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W eobtain thephasediagram ofthedouble-exchangem odelatlow electronicdensitiesin thepres-

enceofelectron-electron interactions.Thesingleparticleproblem and itsextension to low electronic

densities,when aW ignercrystalofm agneticpolaronsisgenerated duetounscreened Coulom b inter-

actions,isstudied.Itisargued thattheW ignercrystalisthenaturalalternativeto phaseseparation

when theCoulom b interaction istaken into account.W ediscussthetherm aland quantum stability

ofthecrystallinephasetowardsapolaronicFerm iliquid and ahom ogeneous,m etallic,ferrom agnetic

phase.The relevance and application ofourresultsto EuB 6 isalso considered.

PACS num bers:Pacs: 71.10.-w,73.20.M f,73.20.Q t,75.47.G k

Introduction.M agneticpolaronsareubiquitousin the

physicsofdouble-exchangesystem ssuchasm ixedvalence

m anganites [1],antiferrom agnetic [2]and ferrom agnetic

sem iconductors(such asEuO [3]),diluted m agneticsem i-

conductors(DM S)(such asG a1�x M nxAs)[4,5],and in

EuB6 where they have been observed in the opticalre-

sponse [6]. Colossalm agnetoresistance(CM R)hasbeen

attributed in partto the presence ofm agnetic polarons

closetotheparam agnetic-ferrom agnetictransition [7].In

fact,CM R in the M n pyrochloreshasbeen proposed on

the basisofm agneticpolarons[8].G iven thatthese dif-

ferentclassesofm agnetic m aterialshave attracted con-

siderable attention in recent years because oftheir po-

tentialforthedevelopm entofnew m agnetoelectronicde-

vices,a num beroftheoreticalapproachesto theproblem

havebeen developed through theyears.In particular,ex-

tensivework hasbeen donewith em phasisin thephysics

ofm agnetic sem iconductors[2,4,9,10]and CM R m an-

ganites[11],where electron-electron interactionsare as-

sum ed to be weak.

In thisworkwewillfocusourattentionon thephasedi-

agram ofthedouble-exchangem odel(DEM )atlow den-

sities,takingintoaccountthee�ectsofCoulom b interac-

tionsbetween theelectrons.O urresultsaresum m arized

in Fig.1. Studies devoted to the polaronic stability in

this particular m odeland its variations have been per-

form ed by severalauthors,both analytically and num eri-

cally[12],butnouni�ed theoryhasbeen presented sofar.

Here we study the extrem e case ofzero density (thatis,

the single m agnetic polaron),the W ignercrystallization

ofm agnetic polaronsdue to Coulom b interactions,and

itstherm aland quantum m elting into a polaronicFerm i

liquid and a ferrom agnetic m etal. W e argue that the

phase separation instability ofthe non-interacting DEM

atlow densitiesisreplaced by W ignercrystallization and

a polaronic Ferm iliquid,stabilized by electrostatic in-

teractions. W e also show that the m ean-�eld approach

breaksdown in thelow density regim eand thatelectron-

electron interactionshaveto betaken into accountprop-

erly.

The M odel.In the presenceofthe Coulom b term ,the
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Figure 1: Phase diagram of the diluted D EM m odel as a

function oftem perature and density (t = 0:5eV;a = 4�A):

param agnetic(PM ),polaronic(Pol),polaronicW ignercrystal

(W S),and ferrom agnetic (FM ).

DEM reads(weuseunitssuch that~ = 1 = kB ):

H D E = �
X

hi;ji

tija
y

iaj + h.c.+ e
2
X

i> j

(ni� ne)(nj � ne)

jri� rjj
;

(1)

where ai (a
y

i) is the annihilation (creation) opera-

tor for an electron on site ri with its spin aligned

in the direction of a classical localized spin Si =

S(sin�icos�i;sin�isin�i;cos�i),�i and �i being the lo-

calEulerangles.In Eq.(1),tij = t[cos(�i=2)cos(�j=2)+

sin(�i=2)sin(�j=2)e
�i(� i�� j)] is the hopping energy, e

the electric charge,ni = a
y

iai the num beroperator,and

ne theaveragenum berofelectronsperatom .Thism odel

can beobtained from an interactingK ondolatticeHam il-

tonian in the lim it where the exchange interaction be-

tween localand electron spin,JH ,satis�esJH � t[2].

ThepresenceofthefullCoulom b interaction in eq.(1)

is to be understood in connection with the case ofex-

trem elyreducedelectrondensity.In aconventionalFerm i
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Figure 2:Top:D O S forthe2-D spin con�guration shown on

the bottom (exact diagonalization,bars) and averaged D O S

forthehom ogeneouscase(recursivem ethod,continuousline).

