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Spin-orbital physics in the optical conductivity of quarter— lled m anganites
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U sing nitetem perature diagonalization we investigate the optical conductivity
orbitaldynam ics in the CE phase ofhalfdoped m anganies. W e nd

(') and spin—
(!) characterized by a broad

soectrum w ith pronounced optical gap due to charge ordering Induced by Coulomb and further
neighbor Jahn-Teller interactions. W ith increasing tem perature the conductivity show s a signi cant
change over a w ide energy range w ith a characteristic shift towards lower frequencies. In the low
tem perature CE phase we observe in-gap absorption due to com bined orbiton-spin excitations.

PACS numbers: 75.10.0, 71.70E j, 7530Et, 7540M g

T he large variation of physical properties of m angan—
Ites as function ofdoping or tem perature originates from
a com plex interplay of spin, orbitaland charge degrees of
freedom , as well as the interaction w ith the lattice [1,14].
An In portant exam ple for the control of m agnetic order
due to the orbital degree of freedom is the CE phase at
quarter lling. Here ferrom agnetic FM ) zig—zag chains
are staggered antiferrom agnetically and the occupied ey
orbials are oriented along FM bonds In the (a;b) planes
4] Fig.dl@b)]. A though the structure re ects the coop—

erative action of antiferrom agnetic AF) superexchange
and FM doubleexchange D E), these interactions alone
do not guarantee its stability [4,158]. The AF-CE phase
was observed in cubic Nd,P1r);-, (Sr,Ca);-oM nO 3 [I]and
In layered La;-,Sr3-,M nO 4 [6,11], LaSp,M n, O [H]man—
ganites. Yet CE -type orbital correlations have also been
observed In the absence ofantiferrom agnetisn ,nam ely in
the FM m etallic phase of Nd;-,Sr;_,M nO 3 @], and also
at am aller hole doping and are believed to be connected
w ith the m echanism of colossal m agnetoresistance [L0].
An in portant feature of the CE -phase is a large optical
gap and a broad absorption m aximum at 1{2 eV shifting
towards lower frequencies w ith increasing tem perature
(11,112, 13]. Rem arkably a sin ilar spectral shift is ob-
served in photo-excitation experin ents, which revealul-
trafast response tim es of such M ott nsulating structures
,1141.

Ourain isto investigate the electron dynam ics (opti-
cal conductivity, elem entary exciations) In the CE soin-—
orbital state. It is evident that a real understanding of
this phase is only achieved if also the excitation spec—
tra are consistent w ith experim ent. T he strong variation
of (!) wih temperature T was not addressed in previ-
ous theoreticalwork [13,/[1€]. O ur study em ploying nite
tem perature diagonalization is designed to explore also
quantities, such as the orbital excitation spectra, that so
far cannot be m easured by experin ent and investigate
their e ect on observables like optical conductivity and
spin excitations. O ur resuls for the optical conductiviy
reproduce for the rst tin e the experim ental trends on
a sam quantitative level, and predict orbital excitations

in the charge gap ofthe AF-CE phase.

O rbital degeneracy provides the option for the system
to lower its dim ensionality, which is essential for the ap—
pearance of the CE structure [L7]. Our study explores
a novel aspect of orbital physics In m anganites, nam ely
the rolk of further neighbor Jahn-Teller (JT ) interactions,
and the consequences on the dynam ics. W e nd that or-
bitalpolarization induced by this Interaction iscrucialfor
the appearance of CE -antiferrom agnetism at low T, and
leads to a spIn response consistent wih AF-CE order.

W e consider an extended DE m odel w th charge or-
der (CO) triggered by Coulomb repulsion and further-
neighbor JT -interaction [H]. AF order along the c axis
and e4 orbital elongation in the a=b direction con nes
the electron dynam ics to (@;b) planes and thus we con—
sider a two-dim ensional (2D ) m odel. A ssum ing In nite
on-site Coulomb repulsion between e; elctrons on the

