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Abstract

W e presentan analysisofthedependenceoftheresonant-orbitalorderand m agnetic scattering

spectra on thespin con�guration.W econsideran arbitrary spin direction with respectto thelocal

crystal�eld axis,thuslowering signi�cantly thelocalsym m etry.To evaluatetheatom icscattering

in thiscase,wegeneralized theHannon-Tram m elform ulaand im plem ented itinsidethefram ework

ofatom icm ultipletcalculationsin acrystal�eld.Foran illustration,wecalculatethem agneticand

orbitalscattering in theCE phaseofLa0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 in thecaseswhen thespinsarealigned with

thecrystallatticevector~a (orequivalently~b)and when they arerotated in theab-planeby 45� with

respectto thisaxis.M agnetic spectra di�erforthetwo cases.Fortheorbitalscattering,weshow

thatforthe form ercon�guration there isa non negligible � ! �0(� ! �0)scattering com ponent,

which vanishes in the 45� case,while the � ! �0 (� ! �0) com ponents are sim ilar in the two

cases.From theconsideration oftwo 90� spin canted structures,weconclude thereisa signi�cant

dependenceoftheorbitalscatteringspectraon thespin arrangem ent.Recentexperim entsdetected

a sudden decrease ofthe orbitalscattering intensity upon increasing the tem perature above the

N�eeltem perature in La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4. W e discussthisbehaviorconsidering the e�ect ofdi�erent

typesofm isorientationsofthespinson theorbitalscattering spectrum .

PACS num bers:61.10.-i,75.10.-b,75.25.+z,71.27.+ a
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thephysicsofperovskite-typem anganitesisoneofthevery excitingareasofthepresent-

day solid-stateresearch,displaying abundanceofinteresting phenom ena,ofwhich them ost

known isthe huge resistivity change upon the application ofm agnetic �elds,the so-called

colossalm agnetoresistancee�ect1.M anganiteshaverich phasediagram swith severaltypes

ofm agnetic,charge and orbitally ordered phases,often exhibiting m esoscale phase coexis-

tence.Thephysicsofthesesystem siscontrolled by acom plex interplay ofm agnetic,orbital,

charge and structuraldegreesoffreedom . Orbitalorderischaracterized by the spatialar-

rangem ent ofthe outerm ost valence electrons. Although it was predicted and described

theoretically 50 yearsago2,ithasbeen recognized asa hidden degree offreedom ,because

ofdi�cultiesrelated to itsdirectobservation.

Theresonantx-rayscattering(RXS)isaprom isingtoolforthestudyoforbitalorder,and,

atthesam e tim e,convenientforthe study ofm agnetic and charge ordering.In particular,

it can be applied to investigate the correlations between the orbitalorder param eter and

the m agnetic and charge order param eters. The �rst RXS experim ents with the goalof

detecting orbitalordering were done at the K-edge. At the m anganese K-edge, one 1s

electron is excited into the em pty 4p band after absorption ofa photon ofthe resonant

energy.Thisinterm ediatestatehasa �nitelifetim e,afterwhich theion em itsa photon and

relaxesback totheinitialstate.Today itisbelieved thattheobserved signalisnotsensitive

to the onsite orbitalordering ofthe 3d orbitals,but to band-structure e�ects including

the e�ect ofthe Jahn-Teller crystal�eld on the 4p states togetherwith the hybridization

ofthe 4p orbitalswith the neighboring oxygen orbitals(also controlled by the Jahn-Teller

distortion)and with em pty 3d orbitalsofthe neighboring M n atom s3,4,5.Instead,the L2;3-

edgescattering m easurem ents6,7,8,9,10,11,stim ulated by thetheoreticalwork ofCastleton and

Altarelli12,are sensitive to both the onsite orbitalordering and the Jahn-Tellerdistortion.

AttheM n L2;3 edges,thevirtualdipoletransition consistsofan excitation ofone2pelectron

intothe3d shell,thusdirectly probingtheorbitalordering.Thespeci�ccontributionsofthe

orbitalordering and Jahn-Tellerdistortionsm ustthen bedisentangled in orderto interpret

theresultsofsuch experim ents.Thisisusually doneby com paringtheexperim entalspectra

to theoreticalsim ulated spectra.Previoustheoreticalwork10,11 hasindicated thattheJahn-

Teller distortion a�ects alm ostexclusively the L3 edge. However,to m onitorthe e�ectof
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a changein them agnetic orderon the orbitalordering in particular(oron theJahn-Teller

distortion),oneneedsalso to know thedirectinuenceofthem agneticcon�guration on the

orbitalspectra. So far,to ourknowledge,thise�ect on the L edge orbitalscattering has

notbeen addressed.Also,obviously,ifthespin con�guration hasa signi�cantinuence on

the orbitalscattering,itm ustbe properly included in the analysisused to disentangle the

e�ectsoftheorbitalordering and Jahn-Tellerdistortion.

Recently,W ilkinsetal.11 reported m easurem entsofthe tem perature dependence ofthe

orbitalscattering at the M n L2;3 edge in La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 which displayed a substantial

decrease in the orbitalscattering intensity,asthe tem perature is raised,atthe transition

from the antiferrom agnetic to param agnetic phase. Analogousbehaviorwhen crossing the

N�eeltem peraturewaspreviouslyreportedinLaM nO 3
13,attheM nK edge,andinKCuF3

14,15

atthe Cu K edge (butthe origin m ay notbe the sam e). M ore recently,Staub etal.9 also

presented m easurem ents ofthe tem perature dependence ofthe orbitalscattering at the

M n L2;3 edge in La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4,which showed a sm allerchange atthe N�eeltem perature.

Furtherm ore,based on apolarization analysis,they showed thattheorbitalsignalbelow the

N�eeltem peratureincludesanon negligiblecontribution ofm agneticscatteringfrom twinned

m inority ferrom agneticdom ains.However,itisstillunclearwhetherthisfully explainsthe

tem perature dependence ofthe observed orbitalsignal9,11. In principle,the change in the

m agneticcon�guration attheN�eeltem peraturein them ajority dom ain could alsoa�ectthe

spectrum .

