(15a)

d2

(15b)

d3
d4

(15c)
(15d)

where b is the lattice constant of the ideal perovskite.59
Moreover, we assume eg charge stacking in the c direction
with the respective Mn–Mn distance being b(1 + δz ).
In order to deﬁne orbital sublattices (A and B) we
introduce a transformation which describes the tilting of
orbitals by making two diﬀerent transformations at both
sublattices,55
 



 
cos π4 ± φ  sin π4 ± φ 
|iµi
|izi
=
, (16)
|iνi
|ixi
− sin π4 ± φ cos π4 ± φ
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ordering at φ = π/12 (φ = −π/12), respectively. The rotation (16) does not include complex orbital order which
was proposed as a possible orbital order in manganites
at smaller doping.60 The classical energy of the distorted
lattice El (per Mn site) is given by,58

A
d4

d3

A

B
d1

d2

d3

d4

d2

d1

B
b




1
(K1 + 2K2 ) δx2 + (δx′ )2 + δz2 + K1 u21 + u22 ,
4
(17)
normalized per Mn ion, where K1 (K2 ) are the nearestneighbor Mn–O (Mn–Mn) spring constant, respectively.
Here the force constants include the factor b2 , and hence
have the dimension of an energy.
Next, we have to add the energy of the breathing mode
(BM) describing the attraction between oxygen ions and
the unoccupied Mn+4 site:
El =

a

Ebr =
FIG. 10: Schematic representation of the lattice distortions
contributing to the second neighbor JT-interaction. The corresponding CE orbital order for the 5 atom structure above
is indicated in Fig. 6 by dashed lines. Diﬀerent Mn3+ , Mn4+ ,
and O ions are presented by full, shaded and empty circles,
respectively. The distances between the Mn4+ ion and the
Mn3+ ions in (10) [(1̄0)] and (01) [(01̄)] directions, respectively, are identical. The arrow indicates the displacement of
the central Mn4+ ion when d1 + d2 6= d3 + d4 .
2

V/ t

AF

∗

1

0.05

Here, all oxygens are equally attracted towards the central manganese ion. The BM induces charge alternation
on neighboring Mn sites and contributes to the eﬀective
inter-site charge-charge repulsion (V ). The coupling constant to the breathing distortion is written as βλ, where
λ denotes the coupling to the JT distortion. The term
describing the JT coupling depends on the character of
the occupied orbital at a Mn+3 site. The JT interaction
describes the coupling between the occupied eg orbital
at a particular Mn3+ ion and the distortions of the surrounding oxygen ions, as introduced by Millis.57 In the
orbitally rotated state (16) this energy has the following
form,
EJT (φ) =

FM

0

(18)



1
1
λ δz + u1 + u2 − (δx + δx′ ) sin(2φ)
2
2


√
1
(δx − δx′ ) + u2 − u1 , (19)
−
3 cos(2φ)
2

CE

∗
0

1
βλ (δx + δx′ + δz + u1 + u2 ) .
2

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

J AF /t
FIG. 11: Phase diagram as in Fig. 2 including the local
nearest- and next-neighbor OO interactions with κ = 0.2t
and κ′ = 0.1t (spring constants K2 /K1 = 0.25). ’∗’ indicate
representative points in the CE region for which the correlation functions are presented here. The dashed arrow presents
the direction of the transition from the localized CE to the
itinerant electron A-phase at low temperatures.

and depends on the rotation angle φ and on the deformation of the lattice.
The optimal values of the ionic displacements for a
given angle φ are found by minimization of the total energy, Etot (φ) = El + Ebr + EJT (φ), which for (17)-(19)
and neglecting higher-order nonlinear terms gives,
δx =
δx′ =

where − (+) refers to i ∈ A (i ∈ B) sublattice, respectively, and |φ| ≤ π4 . Here, |ixi and |izi stands for local
basis orbitals: |xi and |zi at site i, respectively. In the
rotated basis {|iµi, |iνi} we assume for the transformed
operators: hTiz i = −1/2 (1/2) for i ∈ A (B) sublattice,
respectively. At intermediate values of φ one can reach,
e.g., |3x2 −r2 i/|3y 2 −r2 i (|z 2 −x2 i/|z 2 −y 2 i)-type orbital

