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A bstract

T he m agnetic and orbital orders for the bilayer m anganites in the doping region 05 <

x < 10 have been Investigated from a m odel that incorporates the two ey orbitals at
each M n site, the interorbial Coulomb interaction and lattice distortions. The usual
double exchange operates via the ey orbitals. It is shown that such a m odel reproduces
much of the phase diagram recently cbtained for the bilayer system s in this range of
doping. The C-ype phase with ( ;0; ) soin order seen by Ling et al. appears as a
natural consequence of the layered geom etry and is stabilised by the static distortions of
the system . The orbial order is shown to drive the m agnetic order w hile the anisotropic
hopping across the ey orbitals, layered nature of the underlying structure and associated
static distortions largely determ ine the orbital arrangem ents.

PACS Nos. 7547Gk, 7530Et

Tt hasbeen realised [1, 2, 3] in the recent past that the physics of the region x > 05 isquite
di erent from that in the x < 05 for the 3D m anganites and one has to look at the heavily
doped (x > 0:5) m anganites from a di erent perspective. A sin ilar situation prevails @] In the
bilayer m anganites, the n = 2 m ember of the Ruddelsden-Popper ssries R ;A )n+ 1M N0 3441
(Where R and A are rareearth and akalineearth ions resoectively) aswell. T he doping region
0 < x < 05 for bilayer m anganites has been investigated n som e detail and a rich varety
of phases identi ed. These layered system s also show large m agnetoresistance M R) and a
sequence ofm agnetic phases B, 6] like their 3D counterparts. From a ferrom agnetic FM ) state
at low doping x ' 0) to canted antiferrom agnetic AFM ) metallic to AFM mnsulating state
between x = 037 to x = 048 have been reported [6, 7, 8]. At x = 05 there is a possblke
coexistence between charge ordered (CE-type) and layered A -type soin ordered state [7, 9].
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The region x > 035 hasnow been nvestigated [, 10] carefiilly using neutron scattering and
a succession of m agnetic phasessA! C! G hasbeen ocbserved. Between the A-and C-type
phases (petween 0:66 < x < 0:74), there appears a region of no well-de ned long range order
(LRO).Beyond x > 0:74 the AF C-type soin order is seen (@long w ith a poltype, where the
long caxis is doublkd). Interestingly, In the C-phase (or is polytype), the soins are aligned
In the long basal plane b-axis, along which there is a distortion concom itant at x = 0:74. In
addition, both A -type and C -type phases have been found to be orbitally ordered. There isno
evidence of canting of soins in the region x > 0:5.

T he roke of orbitals on the underlying m agnetic order is stressed R]already in the context of

the variousm agnetic structures of the 3D m anganites. M odels have been proposed [1, 3] for the
m anganites that incorporate the e; orbitals and the anisotropic hopping between them . It was
also realized that the interorbital interaction is quite crucial for the underlying orbital order
B, 11]. The use of such m odels to the bilayer m anganites (like La, 54 Stri+2xM 1,07 ) has only
had Im ited success though [13, 14]. T he quasi tw o-din ensional nature of the underlying lattice
stabilises the A ~type layered m agnetic structure and them odels have notbeen able to reproduce
the observed C -type one-din ensionalm agnetic structure. The A type AFM instability is indeed
quite strong In the layered systam (see g. 1 in Lng et al 4]), extending from x = 042 to
0.66. M oreover, at low tem peratures, the CE -type soin and charge order seem s to be absent and
replaced by the A -type son order [12], even at x = 05. O n the otherhand, there isa tetragonal
to orthorhom bic transition (elongation of the basal plane b-axis ¥4, 10]) near x = 0:74 where
the C -phase appears. T here is no buckling of the octahedra associated w ith these distortions.
T he nature of soIn and orbial ordering, as suggested by Ling et al. B] and Q 11 et al. [10],
clearly points to the rolk of the electron-lattice coupling and the resulting elongation of the
b-axis on the m agnetic and orbital structure. Both the A —and C -phases are orbitally ordered
and there is intin ate connection between the preferred orbital orders, the lattice distortions
and the m agnetic order.