Them agneticpolaron level(m arked by an arrow)agreeswith

� 4tcos[�=(R + 1)]. Bottom :M agnetic polaron wavefunction

(top)and itsunderlying lattice spin con�guration (bottom ).

liquid the high density of electrons m akes the screen-

ing processvery e�ective,and the e�ectofthe electron-

electron interactionscan be absorbed into the renorm al-

ization ofphysicalquantitiessuch asthe e�ective m ass.

In a very diluted electron gas the Coulom b interaction

cannot be addressed m eaningfully in this way. In the

language ofthe one com ponentplasm a,thiscan be un-

derstood with reference to the dim ensionless param eter

rs = ro=a0,wherero = (3=4��)1=3 (� being thevolum et-

ricdensity)istheaveragedistancebetween electrons,and

a0 istheBohrradius.W hilethekineticenergy scalesas

1=r2s,the potentialenergy variesas1=rs,and,therefore

dom inatesin thelow density (rs ! 1 )regim e.Itiswell

known sinceW igner[13]that,undersuch circum stances,

theelectronsarrangethem selvesin a regularlattice.An-

otheraspectrelated to thereduced carrierdensity ispre-

cisely thestability offreem agneticpolarons.W ithin the

sim ple DEM ,the only possibility forthe stabilization of

m agnetic polaronsisatlow electronicdensitiesbecause,

the lattice spinsofseveralneighboring unitcellsare ex-

pected to participatein the m agnetization cloud ofeach

electron.W ereitotherwise,theelectronicwavefunctions

would overlap considerably,destroying the polaron pic-

ture.O n theotherhand,ifa W ignercrystalisrealizable

in a system described by eq.(1) then,as in any solid,

there is zero point m otion ofthe electrons about their

equilibrium positions. Ifthe electron itinerates am ong

severalunitcells during this m otion,the m agnetic cou-

pling,JH ,leads to the localpolarization ofthe lattice

spins,producing a bound m agnetic polaron. This pro-

cessisobviously lim ited by the m elting ofthe electronic

solid and,thus,the question arises ofhow to describe

these two tendencies for the polaron form ation and the

interplay ofCoulom b and m agneticinteractions.A �nal

aspectthatcannotbeneglected in thisregim eisthefact

thattheclassicalapproxim ation forthe spinsim pliesan

intrinsically disordered electronic problem ,at any non-

zero tem perature (a sim ple consequence of the depen-

dence oftij upon the localspin texture). Thisrequires,

forinstance,thecalculation ofthespectralpropertiesfor

a disordered electronic system ,executed here by m eans

ofthe recursion m ethod [14]and exactdiagonalization.

Single Particle Regim e. Atzero therm odynam ic den-

sity theCoulom b interaction can bedisregarded,and the

problem reducesto a single m agnetic polaron. W e con-

sider the electronic density ofstates (DO S) for a given

spin con�guration, fSig, generated with a Boltzm ann

weight that includes the m ean-�eld required to obtain

a given average m agnetization,M ,ofthe lattice spins

[16]. Averaging overseveralrealizationsofdisorder,we

can writethe electronicenergy as:

E el(M ;ne)=

Z

� (E F (ne;M )� �)�hN (�;M )id�;

(2)

where the explicit dependence ofboth the DO S (N (�))

and Ferm ienergy (E F )on the m agnetization isem pha-

sized. For ne � 1 we approxim ate eq.(2) sim ply by

E el(M ;ne) � Eb(M )ne,with E b representing the bot-

tom ofthe band that,in 3-D,isfound to lie at� 4tfor

the param agnet (M = 0),and at � 6t in the fully po-

larized ferrom agnetic phase (M = 1). Let us assum e

thatthepolaron consistsofa cubicvolum eofsideR (in

units ofthe lattice param eter,a),inside which M = 1.

O utside the polaron the system rem ains param agnetic

(M = 0). In Fig.2 we show exact diagonalization re-

sults ofa two-dim ensionalferrom agnetic region em bed-

ded in a param agnetic phase,leading to the form ation

ofa bound state,thatis,a m agnetic polaron [17]. The

freeenergy perelectron,ata tem peratureT,required to

form a m agneticpolaron from theparam agneticphaseis

given by:

�FPol(R;T)=ne = 4t� 6tcos(�=(R + 1))

+ TR 3log(2S + 1)� TSC fg(ne;R); (3)

whereSC fg isthecon�gurationalentropy.The�rstthree

term sin (3)reectthetwocom petinge�ectsatplay:the

�rstistheelectron’spreferencefora ferrom agneticback-

ground,accom panied by an energy costforlocalization;

the second isthe reduction ofentropy caused by the ap-

pearanceofthe (fully polarized)m agneticpolarons.For

ne � 1 we�nd thatSC fg(ne;R)isalwaysnegligible[17].