In thiswork,weaddressthedirectinuenceofthem agneticcon�guration on theorbital

scatteringspectrafora�xedorbitallyorderedcon�guration.Asaprototypesystem ,wefocus

on La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4.W e�nd thatthespin con�guration hasindeed an inuenceon theorbital

scattering,butm ostly when thespinsarenoncollinear.Forthem agneticscattering we�nd

that the spin con�guration has a non-negligible inuence on the spectrum ,and this even

in thecollinearCE structure.Previousstudiesgenerally considered spin oriented along the

highestlocalsym m etry axisoftheM n3+ crystallographicsite.In ordertoallow an arbitrary

orientation ofthespin with respecttothelocalcrystal�eld axis,wegeneralized theHannon-

Tram m ellform ula16 for atom ic scattering,derived for sphericallocalsite sym m etry,by a

system aticexpansion in invariantsofdecreasing sym m etry down toCi.W eusetheseresults

to derivethescattering form ulaefordi�erentspin con�gurations,including thepolarization

dependence.Finally,weconsidervarioustypesofspin m isalignm entsand m isorientationsto
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understand thee�ectofspin disorderon theorbitalspectrum oftheparam agneticphase.W e

separately discussthee�ectofthelossofspin orderbetween theab-planesattem peratures

justaboveTN and spin m isalignm entsinsidetheseplanesathighertem peratures.

Thisworkisorganized asfollows:in Section IIwedescribethesystem and thetheoretical

m ethod,whilein Section IIIwepresentthescattering form ula in theCi sym m etry,and its

applicationstowardsthe description ofthe orbitaland m agnetic scattering in fourspecial

casesofspin arrangem ent.In Section IV,wepresentthecorrespondingorbitaland m agnetic

spectra for La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 and address the inuence ofthe spin con�guration,while in

Section V wediscussourresultsin connection with theissueoftheorbitalspectrum ofthe

param agnetic phase. Section VIgives the conclusions ofthe work,while two appendices

describesom ecalculationaldetails.

II. D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E SY ST EM A N D T H EO R ET IC A L A P P R O A C H

In the present work, we focus our attention on the half doped m anganites with

a low tem perature CE antiferrom agnetic structure. As an exam ple, we consider the

La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 com pound,which displays a variety ofphases17,18. The charge and or-

bitally ordered phasesetson upon cooling at230 K.Thedisproportionation oftheM n ions

into the form alvalencesM n3+ and M n4+ isusually assum ed,while recentexperim ents19,20

indicate thatthe charge di�erence in m anganite m aterialsism uch sm allerthan 1. In the

presentatom ic-based approach,we approxim ate the charge on the m anganese ionsby the

integralvalues of3+ and 4+. The four(three) 3d electrons ofthe M n3+ (the M n4+ )are

under the strong inuence ofthe crystal�eld. In the presence ofthe cubic ligand �eld,

the degenerate d orbitals split into triple degenerate t2g and doubly degenerate eg levels.

CooperativeJahn-TellerdistortionsoftheM nO 6 octahedra furtherreducethesym m etry of

thecrystal�eld to D 4h attheM n
3+ siteand thuslifttheorbitaldegeneracy.t2g levelsplits

into dxy and doubly-degeneratedxz;yz orbitals,and eg into orbitalsofthed3z2�r 2 and dx2�y 2

type.Only oneoftheeg orbitalsisoccupied on theM n
3+ ions,leading to orbitalordering,

i.e. an alternate arrangem ent oforbitals oriented along the ~a and ~b axes on neighboring

M n3+ A and B sites(seeFig.1).Theantiferrom agneticphase,characterized astheCE type

structure,existsunder115 K.In thisphase,thespinsarelying in theab-plane21,displaying

ferrom agnetic ordering along spin-chains in the ab-plane (see Fig.1: A � � B� � A� and
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− spin
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αA(B)

B−B+
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Case I: α = 45o

Case II: α = 0o

α − angle between 

the spin direction 

  and lattice vector b

spin and the local   

c.f.
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crystal field −c.f.− 

axis on site A(B)

FIG .1: TheM nO 2 planeofLa0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 representingcharge,orbitaland spin orderingfortwo

di�erentcasesofspin orientation in the CE structure. Case I:the spin and crystalaxis~b enclose

an angle � = 45� and Case II:� = 0�.Thedashed linesdenote theferrom agnetic spin chains.For

reasonsofclarity,thespinson the\M n4+ " ionsareom itted.W eassum ed thex2� z2=y2� z2 type

oforbitalordering11,in the crystalcoordinate system with x,y,and z along the~a,~b,and ~c axis,

respectively.

A + � B+ � A+ spin chains,\+" and \-" referto the spin direction)and antiferrom agnetic

ordering between thespin chainsboth in theab-planeand along thec-axis.

Figure1presentstwopossiblecasesofspin orientation in theCE structure,which wewill

considerin thepresentwork.In CaseI,thespinsareparalleltothe~a+ ~baxis,corresponding
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A−type canted B−type canted

FIG .2: The M nO 2 plane ofLa0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 representing charge,orbitaland spin ordering for

two hypothetical90�-spin-canted structures.

to an angle � = 45� between the spin direction and the crystal~baxis. In Case II,instead,

thespinsareparallelto the~baxis(� = 0�).

Having in m ind the param agnetic phase and the e�ect ofspin m isorientations on the

orbitalspectrum ,wewillalso considertwo 90�-spin-canted structures,which areillustrated

in Fig.2. These structures,\A-type canted" and \B-type canted",are built using local

atom ic con�gurationsofCase IIin Fig 1. The A-type canted isobtained using the M n3+

A (+ ;�) con�gurations (spin parallelto the orbital)and the B-type canted using the M n3+

B(+ ;�) con�gurations(spin perpendiculartotheorbital),with possible90� rotationsofthese

atom ic building blocks. W e note that,forthe orbitalscattering,only M n3+ sites need to

be considered. Also,forthe m agnetic scattering ofthe CE structures,we willconsider(as

in theexperim ents10,11)only superlatticereectionswhich selectively probetheM n3+ spins

contribution.