T he experin ental cbservations and theoretical understanding generated for the heavily hole—
doped 3D m anganites quite naturally lead to a m odel for the bilayerm anganites In the region of
doping x > 05 . Them odel incorporates the degenerate ; m anifold and the physics of doublk
exchange QO E) along w ith electron-electron and electron—lattice nteractions. Such a m odel is
given by
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Here S; and s; represent the thy and e; spinsat site iand Jy and Jar are the Hund and super-
exchange (SE) coupling respectively. T he usual charge and spin dynam ics of the conventional
DE m odel operate here too, w ith additional degrees of freedom ocom ing from the degenerate
g orbitals ( ; take values 1 and 2 for the two e, orbitals) ‘b The hopping across them is
determ ined by the symm etry ofe; orbitals. The term H i+ = U° | ofy Ay o describes on-site
Interorbital nteraction. The ntra-oroitaltem does not play a signi cant rolke for the typical
values of Jy one isworking with [L1, 16]. T he interbilayer exchange interaction is known to be
at Jeast a 100 tin esweaker [17] than the Intra-bilayer one. T wo bilayers are also wellseparated



In an unit celland Intervened by the rareearth ions. This allow s us to consider only one bilayer
for the calculations that follow .

At x = 1 the ¢ band has no elctrons and the physics is govemed entirely by the AF
superexchange betw een the neighbouring t,; spins. O n doping, the band beginsto Ilup W ith
nom inal electron-density 1TX ). In the absence of electron—lattice coupling, the kinetic energy
KE) ofelectrons in the g; band along w ith the attendant Hund’s coupling between t,4 and g
Foins begin to com pete w ith the antiferrom agnetic SE interaction leading to a rich variety of
m agnetic and orbial structures. The JT distortions, through the local electrostatic coupling
(acting as an brbitalm agnetic eld’), lift the degeneracy of the e;orbitals and a ect the DE
m echanisn considerably.

T he coupling between the ¢;m anifold and Jattice is incorporated through a term In H [18],

X
He1=g im Q im
im
where Qi fm = 1;2) are the even-parity localdistortions of an M nO ¢ octahedron and ; and
, arethe rst and third Paulim atrices. A positive sign of g renders the 3z2 r? orbitalstable
over x* y? orbital for Q5 distortion as there is negative charge on the surrounding oxygen
Jons.
W riting Qi1 = rsin ; andQ i, = ryoos ;, He ; isdiagonalised by the un!jtary transform ation

COS2 S]I12

In the local g; orbital space to S;H. 1S; where S; = . The choice of ;

sin4 cos#

determ ines the orthogonal com bination of orbitals and is dictczated b; the physics at hand.
In addition, the orbital pssudosoin operator tums out to be < ~ >= (sin ;;0;c0s ;). The
hoppingm atricest ; along x;y;z directions, therefore, transfom as S;£77S, . T he rotational
symm etry In the orbital space in plies H i, ram ains invariant.

T he diagonalisation ofthe KE part ofH ladsto two bands. In the pure (uncanted) phases
the bands in A - and C-phases becom e purely two— and onedin ensional. However, even in
the presence of canting there is little digpersion along the AFM aligned directions — a plane
In C-phase or a Ine in A phase. Typical valies of the nteraction and band param eters for
the bilayer system s are in the sam e range as in the 3D m anganites. The Hund coupling and
Coulomb correlations are the largest scale of energy [16, 11] in the problem . Treating the tyg

Jar S2

spins classically, the SE contribution to the ground state energy becom esEgg = —5—* (200S xy+
s ,) where ., and , arethe angle between the nearneighbour (nn) t,y soins in the xy plane
and z direction respectively.