δz =
u1 =
u2 =

√


−λ 2β − sin(2φ) − 3 cos(2φ)
,
2 (K1 + 2K2 )
√


−λ 2β − sin(2φ) + 3 cos(2φ)
,
2 (K1 + 2K2 )
−λ [β + sin(2φ)]
,
K1 + 2K2
√


−λ 2β + sin(2φ) + 3 cos(2φ)
,
4K1
√


−λ 2β + sin(2φ) − 3 cos(2φ)
.
4K1

(20a)
(20b)
(20c)
(20d)
(20e)
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This yields for the total energy of the distorted lattice,
 2
λ2
β (5K1 + 4K2 )
Etot (φ) = −
4K1 (K1 + 2K2 )


+ (K1 + 2K2 ) 2β sin(2φ) + cos2 (2φ) + 2K1 + K2 .
(21)
This implies a change of the volume of the lattice with
respect to the ideal perovskite (V0 = b3 ) δV /V0 ≃ δx +
δx′ +δz = −3λβ/(K1 +2K2 ). Hence the volume decreases
with increasing BM coupling β, but does not depend on
the character of the orbital order.
The relative strength of the eﬀective next- and nearestneighbor JT interactions can be obtained by comparing
the lattice stiﬀnesses of the orbital modulations in the
undoped (∼ κ) and the quarter-ﬁlled (∼ κ′ ) case, respectively. For undoped LaMnO3 the lattice energy was
found to be [see Eq. (2.14) in Ref. 61],
3λ2
{K1 + K2 [1 + cos(4φ)]} ,
K1 (K1 + 2K2 )
(22)
In the half-doped case the orbital alternation at Mn3+
neighbors is driven by the Mn4+ ion shift. The energy
(21) can be decomposed Etot (φ) = E0 (φ) + δE(φ), where
δE(φ) is the gain of energy due to the Mn4+ displacement:

TABLE I: The relative energy gain, δE(φ)/Etot (φ), associated with the Mn4+ ion displacement (see Fig. 10) for the
orbital orderings given by φ = 0 and ±π/12 presented as
function of β and K2 /K1 .
φ = π/12
φ=0
φ = −π/12
β K2 /K1 δE(φ)/Etot (φ) δE(φ)/Etot (φ) δE(φ)/Etot (φ)
0.0
0.0
0.409
0.500
0.409
0.5
0.0
0.321
0.353
0.250
1.0
0.0
0.167
0.187
0.129
0.0
0.5
0.281
0.333
0.281
0.5
0.5
0.237
0.240
0.167
1.0
0.5
0.125
0.130
0.087
0.0
1.0
0.214
0.250
0.214
0.5
1.0
0.187
0.182
0.125
1.0
1.0
0.100
0.100
0.065

0.5

0
(φ) = −
Etot

(a)
1

0

2

3

4

<ni ni+R >

0

(b)

-0.02
z
<T zi Ti+R
>

This cooperative energy does not depend on the breathing mode coupling β directly, though there is an indirect
dependence via E0 (φ) inﬂuencing the optimal value for
φ. Contrary to the undoped case (22), where the MnMn potential (∼ K2 ) is necessary to obtain ﬁnite orbital
stiﬀness, in the half-doped case (23) the Mn-O interaction alone can lead to cooperative JT eﬀect stabilizing the
alternating orbital order. Assuming λ = 6eV, K1 = 200
eV, and 0 < K2 /K1 < 1 (see Ref. 57,62) one ﬁnds for the
|xi±|zi (φ = 0) orbital order the CE energy contribution
per Mn ion δE ≃ 20 − 70 meV.
In Table I we present the ratio δE(φ)/Etot (φ), characterizing the stability of the CE orbital order, as function
of the BM coupling strength β and the ratio of spring
constants K2 /K1 . The largest relative gain in energy
due to the Mn4+ ions shift (∼ |δx − δx′ |b/2) is obtained
for the (|xi + |zi)/(|xi − |zi) orbital order (φ = 0) which
for small BM coupling (∼ β) can reach up to 50% of
the total lattice energy, whereas for larger values of β,
although δE(φ) is not changed, the total lattice energy
increases rapidly as ∼ β 2 being dominated by the distortions of the MnO6 octahedra rather then by their
displacements. Furthermore, with increasing Mn lattice
stiﬀness (∼ K2 /K1 ) both the δE(φ)/Etot (φ) ratio and
the shift of unoccupied Mn4+ ions [∼ λ/(K1 + 2K2 )] decrease.
Comparing the cooperative part [∼ cos(4φ)] of both
JT energy contributions [(22) and (23)] we end up