W e based our calculations ofthe RXS spectra on atom ic m ultiplet form ulation in a

crystal�eld22,23.Cowan’satom icm ultipletprogram 24,25 providestheHartree-Fock valuesof

the radialCoulom b (Slater)integrals F 0;2;4(d;d),F 2(p;d),G 1;3(p;d)(directand exchange

contributions)and the spin-orbitinteractions�(2p)and �(3d)foran isolated M n3+ ion at

0 K.They aregiven in Table I.Itisknown thatthestrengthsoftheCoulom b integralsin

a solid are reduced due to the screening e�ectsto about� 70-80% ofthe atom ic values26.

Thelargestoftheseintegralsarenearly an orderofm agnitudegreaterthan thecrystal�eld
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splittings. Thisfactjusti�esourchoice ofthe atom ic m ultipletapproach in a crystal�eld.

F 2(d;d)F 4(d;d)F 2(p;d)G 1(p;d)G 3(p;d)�(2p)�(3d)

3d4 11:415 7:148 � � � � 0:046

2p53d5 12:210 7:649 6:988 5:179 2:945 7:467 0:059

TABLE I:The Hartree-Fock values for the ground and excited states ofM n3+ given in eV.The

p-shellspin-orbit param eter �(2p) has been increased by 9 % from the Hartree-Fock value to

correspond to the experim entalvalue27.

The treatm ent ofthe crystal�eld in this m odelis based on sym m etry considerations.

Startingfrom thetransition m atrixelem entsevaluated in thesphericalpointgroup,welower

thesym m etry by theinclusion ofacrystal�eld,followinga\branching"ofpointgroups.For

exam ple,the following \branching" can be generated: O 3 � Oh � D4h � D2h � Ci
28. For

the calculation ofthe m atrix elem entsin a given pointgroup,the W igner-Eckarttheorem

isused.In practice,thistheorem isapplied through a m ultiplication ofthem atrix elem ent

evaluated in the O 3 point group by a chain of2-jand 3-jcoe�cients for each branching.

Thisisim plem ented in a crystal�eld code,which givestheenergy spectrum and thedipole

transition m atrixelem entsnecessary forthecalculation ofthescatteringspectra.Thevalues

ofthe cubic (X 400) and tetragonal(X 220) crystal�eld param eters are obtained from a �t

to the experim entalRXS spectra. In the present case,we willuse the values obtained in

Ref.11 for La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4. These values are X 400 = 5:6 eV and X 220 = 3:75 eV,and

correspond to an x2 � z2=y2 � z2 type oforbitalordering (with the x,y,and z axesalong

~a;~band ~c,respectively). Allthe Slaterintegralswere scaled down to 75 % oftheiratom ic

values26,29.Furtherm ore,in orderto sim ulatethee�ectsofthespin ordering on an isolated

ion(superexchangeanddirectexchangeinteractions),weintroduceam agnetic�eldactingon

thespin oftheatom .This�eld splitsadditionally theS = 2quintetintoSz = � 2;� 1;:::;2

levels. Inclusion ofthe m agnetic �eld favorsthe Sz = � 2 levelasthe ground state ofthe

atom .ThevalueoftheZeem an energy issetto 0.02 eV.
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III. SC AT T ER IN G FO R M U LA

In the�rstpartofthissection wedescribe atom icscattering fora generalorientation of

the spin axeswith respectto the localcrystal�eld axes. Thereafter,we apply the atom ic

scattering form ula to �nd expressions for the orbitalscattering ofthe four di�erent spin

structuresconsidered and the m agnetic scattering forthe two di�erentorientationsofthe

spinsin theantiferrom agneticCE-phase.

A . System atic expansion of the atom ic scattering am plitude in invariants of de-

creasing sym m etry

To calculatea di�raction spectrum ,we�rstevaluatetheatom icscattering from a single

siteand then add up thecontributionsoftheatom sin thewholecrystal.Thetypeoforder

isselected by thescattering vector~qwhich describestheperiodicity oftheorbital,m agnetic

orchargeorder.Depending on therelativeorientation ofthelocalcrystal�eld axisand the

spin direction,the localsym m etry can change. In the case in which the crystaland spin

axesare collinear,the site sym m etry correspondsto the one ofthe crystal�eld. W e use a

tetragonalcrystal�eld30,described by the D 4h pointgroup.Ifthespin direction,however,

di�ersfrom thecrystal�eld axis,thelocalsym m etry can beaslow asthatoftheC i point

group.

Following the approach by Carra and Thole31,we write the scattering am plitude as a

linearcom bination oftheproductofpairsoftensorsofincreasing rank,which transform ac-

cordingtotheirreduciblerepresentationsofthesphericalgroup SO 3.Tolowerthesym m etry

to the Ci pointgroup,we need to branch each irreducible representation into subgroup of

irreducible representations,following the chain: O 3 � Oh � D4h � C4h � C2h � Ci. Only

the totally sym m etric representationscontribute to the atom icscattering am plitude.Ifwe

stop thebranching attheC4h pointgroup,we�nd fortheatom icscattering am plitudethe

following expression:

f
E1

res;C 4h
= 3

4
�
n

(̂e
�

f
� êi)(F1;1 + F�1;�1 )� i

h

(̂e�f � êi)� ẑ
i

(F1;1 � F�1;�1 )+

(̂e�f � ẑ)(̂ei� ẑ)(2F0;0 � F1;1 � F�1;�1 )
o

;
(1)

where � represents a scattering coe�cient31, êi(̂ef) is the incom ing (outcom ing) photon
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polarization,and Fm ;m 0 isde�ned as:

Fm ;m 0 =
X

n

h0jJ1ym jnihnjJ
1
m 0j0i

E 0 � En + �h! + i�=2
; (2)

wherem and m 0denotepolarization statesand J1m aretheelectricdipoleoperatorsde�ned in

sphericalcoordinates.j0irepresentsthegroundstatewith energyE 0 andjnianinterm ediate

state with energy E n. The photon energy is �h! and � represents the broadening due to

the core-hole lifetim e. The localcoordinate system is chosen in such a way that the z-

axiscorrespondsto the highestlocalsym m etry axis,which isalso the quantization (spin)

direction. Eq. 1 is known as the Hannon-Tram m elform ula16,which was derived for the

sphericalsym m etry,and isapplicableup to localsym m etriesaslow asthatoftheC4h point

group. Lowering the sym m etry to the C2h point group,the following expression for the

atom icscattering am plitudeisfound:

f
E1

res;C 2h
= f

E1

res;C 4h
+ 3

4
�
n h

(̂e�f � ŷ)(̂ei� ŷ)� (̂e�f � x̂)(̂ei� x̂)
i

(F�1;1 + F1;�1 )+

i
h

(̂e�f � x̂)(̂ei� ŷ)+ (̂e�f � ŷ)(̂ei� x̂)
i

(F�1;1 � F1;�1 )
o

;
(3)

where x̂, ŷ, and ẑ are unit vectors corresponding to a localright Cartesian coordinate

system ,with the z-axisde�ned asabove.Finally,assum ing no sym m etry operation on the

site,exceptthe inversion,we obtain fouradditionalterm sin the description ofthe atom ic

scattering am plitudein theCi pointgroup:

f
E1

res;C i
= f

E1

res;C 2h
+ 3

4
�
n

� i
p
2

2

h

(̂e�f � ŷ)(̂ei� ẑ)� (̂e�f � ẑ)(̂ei� ŷ)
i

(F1;0 + F�1;0 + F0;1 + F0;�1 )+
p
2

2

h

(̂e�f � x̂)(̂ei� ẑ)� (̂e�f � ẑ)(̂ei� x̂)
i

(� F1;0 � F0;�1 + F�1;0 + F0;1)+

� i
p
2

2

h

(̂e�f � ŷ)(̂ei� ẑ)+ (̂e�f � ẑ)(̂ei� ŷ)
i

(F1;0 + F�1;0 � F0;1 � F0;�1 )+
p
2

2

h

(̂e�f � x̂)(̂ei� ẑ)+ (̂e�f � ẑ)(̂ei� x̂)
i

(� F1;0 + F0;�1 + F�1;0 � F0;1)
o

;

(4)

where x̂, ŷ, and ẑ are unit vectors ofany right Cartesian coordinate system , but it is

convenientto choose,also in thiscase,thelocalz-axisalong thespin direction.

B . O rbitalorder scattering

In tetragonalCE structures,thewave vectorsprobing theantiferro orbitalordering are:

~qO O = (1+ 2n
4
� m

2
;1+ 2n

4
+ m

2
;l)inunitsof(2�

a
;2�
a
;2�
c
),wheren,m ,andlareintegersanda;care

thelatticeconstants.Takingintoaccountthestructurefactors,thescatteringam plitudefor

orbitalwave vectors isproportionalto the following com bination ofthe atom ic scattering
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FIG .3: The scattering plane with the de�nition ofthe scattering and azim uthalangles� and �.

~ki(~kf)is the incident(outcom ing) photon wavevector,~q = ~kf �
~ki. For the case oforbitalorder

scattering with ~qO O = (1
4
,1
4
,0),the reference axes are: ~u1 =

1p
2
[�110],~u2 = [001]and ~u3 =

1p
2
[110]

in the crystalcoordinate system ~a,~b,~c. For the m agnetic scattering,~qA F = (1
4
,� 1

4
,1
2
) and the

following reference axesareused:~u1 =
1p
3
[1�1�1],~u2 =

1p
2
[110]and ~u3 =

1p
6
[1�12].

am plitudes at the A (+ ;�) and B(+ ;�) sites: fA + + fA � � fB + � fB � . In the soft x-ray

experim ents7,9,10 the orbitalorderwave vectorwas taken as~qO O =(1
4
,1
4
,0),and thisisthe

wavevectorwewillconsiderforthepolarization analysispresented in thenextpartsofthis

section. The equations willbe presented using asreference system forthe com ponents of

theatom icscattering tensorsFm ;m 0 thelocalcoordinatesystem in which thez-axisrem ains

in thespin direction,x liesin theab-planeand they-axisisperpendicularto theab-plane.

1. Case I:� = 45�

Forthecasewhen � = 45�,itisusefultonotethatstartingfrom thecon�guration atsite

A+,in Fig.1,and using sym m etry operations(rotation by 180� aboutthe~cor(~a+ ~b)axis)

onecan obtain thecon�gurationsattherem aining threesites.Thissim pli�esthenum erical

partofthecalculation,becauseitsu�cesto perform an atom iccalculation forjustonesite.

Thelocalsym m etry ofeach siteisdescribed by theCi pointgroup.From inspection ofEq.

4itcan beseen thattheonly nonvanishing term softheorbitalorderscattering aretheones

10



including (̂e�f � x̂)(̂ei� ẑ) and (̂e�f � ẑ)(̂ei� x̂)polarization factors. Furtherm ore,the second

term in the curly bracketsin Eq. 4 vanishes,in ourcase,asthe m atrix elem entsin Eq. 2

arereal.32 Afterevaluation ofthepolarization factorweobtain thefollowing expression for

theorbitalorderscattering am plitude:

f
O O

res = �
p
2cos�cos�

�

� F
A +
1;0 + F

A +
0;�1 + F

A +
�1;0 � F

A +
0;1

�

; (5)

in thecase of� ! �0or� ! �0polarization.In Eq.5 thescattering and azim uthalangles

� and � arede�ned asshown in Fig.3,using asreferenceaxes~u1 =
1p
2
[�110],~u2 = [001]and

~u3 =
1p
2
[110]in the crystalcoordinate system ~a,~b,~c. The scattering am plitude vanishes

in the case of� ! �0 or� ! �0 polarization. The F term in parenthesis ofEq.5 can be

written in Cartesian coordinatesas2Fxz.