same site U ! 1 ) them odelhasthe form [E]:
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The rst term describes the m otion of ey electrons un-—
der the constraint that each site can be occupied atm ost
by one gy electron, & =d] @ n; ) o@ n; o).
Herethe index ( ) denotesthe g, orbital (spin) orthog-
onalto ( ), respectively. T he hopping m atrix elem ents
ty; in the otbitalbasis fxi; Zigwith ki x* y* and
#i  3z® r? have the standard orm [18]. The sec—
ond tem in Eq.E])Pstands for Hund’s coupling between
electron spin s; = & odi o and the tpy core
spin S§ (8¢ = 3=2). The third tem represents the AF
superexchange (Jar > 0) between nearestneighbor tpq
soins, while the fourth tem is the intersite Coulom b re—
pulsion which favors checkerboard CO (V > 0). Finally
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acoounts for the cooperative JT -interaction and de—
scribbes the orbitalorbial (O O ) interaction between fur-
ther M n®" neighbors m ediated by the M n*" ion -
between [] Fig.[d()]. Hence, hijifi denotes three neigh—
boring M n®* (M n*" (M n3* sites along a or b direction
w hile the two-site orbital operator, T4y, In the £ki; zig
basis has the fom Tsp = TZT3+ 3T¥TH  3@TITH+

j% expressed in term s of pseudospin operators: T =

TZT%)

1 P x_1F

5 i nyp )andTF= 3 & a + & dx

Thistem notonly leadsto the CE -type orbialorderbut

also induces charge altemation on neighboring M n sites.

The interaction Hoo orighates from a JT driven dis-

placem ent ofthe M n** octahedra as cbserved in the CE -

phase of La;_,C aliﬁM nO 3 [19]. The nearest-neighbor

00O interaction 2 Tiy 0] is neglected here for sim -

plicity as it does not contribute in the case of strong CO .
F irst we focus on the optical conductivity which is de—

term ned by the current-current correlation function
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wh].?ere the x-com ponent of the current operator is j, =

e ; by b & g H c. and Y denotesthe
x-ocom ponent of the vector connecting sites i and j. W e
evaluate this K ubo formm ula using the exact diagonaliza—
tion technique for nite tem peratures developed by Jaklic
and Prelovsek 21] for cuprates and later used also for
m anganites [4,118]. In order to m ake the problem num er—
ically tractable, we sin ulated the core spinsby S€ = 1=2
soinsand scale Jy to preserve the solitting between high
and low soin states. The data reported here was calcu-—
lated for Jy = 15t. A though we exploied the transh-
tional sym m etry to save storage and oog_pu ion tin e,
calculations W e restricted to a snall 8 8 cluster
asonly SZ, = S} subspaces (S; = S;°+ s;) can be
treated separately, whilk a sin ilar symm etry in the or-
bital sector is absent.

The subtle ol of Hgo is to enhance CE type or-
bital polarization thereby supporting the AF decoupling
of FM <chainsat low T Fig.[k), while oranall °DE
dom inates in all directions leading to a FM charge and
orbital ordered state H]. In Fig.[d we show the fre—
quency and tem perature dependence of (!) em erging
from ground stateswith AFCE Fig.H@)] and FM €E
Fig.db)] spin-orbital order, respectively. A characteris—
tic feature of (!) isa broad absorption m axin um found
for2t . ! 5t which shifts towards lower frequencies
by ! 7 05t as temperature ncreases to T ’ 02t.
Further increase of tem perature leads to the meling
of the orbital order and the closing of the charge gap
(! . 2t) wih further shift of the high frequency broad
structure. The shape of (!) and its tem perature evo—
ution is sin ilar to the experin ental data, eg., for the
cubic Lap.sCap.sM nO 3 [L3] and layered La;_,Sr3.5M nO 4
[11] com pound. Assum ing t= 04 &V [1§,12(0] one nds
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FIG.1l: (Color online) Sketch of the AFCE spin, orbial,
and lattice order. In (@) large (sm all) spins indicate sites
wih @ ithout) an e; electron, respectively. Shading indicates
direction of D E carrier propagation. In (o) f1ll sym bols rep—
resent occupied ey orbitals and in (c) full circles indicate the
JT -shifted O ions, and the arrow the displacem ent of M n** .
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FIG .2: (Colronline) Tem perature dependence ofthe optical
conductivity (!) obtained in the phase with: @) AFCE

order In the ground state, and (o) a FM -CE ground state for

Jar = 0:04t. Other parameters: (@) V = 02t, 0= 0:15t;

)V = t, °= 0:05t. The spectra are generated using a
Lorentzian broadening = 02t. Inset: M id-gap absorption
broadened wih = 0:05t.

the position of a broad peak structure in Fig.[d centered
close to the experim entalvalie 1 2 €V m easured in single—
layer La;_,Sr3_oM nO 4 [L1]. A subtle test is the absolute
scale of (!) which is controlled by the sum rule that
links (!) and the kinetic energy of the m odel [1§, 124].
For the maximum of the absorption ( p ax 01 01)
we nd with o = ~a=e® [18] and the lattice constant
a 55A, nmax 500 (an) . Observed values for

max are 1000 (an) ! i La;»,Sr,M nO4 [L1, [14]
and 700 (an) ! in cubic LagsCag.sM nO 3 [L3].