For an uncanted hom ogeneous soin con guration In the ground state, we choose S; =
S, exp (ig x;) where the choice of g determ ines di erent spin arrangem ents for the t,; spins B].
W e begin our discussion by considering the m odelw ithout the Coulomb interaction temm s U °.
The nn Coulomb Interaction and ise ects willbe dealt with later.

U sing the sem i<lassical approxin ation for the t,; spins the H am iltonian (1) reduces to an
8 8 matrix. The distortions are assumed to be uniform (r; = Q2+ Q% = r). In alnost

all the m anganites, the JT energy scales @@r) are nearly in the sam e order as the band-
w idth, about 1eV . A typical value of grjis therefore about 056V at x = 055 [15], where the




tetragonal distortion is lJargest, M n-M n distance along cdirection shortest. The value of gr
gradually decreases w ith increasing x as the caxis elongates and vanishesby x / 0:9. A round
x = (0775 there is a tetragonal to orthorhom bic transition, w ith slight elongation of the basal
b-axis disappearing by about x = :92. It is argued [10] that due to possble delocalisation of
&, electrons, the selfconsistent JT scale around X = 0:55 could be much Jss. On the other
hand there is evidence of charge ordering close to this region B, 9, 10], which would lad to
Incipient localisation of charges. N evertheless, the scale of static JT distortion used here is the
bare value corresponding to an M nO ¢ octahedron.

W e use mean- eld approxin ation [3, 11, 14] to treat the Ham iltonian. This is shown to
work quite well for the ground state properties [L1] In the 3D m anganites. The m ean— eld
Ham ittonian is diagonalised at each k-point on a m om entum grid. The ground state energy
is calculated for di erent m agnetic structures. W e consider four di erent m agnetic structures
relkevant for the experin ental phase diagram . These are With g values in the parentheses)
A-tpe 0;0; ), Cype ( ; ;0)we call as C-type the usual Cphase with FM chains along
cdirection, C“type ( ;0; )andthe3D AFM G-type ( ; ; ). Thethird one isthe sameasa
Ctype, only that itsFFM ordering is along b-direction as reported by Ling et al. The m agnetic
structure w ith m inin um ground state energy is determ ned for each st of param eters x, Jy ,
Jar ) Por the range of doping (05 < x 1) for a given distortion. Fig. la show s the ground
state energy (@llenergies arem easured in tem soft, = t= 025eV ) with doplhg 05< x < 190
for typical values of exchange interactions for grj= 0 and 2.0 (along the caxis) and Fig. 1b
show s the sam e w ith a distortion along b-direction nearly halfthe m agniude. T he energies for
Prij= 0 are o stby 02 in order for better view Ing.

O n shortening the bond lengths along caxis, the energy of the C -phase rises while energies
of both A and C° phases go down. A-phase wih its planar FM m agnetic and orbital order
(discussed below ) is clearly favoured over the C phase w ith out-ofplane FM m agnetic (orbital)
order. The C%phase, with FM spin order along b-direction, also gains from the contraction in
cdirection. This is even m ore apparent in Fig. 1lb where an elongation in basal b-direction
stabilises C *phase fiirther. A s reported in previouswork [13, 14, 19] A -phase instability is quite
strong In the layered m anganites ow ing to the 2D structure ofthe DO S. T he static distortion
along b-direction stabilises both A and C° phases, while the gain in stability of C° phase is
larger than that of A prin arily due to is 1D m agnetic (@nd orbital) order along b-direction.

The phases A and C° are both orbitally ordered. Shown in g. 2, the A phase has planar
x?  y? order whilk the C%phase has 3y r? order. The orbital densities do not change over
continuously, there is an abrupt change across the A-€° transition between the two sets of
orthogonal orbitals indicating a st order transition between them . A strong orbital order is
also s=en [11] In exact diagonalisation study. A though the staggered orbital order is favoured
close to half- lling, the second order t?=rjprocess is inoperative at this Jow electron-doped
region where orbitals are m ostly unoccupied.