2. Case II:� = 0�

In the case when the angle � isdi�erentfrom 45�,the sitesA and B are inequivalent,

since the spin enclosestwo di�erentangles,�A and �B ,with the localcrystal�eld axisat

sites A and B.Case II,with � = 0� in Fig.1,illustrates the situation with the highest

localsite sym m etry,when the spin iscollinearwith the crystal�eld axisatsite B (�B =

0�),and perpendicular to the localcrystal�eld axis atsite A (�A = 90�). The localsite

sym m etriesfortheB and A sitesareC4h and C2h respectively.Fortheevaluation oforbital

scattering,we add the contributions from the foursites in the sam e m anner aswe did in

thepreviouscase.But,thistim e,we need to do atom iccalculationsfortwo di�erentsites,

asthere isno sym m etry operation relating sitesA and B.Forthe sam e reason,there will

be no cancellation ofcontributions from various term s,which we had previously,and the

expression describing orbitalorderscattering am plitude willhave the following form for�

polarized incidentlight:

fO O ;�incres =

8
><

>:

1

2
cos2�

1

2
cos�(sin� sin� � cos�)

9
>=

>;

h

2(F A +
0;0 � F

B +
0;0 )

i

+

8
><

>:

sin2� + 1

2
cos2�

1

2
cos� cos� � 1

2
cos�sin� sin�

9
>=

>;

h

F
A +
�1;�1 + F

A +
1;1 � (FB +�1;�1 + F

B +
1;1 )

i

+

8
><

>:

1

2
cos2� � sin2�

1

2
cos�(3sin� sin� + cos�)

9
>=

>;

h

� F
A +
�1;1 � F

A +
1;�1 + (F B +

�1;1 + F
B +
1;�1 )

i

;

(6)
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wheretheupperexpression in thecurly bracketsrepresentsthe� ! �0polarization partand

thebottom onethe� ! �0contribution.ThesuperscriptsA and B denotethetwo di�erent

sites. The second term on the righthand side ofEq.6 isproportionalto Fxx + Fyy in the

localCartesian coordinatesand thethird oneto Fxx � Fyy.Theangles� and � arede�ned

in Fig 3. To sim plify the polarization factors,we evaluate the polarization dependence for

the azim uthalangle,using the value � = 0�,as in the experim ent (Ref.10). Taking this

into account,Eq.6 can berewritten in a sim plerform :

fO O ;�incres =

8
><

>:

1

0

9
>=

>;

h

F A +
xx + F A +

zz � (FB +xx + F B +
zz )

i

+

8
><

>:

0

cos�

9
>=

>;

h

F A +
xx � FA +zz � (FB +xx � FB +zz )

i

;

(7)

with F A (B )+
xx and F A (B )+

zz in the localCartesian coordinates. W e note the im portant fact

thatin the � = 0� case,the � ! �0 polarization factorisnonvanishing,in contrastto the

� = 45� case.

In thecaseof� incidentpolarization,thescattering am plitudereads:

fO O ;�incres =

8
><

>:

1

2
(cos2� � sin2� sin2�)

� 1

2
cos�(sin� sin� + cos�)

9
>=

>;

h

2(F A +
0;0 � F

B +
0;0 )

i

+

8
><

>:

1

2
cos2� � sin2�(cos2� + 1

2
sin2�)

1

2
cos�(cos� + sin� sin�)

9
>=

>;

h

F
A +
�1;�1 + F

A +
1;1 � (FB +�1;�1 + F

B +
1;1 )

i

+

8
><

>:

1

2
cos2� + sin2�(cos2� � 1

2
sin2�)

1

2
cos�(� 3sin�sin� + cos�)

9
>=

>;

h

� F
A +
�1;1 � F

A +
1;�1 + (F B +

�1;1 + F
B +
1;�1 )

i

;

(8)

wheretheupper(lower)expression in thecurly bracketscorrespondstothe� ! �0(� ! �0)

polarization channel. Considering again � = 0�,we see that allthree term s on the right

hand sideofEq.8 contributeto the� ! �0scattering,whiletheexpression forthe� ! �0

scattering isthesam easin thecaseofthe�-polarized incidentlight.

3. Canted structures

Theorbitalscattering am plitudeforthetwo canted structuresin Fig.2 can bedescribed

by thefollowing expression with theF’sin thelocalCartesian coordinates:

fO O ;�incres =

8
><

>:

0

cos�

9
>=

>;

h

F A +
xx � FA +zz � (FB +xx � FB +zz )

i

; (9)
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assum ing as above � = 0�, and using the sam e convention as in Eqs.6 and 7 for the

polarization channels. Forincident� polarization,the scattering takesplace exclusively in

the� ! �0channel.

C . M agnetic scattering

W eperform ed a sim ilaranalysisforthem agneticscattering oftheantiferrom agneticCE

structures,considering the wave vector~qA F =(1
4
,� 1

4
,1
2
)which probesthe antiferrom agnetic

order ofthe M n3+ atom s and was used in the experim ent (Ref.10). The corresponding

m agnetic scattering am plitude isproportionalto: fA F = fA + + fB + � fA � � fB � . In the

case� = 45� theonly contributing term isthesecond term on theright-hand sideofEq.1,

and,therefore,theantiferrom agneticscattering am plitudeforincident�-polarized lightcan

becalculated from theexpression:

f
A F;�inc
res = 2cos� cos�

�

F
A +
1;1 � F

A +
�1;�1

�

; (10)

and in thecase� = 0�:

f
A F;�inc
res =

"

cos�(

p
2

2
cos� +

p
3

3
sin�)+

p
6

6
sin�

#
�

F
A +
1;1 � F

A +
�1;�1 + F

B +
1;1 � F

B +
�1;�1

�

: (11)

The angles� and � have been de�ned asshown in Fig.3,with the following de�nitionsof

the reference axes: ~u1 =
1p
3
[1�1�1],~u2 =

1p
2
[110]and ~u3 =

1p
6
[1�12]in the crystalcoordinate

system ~a,~b,~c.There isno � ! �0contribution and thepolarization factorin Eqs.10 and

11isevaluated forthe� ! �0polarization.In thelocalCartesian coordinates,theF� factor

from Eqs.10 and 11 can beexpressed asFxy � Fyx.

IV . IN FLU EN C E O F T H E SP IN O R IEN TAT IO N O N T H E SC AT T ER IN G SP EC -

T R A

In Fig.4,we com pare the calculated orbitalorder spectra ofthe CE structures with

the two di�erent spin orientations,� = 0� and � = 45�,displayed in Fig.1. W e present

the spectra for� and � incidentpolarization evaluated using the equationsderived in the

previoussection.In the caseofthe � incidentpolarization,panela)displaysthespectrum

forthe� ! �0polarization,panelb)forthe� ! �0polarization,whilethesim ulated exper-

im entalsituation withouta polarization analyzerfortheoutcom ing photonsispresented in
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panelc).Sim ilarly,forthe� incidentpolarization,wepresentthe� ! �0scatteringchannel

on panela),� ! �0 on panelb)and the average ofthe two in panelc). The polarization
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FIG . 4: (Color online) Theoretical orbital order spectra of the CE structures with the two

di�erent spin orientations � = 45� (black line) and 0� (light green line) calculated for � and �

incidentpolarizations. Di�erentpanelsrepresentthe polarization channels: forthe � incidenta)

� ! �0,b)� ! �0 and c)total,and for the � incident a)� ! �0,b)� ! �0 and c)total. The

experim entalspectrum (dashed red line)for� incidentpolarization isreproduced from Ref.11.

dependence wascalculated fortheactualexperim entalangles:� = 62.9� and � = 0�10.W e

used � = 0:5 eV forthe broadening due to the core-hole lifetim e and the scattering inten-

sity wasconvoluted with a Gaussian ofwidth 0.1 eV to sim ulatetheexperim ental(energy)

resolution.