The main absorption in Fig.[d descrdbbes excitations
across the charge gap ( ' 3W + 2 9 in case of per-
fect CO ) which in the orbitally ordered state nvolve ey
electron transfer m ainly between bridge (ground state)
and comer (excited state) sites within the sam e zig—zag
chain. To understand the role of hopping t it isusefulto
consider an em bedded three-site m odel w ith an ey elec—
tron being either at the bridge (B i) or at one of the
comer (£ i, £ri) sites. One nds the optical transi
tion at !¢’ o+ 2= ., between bonding P iand
non-bonding (i F£ri)= 2 states which have di er-



ent parities. W ih increasing T m agnetic excitations are
ncluded in the them odynam ic average w th reduced ef-
fective hopping, whose value is dictated by the DE m ech—
anism for correlated e; electrons. T hus the reduction of
the second ordertem 2t%= . forthese states resultsin a
spectral shift towards lower ! .. Further reduction of ! .
is caused by m elting of orbitaland CO leading to gapless
orbital excitations [18] and a reduction of .

In theFM spin state (!) ischaracterized by twobroad
peaks and a welkdeveloped chargegap Fig.[d ©)]. Here,
soin  uctuations are small and (!') is dom inated by
charge-orbiton excitations, ie., the pure charge excita—
tion iswell separated from tw o further peaks correspond—
Ing to the additional excitation of one and two orbitons.
O n the otherhand, In the AF-CE spin ordered state spin

uctuations are substantial and intersite charge trans—
fer is acoom panied by m agnon and orbiton excitations
lrading to a broadened spectrum above the charge gap
aswellas to substantial n-gap absorption. T he latter is
com pltely absent In the FM state at low tem perature.

To gain a deeper insight into the structure of (!) in
the CE spin-orbital phase, we have calculated fusing a
sin ilar nitetem perature procedure as for (! )] the dy—
nam icalspin, orbital, and spin-orbital response fiinctions:
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where Ay = Sq, Tq, or C4 stand ﬁ)rtl't;e soin, orbital,
or com bined spin-orbital operator C4 = x Sk Tk+qr re—
spectively. These response fiinctions describe the sin —
plest elem entary excitations realized In the spin-orbial
m odel. Strongly broadened collective spin excitations are
present at low tem peratures, but already at T ’ 0:dt
quasielastic scattering (! 7 0) is found at all mo—
menta Fig.[d). The spin spectrum at low tem peratures
is strongly anisotropic, wih pronounced precursors of
Bragg peaks present at momenta ( ;0) and ( =2; =2)
at '=t ’ 005 re ecting the soin pattem of the AF-
CE phase [see Fig.[l@)]. Here, spins S = 1 form two
Interpenetrating AF superlattices (w ith lattice constant
a = 2) which leads to themain maxinum in Sq(!) at
g= (=2; =2),while spins S = 1=2 form one AF lattice
In the fram e rotated by 45 degrees leading to the an aller
maxinum in Sq (!) atg= ( ;0). Spin waves develop at
higherenergies ! ’ 02t due to the com petition between
AF tytpy nteractionsand DE m echanism . An accurate
assesan ent of the soin-wave dispersion would, how ever,
require the study of larger clusters.

O rbital excitations are much more robust than the
m agnons and only weakly change w ih increasing tem -
perature from 001t to 0:dt. In the T4 (! ) spectrum [see
Fig.@@)-b)] one nds a pronounced peak only at m o—
mentum g = ( =2; =2) with ! ’ 13t at low tem per-
atures which broadens w ith increasing tem perature and
becom es incoherent only for T & t. Less coherent m ulti-
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FIG .3: (Colronline) D ynam ic spin structure factor Sq (!)
intheAF-CE (T = 0:01t) and param agnetic (T = 0:1t) phase,
respectively. Param eters: V = 02, 0= 0:d5t, Jar = 0:04t,

Jy = 15t. Spectra are broadened wih = 0:02t.
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FIG .4: (Colronline) D ynam ic structure factor in the £ ki
F7ig basis for orbital excitations Tq (!) @) T = 0:01t, ()
T = 0:t, and (c) com bined spin-orbital excitations Cq4 (! ) at
T = 00lt. Otherparam eters as in Fig.[@ and = 0:t.