A phase diagram isthen cbtained in the rj x plane ortypicalvaluesofJy Sy and Jar S¢ .
It iscbserved ( ig. 3a) that w ith increasing rijalong cdirection, the C ? state stabilises slightly.
The G C°boundary is hardly a ected as there are few electrons there. The large x part of the
phase diagram is sin ilar to 3D m anganites prin arily due to the absence of any signi cant



energy scales other than SE energy at such lIow electron-densities and reproduces the 3D AFM

G phase. The e ect of elongation of the b-axis is m ore prom Inent as discussed above. The
C %hase stabilises considerably over the A phase due to the changes in the occupied eDOS
w ith enhanced orbitalordering of 3y?* r?. Thee ect of change ofbond Jengths and consequent
enhancem ent In bare hopping m ay stabilise A phase som ewhat when the caxis contracts. The
elongation In b-direction can also reduce the hopping In that direction thersby reducing the
stability of C°. T he stabilisation com ing from the static JT e ects are expected to be stronger
than changes com ing from enhanced hopping at the doping regions considered. W ith changes
in bond length less than 10% [, 10], and the density of electrons low, this e ect m ay not be
large. Th addition, the spin exchanges also depend on bond length (higsherorderin tasd t9).
Such e ects are neglkcted in the presentation here.

The phass diagrams .n Jy Sg % Fig. 4) and Jar SZ x (Fig. 5) re ect sin ilar physics.
To com pare the theoretical phase diagram w ith experin ents, In F ig. 5a, we have Included the
actualdistortionsbetween 05 < x < 0:92wih Prij= 20 atx = 055 golng down as x Increases
by x = 0:75 the lhttice nearly relaxes in the cdirection) E]. The distortion in b-direction is
an aller and occurs between 0:75 < x < 0:92. The phase diagram resam bles the experin ental
one, abeit w ithout the region of no spin order between 0:66 < x < 0:74. The C%hase in Fig.
4a ism ore stable than that seen In experin ents, covering this region of x where no apparent
LRO is seen. A lthough the m odel recovers the C%hase seen in experin ents, rather than the
large A —type region cbserved in previouswork [13, 14, 19], it overestin ates the stability of this
phase even w ithout any static distortion. N ote that there is a ferrom agnetic phase in g. 5 at
very low Jyr where the DE mechanism dom nates.

C anting of the m agnetic structures S; is included via S; = Sg(sin ;;0;00s ;) with ; taking
all values between 0 and . In the G -phase, at large Jy , there is a an all canting in the xy-—
plane ( 8°, lnset n Fig. 4b), while , does not cant. The physics is quite sim ilar to the
3D m anganites [B] and the x 0 region of bilayer system s [14]. At large Jy In the G phase
the KE gain of the g, electrons through DE, via the generation of an FM com ponent of the
underlying t,4 spins, m ore than o setsthe tost’ oftilting t,y soins away from m agnetically ideal
AFM state. Tiltinhg in the xy-plane leads, of course, to a larger gain in KE than canting in

.» which rem ains insigni cant. At smaller Jy in the G phase and in the A-and C%phases,
this m echanisn is energetically lnconsequential and we do not nd any canting which is also
re ected in the discontinuous (lst. order) change in the oroial order across A € 0 transition.

W e include the Interorbital nteraction term in them ean— eld. A sn 3D m anganites 3], this
term inm ediately stabilises C %hase. The 1D instability of C %state ism ore favourably a ected
by the Inter-orbital interaction and preferential occupation of orbitals due to U°. I addition,
the higher electron-density In the A -phasem akes thisphase vulherabl to Coulom b interactions
com pared to the C%r G phase at Iower electron-density [11].