The m ostsigni�cantdi�erence between the spectra forthe two angles� are the nonva-

nishing � ! �0 and � ! �0 contributionsforthe 0� alignm ent. Forthisangle and in the

case ofthe � incident polarization,the scattering for the photon energies ofthe L3 edge

isvery sm allcom pared to the scattering atthe L2 edge. Forthe � ! �0 polarization,the

spectra for0� and 45� alignm entsareidentical,both in shapeand m agnitude.Sim ilarly,for

the � incident polarization,the � ! �0 contribution ism uch sm allerthan forthe � ! �0
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scattering channel,thespectrum ofwhich isagain identicaltotheoneobtained for� = 45�.

Thiscan beexplained by considering a linearexpansion ofF A (B ) around theangle� = 45�.

Itcan beshown (thedetailsaregiven in Appendix B)thatthe�rstordercorrectionsoffour

di�erentF term sin Eq.7 cancelexactly in thecase ofcollinearspins,i.e. when the angle

�A atthesiteA can beexpressed as�A = 90�� �B ,leavingjustthezeroth orderterm which

equalsthescattering am plitudein thecaseof45�.In thesituation whereboth polarization

channelscontribute with thesam eweight,[panelc)],forthe� polarized incidentlight,the

0� spectrum hassm allerL3/L2 ratio because ofthecontribution from the� ! �0polariza-

tion which issigni�cantonly attheL2 edge.In thecaseofthe� incidentpolarization,the

branchingratioslightlyincreasesfortheunpolarized situation,asthe� ! �0contribution at

theL3 edgeaddsup to them ain peak ofthe� ! �0polarization,whiletheL2 contribution

causesappearanceofa new sm allfeaturein theunpolarized spectrum .

Considering only thesituation c)(no outcom ing polarization analysis),theorbitalspec-

tra calculated for the � = 0� and � = 45� structures show sim ilar agreem ent with the

experim ental spectrum in Fig.4c). In this situation, one cannot discrim inate between

the two cases. Very recently,however,experim ents with a polarization analysiswere per-

form ed on La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 (Ref.9),and no detectable orbitalscattering wasobserved for

the � ! �0 channel. Based on this observation,we conclude that the spin orientation in

La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 should correspond to an angle� equalto,orvery closeto,thevalueof45�,

sincea m easurable� ! �0com ponent33 should bepresentotherwise(seealso Appendix A).

The m agnetic spectra for the two CE structures are com pared in Fig. 5. The m ain

di�erencebetween the� = 0� and � = 45� casesisthedecreaseoftheL3/L2 branchingratio

in thecase� = 0�.Otherwise,thespectrahaveasim ilarshape.W enotethat� = 45� isalso

the value which wasused in Ref.11 to exam ine the e�ectofthe Jahn-Tellerdistortion on

theorbitaland m agneticspectraofLa0:5Sr1:5M nO 4.Theexperim entalorbitaland m agnetic

scattering spectra and �tsforLa0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 have been presented and discussed in Ref.

11.

Our �nding that � � 45� di�ers from the estim ate of Staub et al.9, who predicted

� = 10� 5�,based on a �tfocused on the contribution ofm inority ferrom agnetic dom ains

to the observed orbitalscattering. W e note,however, that the angle � in the m inority

ferrom agneticdom ainsand in them ajority CE dom ainsm ay notbenecessarily thesam e.

To illustratefurthertheim portanceoftaking into accounttheproperspin arrangem ent
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FIG .5: (Color online) Theoreticalm agnetic order spectra of the CE structures for the two

di�erentanglesenclosed by thespin and ~baxes:� = 45� (black line)and 0� (lightgreen line).The

experim entalspectrum (dashed red line)isreproduced from Ref.11.
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FIG .6: (Coloronline)Theoreticalspectra oftheorbitalscattering fortheA-type(black line)and

B-type (lightgreen line)90�-spin-canted structures,displayed in Fig.2.

(and allfourdi�erentscattering sites),wecalculated theorbitalscattering from thecanted

spin structures,in Fig.2.Theorbitalspectra forthetwo canted structuresaredisplayed in

Fig.6.Itisclearthatthesetwocon�gurationsyield spectralargely di�erentfrom theexper-

im entaland theoreticalspectrafor� = 45�,and thatthecalculation oftheorbitalscattering
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in La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4,asshown in Fig.4,should notbeapproxim ated by theconsideration of

only one site ofhigh sym m etry,A or B.At the sam e tim e,even from a quick inspection

ofFig.6,one readily concludes that the two spectra are signi�cantly di�erent from each

other. Yet,the only di�erence in their calculation was the spin arrangem ent. From this,

weconcludethatchanging thespin arrangem entcan havea drasticinuenceon theorbital

spectrum .Thism ustberelated,ofcourse,in som eway tothespin-orbitinteraction.Tobet-

teridentify theorigin ofthise�ect,weperform ed calculationswith either(i)thedspin-orbit

param eter set to zero or(ii)the p-d interaction set to zero. Calculations (i)yielded only

m inute changesto the spectra. Calculations(ii),instead,yielded m ajorchanges,resulting

in two virtually identicalspectra fortheA and B canted structures.Therefore,weconclude

thatthe sensitivity to the spin direction com esfrom the com bined e�ectofthe spin-orbit

interaction in the p-shelland the p-d Coulom b interaction,through which p-electrons feel

thecrystal�eld34.