0.2

0

(23)

0
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1
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2

0

z
<S zi n i Si+R
ni+R >

3λ
[1 + cos(4φ)] .
16(K1 + 2K2 )

0.3

0.1

2

δE(φ) = −

R=(1,1)
(1,0)
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0.4

-0.04
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-0.12

(c)
-0.16

0
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FIG. 12: Correlation functions in the case of a CE ground
state (as in Fig. 8) but obtained for the local OO interaction
(26) with spring constants K2 /K1 = 0.25 (κ′ = κ/2). Other
parameters: V = t, κ = 0.2t, JAF = 0.04t, JH = 15t.
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E.
R=(1,1)
(1,0)
(2,0)

<ni ni+R >

0.3

We return to the many-body theory for a translation
invariant system. As the OO interaction between further
Mn3+ neighbors is mediated by an Mn4+ ion we introduce the following eﬀective three-site interaction,
X
′
(26)
(1 − nj )Tij′ ,
HOO
= 2κ′

0.2

0.1
0

1

2

3

hijj′ i

4

T/t
FIG. 13: Charge correlations in the case of a FM ground state
as obtained for the local OO interaction with spring constants
K2 /K1 = 0.25 (κ′ = κ/2). Other parameters: V = 0.5t,
κ = 0.2t, JAF = 0.02t, JH = 15t.

with a simple relation between diﬀerent OO interaction
strengths,
κ′
K1
.
=
κ
8K2

(24)

For K2 = K1 the ∼ R−3 scaling of elastic interactions41
is recovered. In the above estimate we have neglected
the superexchange interaction which can also contribute
to the eﬀective κ [see e.g. Eq. (2.7) in Ref. 61].
The relative strength of both spring constants in the
CO case can be assessed from the relative length of diﬀerent bonds in the half-doped MnO2 plane. As measured
for low-temperature La0.5 Ca0.5 MnO3 superstructure40
the length of all four in-plane Mn4+ -O bonds is very similar (d2 = d3 ≃ 1.915Å). Neglecting the eﬀect of Mn-OMn bond bending and assuming d2 ≃ d3 (see Fig. 10)
one obtains the relation,
K2 ≪ K1 ,

Effect of cooperative Mn3+ –Mn3+ JT
interactions

(25)

by using Eqs. (20). The above assessment together with
(24) underlines the importance of Mn3+ –Mn3+ orbital
coupling (∼ κ′ ) in CO manganites.
The structural data of Radaelli et al.40 may be used
in combination with Eqs. (20 a-e) to infer the values
for λ and β. We have not attempted to determine the
force constants as well, but assume57 K1 = 200 eV .
Using basically data for the JT-distortion of Mn3+ –O
in-plane bonds (d1 ≃ 2.07Å and d4 ≃ 1.92Å) and the
Mn4+ displacement, we obtain for K2 = 0.25(0.0)K1
β ≃ 0.27(0.35) and λ ≃ 7.4(5.7) eV, respectively. We
note that the ratio λ/K1 ≃ 0.037(0.029) is rather close
to the values determined by Millis57 for LaMnO3 . This
also implies that the energy gain due to the breathing
distortion is substantial [see Eq. (21)].