T he entire phase diagram w ith itsm agnetic and orbital order owes its origin to the com pe—
tition between DE m echanisn , SE interaction, electron—lattice coupling and electron-electron
Interaction. In the region x 05, where the electron-density is larger, the DE interaction
via the degenerate e; orbitals dom inate. In the reduced dim ensionality of the layered struc-
ture, the planar d,: ,: orbital order along wih DE coupling forces the ab-plane into an FM



con guration. The absence of Iong range correlation along cdirection and loss of tunnelling
across the planes ([driven by orbial order) induce AFM ordering In that direction and result
In an A-phase. W ith a contraction of M nO ¢ octahedra in the cdirection, this phase further
stabilises. W ithout a coherent charge transport In the cdirection in bilayer system s, the C -
phase with ( ; ;0) m agnetic order is unfavourabl in com parison to the A -phase as already
observed [13, 14]. Towards the x = 1 end, where the e; levels are em pty, the SE interaction
brings about a ( ; ; ) magnetic order as in the 3D case. The C%phase, on the other hand,
allow s for coherent tunnelling In the b-direction, its 1D orbital order stabilises on contraction
of the caxis and elongation In the b-direction. At a certain x, as the electron-density reduces,
this state stabilises over A phase. T he static JT distortions present in the system stabilises it
until the SE interaction takes over at extrem e low electron-doping. In the 3D m anganites, the
orbital order drives the m agnetic order [1, 2] in the heavily hole-doped region. In the bilayer
system s also, it is the orbital order, driven by the DE m echanisn , anisotropic hopping across
&, orbitals and Jattice distortions that seem s to induce di erent m agnetic phases.

The scenario bome out here is m arkedly sim ilar to the experin ental phase diagram and
orbital order ( g. 13 In Ling et al) in the bilayer m anganies. This also agrees quite well
w ith the observed phases In Q 11 et al. The existence of a region w ith no long range m agnetic
order around x 0:70 is quite possbly a result of the com peting ground states wih such
close energies ( g. 1). The A to C %ransition being lst. order in nature here there is a phase
separated region (possbly disgpersed due to long range Coulomb interactions). Ik would be
Interesting to look for lnhom ogeneous m agnetic structures [LO] or short range ordered phases
(Which are digpersed) in that region using m ore direct In aging technigues. It is also lkely that
w ith Jonger range C oulom b interactions Inclided, charge ordered regionsm ay stabilise close to
x = 05, seen In several experim ents P, 10] recently.
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F igure captions

Fig. 1l G round state energy of di erent m agnetic phases versus hol concentration x > 05 w ith

Fig. 2.

Fi. 3.

Fig. 4.

Fig. 5.

and w ithout lattice distortions. In @) the distrotion is in the cdirection whilke in () it
is In the b-direction. The Prj= 0 lines have been vertically o sst by + 02 to separate
them from the lower bunch.

O rbial densities In @) A—and ®) Co—phase at di erent values of param eters. In (@)
the Iled and open symbols are for d,> 2> and ds,2 .2 orbitals. In (o), they represent,
regpectively, the ds2 2 and dy2 2 orbitals. The A -and C-phases are stable only in part
of the range of x (see text). Note the sum oftwo orbial densities isequalto (1 x)=4,
the actual electron density.

M agnetic phase diagram In grj x plane. Note the gradual shrinking of the A -phase In
the region x > 05 whil the G phase ram ains nearly una ected.

(@) M agnetic phase diagram In doping (x) —Jy So plane is shown in solid line for exper—
in entally relevant values of gri. In () is shown the e ect of U ° on the phase diagram

@t pri= 0). The solid line is Hr U’ = 8 and the dotted line in (@) and () are or
Pri= U%= 0. I the inset In (o) is shown the canting of spins (away from ) in the
G -phase as a function of Jy Sy .

M agnetic phase diagram in doping (x) —Jar Si plane. (@) and (o) correspond to sin ilar
situationsasn Fig. 4 @), b).
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