V . EFFEC T O F D IFFER EN T T Y P ES O F SP IN M ISO R IEN TAT IO N S O N T H E

O R B ITA L SP EC T R U M IN T H E PA R A M A G N ET IC P H A SE

W ith the increase oftem perature T above TN ,spin ordering is �rst lost along the c-

axis,while the in-plane correlationsreduce gradually untilthe charge and orbitalordering

tem perature TC O = 230 K,atwhich they vanish com pletely18. Based on the results from

theprevioussections,wediscusstheinuenceofvariousspin m isorientationson theorbital

spectrum in the param agnetic phase for tem peratures TN � T � TC O ,when there are

stillcorrelations inside the ab� plane. Random ness is expected to be m ostly in the spin

orientation between the planes,while the antiferrom agnetic ordering inside the planes is

assum ed to be less inuenced. In the present work we do not consider any change in

the orbitalcon�gurationswithin the crystal. W e calculate the scattering contributions at

~q =(1
4
,1
4
,0) from CE ab-planeswith di�erentspin orientationsforthe anglesbelonging to

the class of� = 45� + n � 90� (n integer),which we de�ned as C(45�),and the class of

� = 0� + n � 90�,C(0�),i.e. for� = 0�,45�,90�,135�,180� 225�,270� and 315�. These

planesare stacked in a random order,butassum ing an equalproportion ofeach ofthem .

In thiscase,the scattering am plitude isgiven by the average ofthe scattering am plitudes

ofthe � = 45�,135�,0�,and 90� cases. The corresponding orbitalspectrum is shown in

panela)ofFig.7fortheincident� polarization.W eseethatthespectrum doesnotchange
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FIG .7: (Coloronline)Com parison ofthetheoreticalorbitalscattering spectra for� = 45� (black

line),and forcon�gurationswith di�erenttypesofspin m isorientationsin the param agnetic case

(lightgreen line),described in the text.

with respect to the spectrum obtained for the CE phase (� = 45�). This is because the

� ! �0scattering am plitudesfor� = 0�;45�;90�,and 135� areallequal,and with an equal

am ount of� = 0� and � = 90� layers,the atom ic scattering am plitude for the � ! �0

scattering com ponentvanishes,reducing thespectrum to the� ! �0scattering com ponent.

Furtherm ore,assum ingalsoalossofcoherencein thespin orientation between ferrom agnetic

chainswithin the ab-plane and a random occurrence ofthe anglesbelonging to the classes

C(45�)and C(0�)fortheferrom agneticchains,thescattering am plitudecan also beshown

to bethatcorresponding to theaverageofthe� = 0�,� = 90�,and � = 45� am plitudes.

Hence,toproduceasigni�cantchangein theorbitalscattering,itisnecessary toconsider

otherchanges (with a higher degree ofm isorientation) in the spin con�gurations,such as

canted \ferrom agnetic" chains. W e �nd,however,thatan equalam ountofA and B-type

canted con�gurations yields a spectrum identicalto the one for the CE phase,and that

it is necessary to consider a di�erent am ount ofthe two canted structures to change the

spectrum .Theorbitalscattering spectrum forthecasewhen 50 % ofthesitescorresponds
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to the con�gurations described with C(45�),10 % to the A-type canted and 40 % to the

B-typecanted con�gurationsisshown in b)panelofFig.7.Thespectrum ischaracterized

by the reduction ofintensity ofthe �rst two peaks atthe L2 edge,as wellas ofthe low-

energy peak at the L3 edge. The experim entaldata ofW ilkins et al.10 indicate a large

change ofintensity at the L3 peak,a weaker one for the two low-energy peaks at the L2

edge,and virtually no change for the high-energy L2 peak. A qualitatively sim ilar trend

can bededuced from com paring theorbitalspectra at40 K and 160 K,m easured by Staub

etal.9,forwhich the largestintensity reduction occursatthe L3 edge and the low-energy

peaksattheL2 edge,whiletheintensity ofthehighest-energy featurechangesm uch less.A

largechangein theintensity ofthem ain peak attheL3 edgeoftheorbitalspectrum atthe

N�eeltem perature could resultfrom the m agnetic scattering ofthe m inority ferrom agnetic

dom ains,which would disappearabove� TN
9.A sim ilare�ect,i.e.a signi�cantreduction

ofthem ain peak attheL3 edgeand alm ostnegligiblechangesoftheotherpeaks,could also

resultfrom a decrease in the Jahn-Tellerdistortion11. However,the change in intensity of

theotherpeaksisdi�cultto explain with theabovee�ects,and Fig.7b indicatesthatthey

could beaccounted forby a changein thespin con�guration.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork,weanalyzed thedependenceofthescattering spectra on thespin con�gura-

tion in La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4fora�xed orbitallyordered con�guration.W econsidered an arbitrary

spin direction with respecttothelocalcrystal�eld axis,yieldingalow localsym m etry,which

necessitated ageneralscattering form ulawritten fortheCipointgroup.W egeneralized the

Hannon-Tram m elform ula fortheatom icscattering am plitudeby a system aticexpansion in

invariantsofdecreasing sym m etry up to Ci and im plem ented itin thefram ework ofatom ic

m ultiplet calculations in a crystal�eld. W e discussed in detailthe cases offourdi�erent

spin structures.

W e�rstconsidered two antiferrom agneticCE structureswith spinsoriented eitheralong

the~b axisoralong an axisatan angle � = 45� relative to the~baxis,within the ab-plane.

Thelatterstructurehasthehighestsym m etry (allsitesarerelated by sym m etry operations)

and hasonly the� ! �0orbitalscattering for� incidentlightwhich iscon�rm ed by recent

experim ents which found no � ! �0 scattering com ponent. For the consideration ofthe
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CE structure with spinsaligned with thelatticevector~b(� = 0�),oneneedsto includean

equalam ountofsiteswhich havespinseitherat0� orat90� with respecttothelocalcrystal

�eld axisin orderto keep a collinearspin con�guration. Orbitalscattering in the � ! �0

channelforthecases� = 45� and � = 0� yieldsidenticalspectra,butin thelattercasethe

scattering also takesplacein the� ! �0channel,in contrastto theexperim entalsituation.