where the operator Tij′ is deﬁned as in Eq. (12), and hijj′ i
denotes three neighboring sites along a or b direction.
The reasoning here is similar as for the nearest-neighbor
JT interaction in Eq. (11), i.e., the expectation value
of the operator Tij′ in an orbital ordered state depends
on the orbital angle precisely as in Eq. (23), namely ∼
[1 + cos(4φ)]. The (1 − nj ) factor in Eq. (26) reﬂects
the charge state of Mn4+ and favors CO in the quarterﬁlled system, while the contribution of the interaction
(26) would vanish in the undoped compound.
Investigating the model (1) with both nearest-neighbor
(11) and three-site (26) OO couplings we ﬁnd a strong
change in the low-temperature phase diagram (see
Fig. 11) as compared with the previous ones (Figs. 2
and 7). Assuming κ′ = κ/2 (which corresponds to
K2 /K1 = 1/4), the CE-like correlations set in already
at rather small inter-site repulsion (V ≃ 0.5t) while for
stronger Coulomb interactions (V & 1.5t) the spin correlations have predominantly AF character. Furthermore,
the FM region is quite small and can be found only for
V . t and JAF . 0.1t. When decreasing the ratio K2 /K1
(and keeping the value of κ′ constant) the FM region
shrinks at the expense of the CE region.
Next, we present the two-site correlations for one representative (V = t, JAF = 0.04t) point in the CE region in Fig. 11. From Fig. 12 (a) one sees that the CE
state can exist for less pronounced CO than in the elastic strain model considered in Sec. III C, where almost
perfect Mn3+ /Mn4+ CO was necessary to stabilize the
zigzag state (see Fig. 8). Moreover, the evolution of CEtype orbital order with decreasing temperature is here
correlated with the onset of CO [compare Fig. 12 (a)-(b)
z
with 8 (a)-(b)]. Regarding hSiz ni Si+R
ni+R i correlations,
the CE-type spin order develops at lower temperatures
than the charge and orbital order but at higher temperature than previously found for the strain induced interactions. The three-site term (26) which is active for
a Mn3+ –Mn4+ –Mn3+ sequence along the a and b direction, respectively, promotes not only orbital alternation
on neighboring Mn3+ sites but also strengthens CO. This
is clearly seen in the charge correlations which are now
stronger than those e.g. in Fig. 3, although the same
Coulomb repulsion (V = t) was assumed in both cases.
Going from the CE to the FM phase (as indicated by an
arrow in Fig. 11) one ﬁnds that the CDW is now reduced
at low temperatures in the FM state (Fig. 13), while the
charge modulation is still rather strong at higher temperatures (T /t ≈ 0.5) above the Néel temperature where the
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of the form,

.10
κ=0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4

δΕ

.05

HOO ≃ 6κ′

0.0
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−.10
0.1

0.2
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0.4

0.5

FIG. 14: Energy gained by eg electron stacked in the c direction as function of charge modulation δ obtained for V = 0.5t,
κ′ = 0.1t and diﬀerent values of κ.

electron kinetic energy is quenched due to the random t2g
spin orientations. This behavior is a clear manifestation
of the DE mechanism. We note that the CE-type orbital
correlations are still present in the FM phase in Fig. 11
for V & 0.5t, whereas for smaller values for V x2 -y 2 orbital correlations dominate, which are characteristic for
the metallic A-phase.

F.

Charge modulation in the c direction

Finally, we consider possible mechanisms stabilizing
the charge stacking of CE-ordered planes65 as observed
in most charge-ordered manganites at doping x = 1/2.
Any interaction stabilizing such a stacking must overcome the inter-site charge-charge repulsion. There are
two interactions which contribute to such a repulsion:
(i) the electron-electron Coulomb force V ; and (ii) the
BM coupling. Both interactions will eﬀectively tend to
maximize the number of Mn3+ –Mn4+ bonds. The BM
coupling contribution to the inter-site charge-charge repulsion (VBM ) can be estimated comparing the lattice
energies with charge alternating and stacked along the
c direction which leads to the estimate VBM = λ2 [β −
sin(2φ)]2 /(2K1 ). Assuming typical values for λ = 10t
and K1 = 500t (see Ref. 57) together with our previous
estimate β ≃ 0.35
√ one can obtain e.g. VBM ≃ 0.012t for
the {(|xi ± |zi)/ 2} CE orbital order.
In a multi-layer system the OO interaction along the c
direction is given by the nearest-neighbor coupling ∼ κ,
which in the {|xi, |zi} basis has the form,55
c
HOO
= 8κ

X

Tiz Tjz .

(27)

hijic

This interaction together with the ∼ κ′ coupling, which
controls the CE-orbital order in the (a, b) plane, in a
charge-ordered case yields an approximate orbital model

X

hhijiiab

Tiz Tjz + 8κ

X

Tix Tjx .