peak structure is found at otherm om enta. T he fact that
the orbion spectrum show s a pronounced peak only at
( =2; =2)momentum isa consequence ofthe pseudospin
structure of the CE orbital phase [see Fig.[ )] which
have the sam e pattem as the S = 1 spin structure [see
Fig.d@)]. In the fki Jig rotated orbial basis the
00 tem [see Eq. )] has Ising-lke form , Ty’ 3TITS,
and in the case of perfect M n** {M n*" CO the energy of
orbital excitation is estin ated as ! opp ’ 12 °. Thus, or
0= 0:15t one expects ! orp / 18t whilk in our num er—
ical results [see Fig.[@)] the orbiton energy is reduced
to 13t due to In perfect CO . Com paring the spectrum
of orbital Fig.M@)] and spin-orbital Fig.M(c)] excita—
tions one nds that collective m odes are form ed aswell.
Atenergy ! ’ 0:7t and di erent m om enta one nds a
peak well below the orbitalmode (! 7 1:3t) which
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FIG.5: A FM segm ent show iIng the dom Inant tem s In the
AF-CE ground statewith CO ( , 1l)inthelimiJy ! 1

(left) . W hen applying the current operator } (rght), only the
rst term would contribute in the FM case. T he second tem

In 35 Si (descrbing an orbital excitation) is nite due

to quantum uctuations In an AF environm ent. Here t and

t? &> t) stand Hr two e ective hoppings between comer

and bridge sites, while full (em pty) symbols stand for the
sites occupied (unoccupied) by an ey electron w ith total spin
(@arrows) S=1 (S = 1=2),and Pi $ = 1;5 = 0i.

stands for a bound state 23,124l while at ! ’ 15t a
strong m axin um is found having a character of an anti-
bound state. T his iIndicates that the orbital excitations,
alfhough much m ore robust than the soin ones, play an
active roke also at a low erenergy scale. Athigherenergies
! & 15t however, Cq (1) and Tq4 (! ) structure factors
strongly di er.

A salient feature of (!') is the in-gap absorption
(! < () IntheAF-CE phase, Fig. 2 (@), and the absence
of such absorption for the FM €E case In Fig. 2({) at
low tem perature (T . 0:1t). W e argue that the structure
at ! ’ tisan orbion-like collective excitation which be-
com es infrared-active w hen parity isbroken by AF corre-
lations. T his is ilustrated schem atically .n Fig.[H. In the
CO phase the ground state (G S) isdom Inated by con g-—
urations w ith occupied bridge sites but hybridized w ith
states reached by inter-site hopping ( t) or changed by
core spin superexchange ( Jar). Aswe dealwih d
orbitals the hopping m atrix has even parity leading to
even G S as far as charge distrbution is concemed. C on—
sequently, the G S changed by the current operator is odd
w ith respect to charge and (nheglecting core spins) only
processes across the opticalgap are allowed ( rst line of
KB SiinFig[d). nthepresence of AF  uctuationsthese
selection rules no longer strictly hold, as spin-exchange
leadsto an adm ixture of spin and spin-orbitalexcitations
(second and third line of 3 5 Si in Fig.[d) which do not
cancel by symm etry.

This orbiton-m agnon m echanisn for the in-gap ab-—
sorption is supported by the fact that the intensiy of
the structure in (') at ! 7 t [see -nset in Fig.A@)]
Increases (@bove the background of other excitations)
w ith decreasing tem perature In the spoin-ordered case
(T . 0:dt). Themomentum conservation present in op—
ticalprocesses can be ful lled combining TS and S* | ex—
citationswih g= ( =2; =2) which are dom inant in
the respective dynam ical structure factors [see Fig.[d @)
and Fig.[()]. T he decrease ofthe static structure factor

R
Sg= ', dlsq()atg= ( =2; =2)with tempera-

ture is apparently correlated w ith the suppression of the
In-gap absorption In  (!).

In summ ary, optical conductivity and spin-orbial dy—
nam icshave been nvestigated in the CE phase of charge—
ordered m anganites at quarter 1lling. Two contrbutions
In our theory detem ine the charge gap: (i) elastic forces
and (i) Coulomb interaction. This is In portant to ex—
plain the recently discovered pico-second sw itching of op—
tical spectra, which can be understood by the instanta—
neous reduction of the C oulomb contribution due to the
suppression of CO by the ultra-short pulse, as well as
the fast recovery after the pulse. W e have shown that
the cooperative JT coupling between further M n neigh—
bors, stabilizing the CE -type correlations In our m odel,
can explain sam Iquantitatively the optical data and its
tem perature dependence in halfdoped m anganies. Spin
and orbital excitations lead to collective m odes active In
optical experin ents, and are responsible for characteris—
tic di erencesbetween AF-and FM CE phases.
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