M inim izing eq.(3)(R � 1)with respectto R gives:

R eq (T)’
�
2t�2=(T log(2S + 1))

�1=5
(4)
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for the equilibrium radius ofthe m agnetic polaron,in-

creasing at low tem peratures as T �1=5 . The stability

condition for the polaron is �FPol(R eq;T) < 0,which

providesthetem perature,Tm ,below which thepolarons

�rstappear:

Tm =t= 8
p
2=(25

p
5�3 log(2S + 1)): (5)

Note that at T = Tm the polarons are form ed with a

sizegiven by R eq(Tm ),and hence,thecrossoverfrom the

param agneticto the polaronicphaseisdiscontinuous.

Thepreviousresultscan alsoprovideanestim ateofthe

tem perature below which a hom ogeneousferrom agnetic

state is established. Assum e that each electron form s

a polaron thatisrandom ly distributed overthe system .

Sincethepolaron radiusincreasesaccordingto (4)asthe

tem perature is lowered,there is a criticaltem perature,

T P
C ,below which thepolaronspercolate into a ferrom ag-

netic phase. This percolation threshold is de�ned from

the criterion neR
3
eq ’ pc (pc � 0:31 fora cubic lattice),

yielding from (4)a Curietem perature,

T
P
C =t’ 2�2=[log(2S + 1)](ne=pc)

5=3
: (6)

Thistem perature can be com pared with the Curie tem -

perature obtained by a m ean-�eld approach :TM F
C =t=

5(1 + S)=(3S)ne. Notice that, for ne ! 0, we have

T P
C � T M F

C ,indicating that the m ean-�eld calculation

overestim atesthe Curie tem perature in the low density

regim e.ForTC < T < Tm ,an anom aly in the param ag-

neticsusceptibility isexpected tosignalthepolaron pres-

ence,through an enhanced e�ective m om ent. Naively,

thetransition from the polaronicphaseto the ferrom ag-

netic phase would be �rst order,for the m agnetization

jum ps at TC . Nevertheless, because this transition is

percolative in nature,one would expect a second order

phase transition,in the sense that the average m agne-

tization should be weighted by the\m assofthe in�nite

cluster",which evolvescontinuously from thepercolation

threshold.

Polaronic W igner Crystal. The previous estim ate of

the Curie tem perature for a sm allbut �nite density of

electronshasafundam entalproblem :thenon-interacting

DEM isunstabletowardsphaseseparation atlow densi-

ties[18,19,20,21,22,23]. In the presence ofCoulom b

interactions,however,the phase separation isfrustrated

by thelargeelectrostaticenergy priceofcon�ningcharge

to a given region ofthe system . It is found that, for

reasonablevaluesofthedielectricconstant,thetendency

for charge neutrality,which favors sm allradius ofelec-

tron rich regions,and the kinetic energy oflocalization,

lead to a strong suppression ofthe phase separation re-

gion,in tem peratureand electron concentration,and its

replacem entby a polaronicphase[17].

At the lowest densities (rs � 1) the Coulom b inter-

action is unscreened and largerthan the kinetic energy

in (1). In order to m inim ize the Coulom b energy,the

electronsform a W ignercrystaland undergo zero point

m otion around theirequilibrium position.Delocalization

oftheelectron wavefunction duetoquantum uctuations

leads to the polarization ofthe localspins around the

crystalline positions. The localpolarization,exactly as

in thecaseofthesinglepolaron discussed previously,pro-

duces an extra con�ning potentialto the electron. Fol-

lowing the W igner-Seitzapproxim ation [15],the W igner

crystalunit cell(m uch larger than the originallattice

spacing a) is approxim ated by an electrically neutral

sphericalvolum e,inside which the ionic charge density

ishom ogeneous.The electrostaticpotentialenergy then

depends only upon r: the distance ofthe electron from

the center ofthe cell. The Ham iltonian for an electron

in thisuniform chargeand spin background isthen:

H W = � 6t�
3

2

e2

ro
+

p2

2m
+
1

2
m (!2e + !

2)r2 ; (7)

where p is the electron m om entum ,m = 1=(2a2t) the

e�ectiveelectron m ass,and !2e = !2p=3 = e2=m r3o,where

!p istheplasm a frequency.In Eq.(7)! isthe frequency

ofthe con�ning potentialdue to the DEM m echanism ,

and is a variationalparam eter. The radiusofthe m ag-

neticpolaron in the W ignercrystalrelatesto ! by:

R =
p
3t=
 ; (8)

where
 =
p
!2e + !2 isthetotalfrequency ofoscillation

ofthe electron. Notice that the ground state energy of

(7)isE 0 = � 6t� 3e2=(2ro)+ 3
=2and hencetherelative

gain in freeenergy is:

�F W P = � 2t+ 3(
 � !e)=2+ 4�R 3
T log(2S + 1)=3:

(9)

M inim ization ofeq.(9)with respectto ! gives:

R(T)=

�
R S (T �=T)

1=5
;T > T �

R S ;T � T�
; (10)

where R S = [3t=(!e)]
1=2 is the saturation radius,and

T �=t = 9=[4�R 5
S log(2S + 1)]is the tem perature below

which the polaron radiussaturatesdue to the interplay

between the DEM and theCoulom b interaction.