(28)

hijic

where√ Tiz (Tix ) are deﬁned with respect to the {(|xi√±
|zi)/ 2} orbital basis. Deﬁning |±i ≡ (|xi ± |zi)/ 2
and assuming that in the (a, b) planes of a bilayer system |+ii and |+ij orbitals are occupied on two neighboring sites in the c direction, the ∼ κ coupling [see
Eq. (28)] rotates orbitals towards the |−ii ⊗ |−ij conﬁguration p
and leads to binding of two electrons with energy
Eb = (12κ′ )2 + 4κ2 − 12κ′ . For charge disproportion
with Mn3.5±δ ions alternating in the (a, b) planes and assuming that the κ (κ′ ) two (three)-site interaction scales
as ∼ (1/2 + δ)α with α = 2 (3), respectively, one ﬁnds
for the energy gain (per Mn ion) due to charge stacking
along c direction for a 3D lattice:
#
"s
κ2
′ 1
3
δE = 6κ ( + δ)
− 1 − 2δ 2 V.
1+
2
36κ′2 ( 21 + δ)2
(29)
The last term stands for the eﬀective Coulomb repulsion
at given charge modulation. With charge modulation
suﬃciently reduced δ ∼ 0.2 − 0.3 (see Fig. 14) the OO
inter-plane coupling can stabilize charge-stacked phase
(δE > 0). Such stabilization is strengthened (weakened)
by increasing κ (κ′ ) OO interaction, respectively. For
smaller charge disproportion (δ . 0.1) and considerable
charge on Mn3.5−δ sites the ∼ κ in-plane coupling [neglected in Eq. (28)] can also play an important role in the
inter-plane charge modulation. However, when the CO is
strongly reduced the orbital ground state is too complex
to be analyzed analytically.
A further mechanism stabilizing the observed eg charge
stacking along the c direction results from the AF interplane superexchange interaction.20 Yet, the magnetic interaction (JAF ) results mainly from the t2g − t2g superexchange which is of the order of only a few meV.52
Thus, the antiferromagnetism in the c direction observed
in most of the CE structures appears to be a result
rather than the origin of the stacking pattern of the
charge/orbital order.
IV.

SUMMARY

We have investigated the potential of diﬀerent electronlattice mechanisms to stabilize the CE spin-orbital ordered phase in charge ordered half-doped manganites
(ﬁlled with one eg electron per two Mn ions). Our study
is based on a generalized DE model containing the eg
orbital degrees of freedom, and also including inter-site
Coulomb repulsion (V ) and AF superexchange (JAF ) between core spins. The eﬀect of three types of orbital
interactions derived from the cooperative JT eﬀect have
been studied: (i) nearest neighbor JT-coupling, which is
responsible for the alternating orbital order in undoped
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LaMnO3 , (ii) in addition second neighbor JT-interaction
with a strength as expected for elastic strain, and (iii)
a 2nd neighbor JT interaction which accounts for the
breathing distortion of the Mn4+ octahedra and is in general stronger than (ii). A particular feature of this interaction, which has been proposed based on the classical
model considerations in Sec. III D, are the displacements
of the Mn4+ ions in the CE-phase.
We have studied these models
ﬁnite tem√
√ employing
perature diagonalization on a 8 × 8 cluster with periodic boundary conditions, thereby keeping the translational invariance. The evolution of the diﬀerent phases
with temperature is monitored by the calculation of correlation functions for charge, orbital and spin, respectively. Starting out from the generalized FM Kondo lattice model (1) without any orbital interaction (HOO = 0)
we ﬁnd the orbital correlations dominated by the x2 − y 2
orbitals which are favored by the kinetic energy.43,44 This
orbital state is characteristic for the metallic A-phase
in wide-band manganites at half doping. For small AF
superexchange interactions (JAF ≪ t) between t2g core
spins the FM state is found in the spin sector, while for
larger values of JAF the ground state is that of a regular
2 sublattice antiferromagnet. Even for large Coulomb
repulsion V we found no evidence for C or CE structures for some intermediate values of the parameter JAF .
The inclusion of the nearest-neighbor JT-interaction (i),
however, was found to stabilize the AF-C phase in a wide
parameter range in the V − JAF phase diagram.
To obtain the more complex CE orbital and spin state
not only the kinetic energy must be reduced by increasing the Coulomb repulsion V but also a further neighbor antiferro-orbital interaction must be included in the
model. This interaction results from the electron-lattice
coupling and is a generalization of the JT interaction
which was found to play an important role in the parent
LaMnO3 compound.57,58 In CO compounds at quarterﬁlling the eﬀect of the OO coupling will be dominated by
interactions between further distant Mn neighbors. We
have shown that such interactions can produce the CE
structure in both spin and orbital sectors. In the case
of the three-site eﬀective interaction (∼ κ′ ) the zigzag
chains are found to be stable not only for modest intersite repulsion (V ≃ 0.5t) but even in the limit of V = 0
and provided κ is small, where the CO is induced entirely by the three-site orbital coupling (26). This eﬀective next-nearest-neighbor OO coupling was derived taking into account the cooperative nature of both Mn3+ –O
and Mn3+ –Mn4+ bonds length deformation. The free
relaxation of the latter length leads in presence of CO
to orbital alternation in planar directions, and the pattern of directed orbitals typical for the orbital CE structure appears. Consequently, with the help of the orbital
topology,12,13 this gives rise to the CE AF spin ordering
for realistic values for JAF .
An important aspect of the second neighbor JTinteraction (iii) is its 3-site structure which involves a
coupling to the charge at the Mn4+ ion. This implies