Sim ilarly,fortheincident� polarization,there isa nonvanishing � ! �0contribution,and

the spectrum ofthe � ! �0 channelisidenticalto the one for� = 45�. Forthe m agnetic

scattering,thespectrum ofthecon�guration with � = 45� displaysasom ewhatlargerL2/L3

ratio.From the com parison with experim ent,we conclude thatin the La0:5Sr1:5M nO 4 CE

phasetheanglebetween thespinsand~baxisisequal,orvery closeto,45�.

W ethen also exam ined two 90�-spin-canted structuresobtained by considering only sites

having thespin direction eitherat0� orat90� from thelocalcrystal�eld axis.Thespectra

di�ergreatly in thetwo cases,and also di�erfrom thoseobtained fortheantiferrom agnetic

CE structures. From the consideration ofthese structures,we thusconclude thatthe spin

con�guration can have a drastic inuence on the orbitalspectrum . The largestdi�erences

caused by the spin con�guration on the orbitalspectra are observed in the presence of

m axim aldisproportionation between spins paralleland perpendicular to the localcrystal

�eld axis.

Finally,wealsodiscussed thechangesobserved with tem perature,in theorbitalspectrum

ofthe param agnetic phase,considering the e�ect ofvarious types ofspin m isorientations

with respectto theCE structure.W e�rstexam ined thee�ectofan incoherencein thespin

orientation between theab-planesand then alsobetween theferrom agneticchainswithin the

ab-planes,considering ferrom agnetic chains with spin directions corresponding to � = 0�,

45�,90�,135�,180�,225�,270�,and 315� in equalproportion. This was found to have

a negligible e�ect on the orbitalspectrum . W e then exam ined the e�ect ofa disorder in

thespin direction within theferrom agneticchains,considering thecontributionsofdi�erent

types of90�-spin-canted chains with m ore spins parallelthan perpendicular to the local

crystal�eld axis. Thisresulted in a spectrum with no change in the highest-energy peak,

both attheL2 and L3 edges,butareduced intensity ofallotherpeaks.In view ofexplaining

them easured tem peraturedependenceoftheorbitalscattering intensity,thechangesofthe

spectrum caused by thespin m isorientationscan com plem entthee�ectswhich would arise

dueto thepresenceofpossiblem inority ferrom agneticdom ainsora reduction in theJahn-
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Tellerdistortion,which would m ostly a�ectthehighest-energy peak attheL3 edge.

A P P EN D IX A : O R B ITA L A N D M A G N ET IC SC AT T ER IN G FO R A N A R B I-

T R A RY A N G LE B ET W EEN T H E SP IN A N D LAT T IC E A X ES

Previously,we discussed the scattering in the CE structure when the in-plane spin and

lattice axes enclose angles of0� or 45�. At this point,we present the expression for the

orbitalscattering am plitude in the case ofan arbitrary angle � between the spin axisand

latticevector~bfor�-polarized incidentlight:
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whereweused � = 45�� � and thede�nitionsof� and � from Fig3.W erem ind thereader

thatthe Fm ;m 0 sphericaltensorcom ponentsare de�ned with respectto the spin axis,and

thattheirvalueschangewith theangle�.W ealso notethatthereisan additionalterm in

thescattering am plitude(thelastterm in theaboveequation),with respectto Eq.6,which

doesnotvanish in the generalcase. In Cartesian coordinatesthisterm isproportionalto

Fxz + Fzx. Considering,e.g.,the azim uthalangle � = 0�,we note thatthere isa � ! �0

scattering com ponentforallangles0� � � 90�,exceptfor� = 45�.

In the case ofm agnetic scattering,there are no additionalterm s(com pared to Eqs.10

and 11)contributing tothescattering.Thescattering alwaystakesplaceonly in the� ! �0

channel.
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A P P EN D IX B : LIN EA R EX PA N SIO N O F Fm ;m 0 A R O U N D �A (B ) = 45�

Ifwe denote the angle between the spin and the localcrystal�eld axisatsite A (B)as

�A (�B ),then the two anglesin Fig.1,Case II,are related by: �A = 90� � �B . W e will

expand the tensorF A
m ;m 0 de�ned in Eq.2,asa function ofthe angle �A around 45� in the

following way:

F
A
m ;m 0(�A)= F

A
m ;m 0(45

�)+
�FAm ;m 0(�A)

��A

�
�
�
�A = 45

�
(�A � 45�)+ O (�� 2

A): (B1)

The sam e expansion isvalid forF B
m ;m 0. Therefore,forthe F A

xx and F B
zz from Eq.7,we can

write:

F
A
xx(�A)= F

A
xx(45

�)+
�FAxx(�A)

��A

�
�
�
�A = 45

�
(�A � 45�)+ O (�� 2

A); (B2)

wherex isthecoordinatealong~a and z thecoordinatealong~b.W ecan also write:

F B
zz(�B ) = F B

zz(45
�)+

�FB
zz
(�B )

��B

�
�
�
�B = 45

�
(�B � 45�)+ O (�� 2

B )

= F A
xx(45

�)+
�FA

xx
(�A )

��A

�
�
�
�A = 45

�
(45� � �A )+ O (�� 2

A);
(B3)

using the fact that �� A = � ��B and that F A
xx(45

�) = F B
zz(45

�) and
�FA

xx
(�A )

��A

�
�
�
�A = 45

�
=

�FB
zz
(�B )

��B

�
�
�
�B = 45

�
,because the atom ic scattering tensorF A(�A = 45� + �� A)atthe A site is

equivalent to the atom ic scattering tensor F B (�B = 45� + �� A) at the B site through a

rotation of180� aboutthe~a+ ~b axis. In the intensity expression,Eq.7,F A
xx and F B

zz are

added up. From Eqs.B2 and B3,we see thatthe two �rstorderterm swillhave the sam e

m agnitudeand oppositesigns.Thesam ecan beshown fortherem aining term sfrom Eq.7,

F A
zz and F B

xx,thusproving thatthe �rstorderterm sin the expression forthe intensity all

vanish,leaving only thezeroth orderterm equalto the45� contribution.W ealso tested the

assum ption ofalineardependenceofFm ;m 0 on theanglearound 45� by checking num erically

thelinear-orderresult:

F
A
xx(�A = 0�)+ F

A
xx(�A = 90�)= 2F A

xx(� = 45�); (B4)

and con�rm ed thatthedependence Fm ;m 0(�)isdescribed well(within thenum ericalnoise)

with theexpansion up to the�rstorder.
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