W igner CrystalM elting. It is clearthatthe previous

resultsare valid fortem peraturesso low asnotto m elt

the W igner solid. The calculationsfor the independent

polaron m odelrevealthatthe tem peraturesforpolaron

stability are already typically sm allfor reasonable val-

uesoft,but the electronic solid is m uch m ore sensitive

to the tem perature. The W igner crystalm elting tem -

perature,TM ,can be estim ated from the Lindem ann’s

criteria[26]:TM � 0:01(e2=a)n
1=3
e .Itisknown from sev-

eralnum ericalcalculations[24,25,26]on thestability of

the onecom ponentplasm a,thatthem axim um densities

and tem peraturesatwhich the W ignercrystalcan exist

correspond to rs � 50-100,and T � 10K. Values of

rs � 50-100 correspond to ne � 10�6 -10�5 fort= 1eV

and a = 4�A. Because ofthe absence ofm agnetic inter-

actionsbetween di�erentpolarons,theW ignercrystalis
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a superparam agnet.In the presence ofotherlong-range

interactions(such asdipole-dipole)thepolaronicW igner

crystalcan exibith longrangem agneticorder.Increasing

the electron density atT = 0 causesthe W ignercrystal

to quantum m eltatsom ecriticaldensity with two possi-

bleoutcom es:aparam agneticpolaronicFerm iliquid ora

fullypolarized ferrom agnet.In both casesthecarriersare

m obileandcanscreenthelong-rangepartoftheCoulom b

interaction leading to a Ferm iliquid state.At�nitetem -

peratures,where the electron state cannotbe described

by the zero point m otions im plicit in eq.(7) alone,the

crystalshould follow the features ofthe phase diagram

fortheelectron gas[26].Thecharacterization ofthesys-

tem in theneighborhood ofthem elting point,wherethe

presenceofapolaronliquid isplausible(Fig.1),isrestric-

tively hard,even for the sim ple electron gas. Far from

thisregion,wherethe electron density ishigh enough to

m ake the screening processe�ective,one expects to re-

trieve the behaviorobtained before within the indepen-

dentpolaron m odeldiscussed previously.O urresultsare

sum m arized in the phasediagram presented in Fig.1.

Application to EuB6. W hile we have produced the

generalphase diagram for the DEM m odelat low den-

sities,itisinteresting to apply ourresultsto a realsys-

tem . EuB6 is a good m agnetic m etalwith extrem ely

reduced electron density [27],exhibiting allthe charac-

teristicsignaturesofapolaronicphasein Ram an scatter-

ing [6]. Such experim entsrevealthatthe FM transition

at T
exp

C
’ 15K is preceded by an intervalof tem per-

atures (T < T exp
m � 30K ) where the system is dom i-

nated by thepresenceofm agneticpolarons.W ehavere-

cently proposed thatEuB6 isa DEM m aterialin thelow

density regim e [16],characterized by a hopping integral

t= 0:55eV,and a carrierdensity perunitcellne � 10�3

(which,accordingto Fig.1,putsEuB6 faraway from the

W S) .Ifwe incorporate such values in ourpreviousre-

sults(see Fig.1)we �nd Tm � 43 K and TPC � 15 K ,in

accordance with the experim entaldata (notice thatthe

m ean-�eld theory predictsm uch highervaluesforTM F
C ,

in com plete disagreem entwith the experim ents). These

results show that our description captures the polaron

physicsin EuB6.

Conclusions.W e havestudied the DEM atlow densi-

ties in the presence ofCoulom b interactionsand shown

that its phase diagram is very rich. W e �nd that at

extrem e low densities the system does not phase sepa-

rate but, instead, form s a W igner crystalof m agnetic

polarons. Due to therm alorquantum e�ects,thiscrys-

talm eltsinto a polaronic Ferm iliquid ora m etallic fer-

rom agnet. W e �nd that the polaronic liquid is stable

in an interm ediate tem perature range T P
C < T < Tm .

Above Tm the polaronic liquid evolves into a param ag-

netic m etalwhile atlow tem peratures,T < T P
C ,itper-

colatesinto a m etallicferrom agnet.O urtheory hasonly

twofreeparam eters,thenum berofelectronspersite,ne,

and the hopping energy t,and should apply to a broad

classofm aterialsthataredescribed by thediluted DEM .

In particular,our results provide a good description of

the physicsobserved experim entally in EuB6.
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