that the evolution of the CE orbital correlations with
temperature are linked to the evolution of CO, while the
magnetic CE correlations develop at lower temperature
similar to Pr1/2 Ca1/2 MnO3 36,37 . This is diﬀerent from
(ii), where ﬁrst CO develops, then OO and ﬁnally at
lowest temperature AF spin order.
As discussed in Sec. III A we did not ﬁnd the CE spin
and/or orbital phase considering a pure electronic model,
i.e., neglecting the electron-lattice coupling. Although,
the topological eﬀect combined with the DE mechanism
leads to the preference of the CE over C phase when
all eg (bridge and corner) orbitals are degenerate,13 the
situation is more complex when such degeneracy is lifted
by JT lattice distortions. As described in the Appendix,
one ﬁnds band insulators in both cases while the stability
of the CE versus the C phase strongly depends on the
crystal-ﬁeld splittings (Ez , ηEz ∼ λ).
An important issue is the degree of charge ordering
in the CE phase. The CE spin-orbital structures obtained in our simulations appear in the regime of relatively strong CO, as infered from our calculated charge
correlation functions. Our calculations also suggest that
the second neighbor JT coupling even for small or vanishing Coulomb repulsion can lead to a pronounced charge
modulation. These results are consistent with the simple
physical picture, that DE perpendicular to the FM chains
must be strongly suppressed to allow AF superexchange
to trigger the CE structure, which may not be the case for
weak CO. On the other hand, a recent study by Mahadevan, Terakura and Sarma66 based on the band structure
approach arrived at the conclusion that the charge difference between the two Mn species in the CE phase is
basically negligible, which would imply the absence of a
signiﬁcant breathing distortion of Mn4+ octahedra. Further experimental information on the degree of lattice
distortion in the CE phase will certainly help to test the
proposed JT based mechanism for the stability of the CE
phase.
The charge modulations determined in our calculations
may be inﬂuenced by numerical limitations which overestimate quantum ﬂuctuations: (i) spins S = 1/2 are used
to describe t2g electrons; (ii) the calculations are made
using a 2D cluster; (iii) the oxygen ions are not present
explicitly in the cluster and thus only dynamical interactions are included (κ, κ′ ), which are mediated by oxygen
displacements, while possible static lattice eﬀects67 are
neglected. Certainly each of these approximations weakens the charge ordering and the spin-orbital order. It is,
however, not straightforward to decide whether the region of the CE-phase in the phase diagram may grow or
shrink, if quantum ﬂuctuations are suppressed.
Finally we note that further neighbor JT interactions
can also play an important role in the charge stripe formation at other commensurate carrier concentrations.
For x < 1/2 (x > 1/2) the dominant coupling arises from
the nearest- (next nearest-) neighbor OO interactions, respectively, with a pronounced electron-hole asymmetry
present. In the latter case with small inter-site Coulomb
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repulsion (V ) the bi-stripe state63 would be preferred
while larger values of V would favor a “Wigner crystal”
charge arrangement.64
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which contains the kinetic energy Ht of an electron hopping along a FM chain13 with possible eg level shift at
the bridge sites (∝ ηEz(b) ) and level splitting at corner
sites (∝ Ez(b) ) considered in two diﬀerent orbital basis
{|xi, |zi} and {|ai = √12 (|xi + |zi), |bi = √12 (|xi − |zi)}.
We assume that the energies of the bridge 3x2 − r2 /3y 2 −
r2 orbitals are located between the split energy levels at
the corners assuming |η| ≤ 1. Both kinds of level shifts
can result from the lattice distortions. At the bridge site
only the orbital 3x2 −r2 (3y 2 −r2 ) is considered while the
orthogonal one y 2 − z 2 (x2 − z 2 ), respectively, is decoupled in chain direction. In momentum space this leads
to a 3 × 3 matrix problem:
 † T 


dB,k
ηEz Wk′ Wk
X  dB,k

†
0   dx,k  ,
H 1D =
 dx,k   Wk′ Ez
†
dz,k
W
0
−E
k
k
z
dz,k
√ (A.2)
′
where
W
=
−2t
cos
k
(2t
cos
k)
and
W
=
−2
3t sin k
k
k
√
(2 3t cos k) are the hopping elements for the CE (C)
phase, respectively, in the {|xi, |zi} orbital basis.
Calculating the band energies (see Fig. 15) one can easily determine the character of the stable phase. For the
degenerate band model (Ez = 0) the C phase is metallic
while in the CE phase a gap opens due to the topological

k

FIG. 15: Electron dispersion for the zigzag chain of the CE
phase (solid lines) and for the linear chain of the C phase
(dashed lines) calculated for diﬀerent crystal-ﬁeld splittings
in the {|xi, |zi} orbital basis at corner sites (Ez ). The orbitals
at the bridge sites are degenerate (assuming η = 0).
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A quite appealing explanation for the stability of
the CE as compared to the C phase was suggested in
Refs. 12,13 by considering a 1D model, where in the CE
phase a gap opens as a consequence of a topological sign
in the hopping matrix-elements. However, the intra-site
Coulomb repulsion U (leading to some redistribution of
the eg charge) can destabilize the CE phase.68,69 Here
we investigate how these arguments are modiﬁed when
orbital degeneracy is lifted due to JT distortions. We
consider the Hamiltonian:
X
X
1
Tiz + ηEz(b)
H 1D = Ht +Ez(b)
ni , (A.1)
2
i∈corner

π

0

APPENDIX: 1D BAND MODEL
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-4
-1
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0

η
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1

FIG. 16: Phase diagram of the chain model illustrating the
stability of the CE against the C phase as function of the
crystal-ﬁeld splittings deﬁned with respect to the orbital basis
(a) {|xi, |zi} and (b) { √12 (|xi ± |zi)}, respectively.

sign.12,13 The opening of the gap stabilizes the CE phase.
When the degeneracy between |xi and |zi states at the
corner sites (Ez 6= 0) is lifted, the C phase becomes insulating as well and for suﬃciently large eg level splittings
it can have a lower energy than the CE phase when the
chain is doped with one electron per two Mn sites [see
Fig. 15(b)]. The region of stability of the CE phase increases for positive (negative) Ez when η → −1(1), respectively [see Fig. 16(a)]. Generally, the CE phase is sta-
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bilized with respect to C, when the occupied bridge state
approaches the lower energy level of the corner states. In
a real half-doped crystal where in the CE phase Mn−O
bond lengths shrink (expand) in the c direction [(a, b)
plane], respectively, one would expect an energetic preference, due to the JT eﬀect, for orbitals with stronger
x2 − y 2 than 3z 2 − r2 character. Thus, in the 1D model
the relevant part of the phase diagram (Fig. 16) is the
region with Ez < 0 and ηEz < 0, i.e., where the CE
structure dominates.
To relate our mean-ﬁeld considerations to the model
from Sec. III B the stability of the CE phase versus C
was also considered with level splitting at the corner sites
deﬁned with respect to the orbital basis { √12 (|xi ± |zi)}.
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