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Im plications of the Low -Tem perature Instability ofD ynam icalM ean T heory for
D ouble Exchange System s
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T he single-site dynam icalm ean eld theory approxin ation to the double exchange m odel is found
to exhbit a previously unnoticed instability, in which a well-de ned ground state which is stable
against am all perturbations is found to be unstable to large-am plitude but purely local uctuations.
The instability is shown to arise eitther from phase separation or, in a narrow param eter regin e,
from the presence ofa com peting phase. T he Instability is therefore suggested as a com putationally
nexpensive m eans of locating regin es of param eter space In which phase separation occurs.

PACS numbers: 71104 w, 7127+ a, 75.10.D, 78 20e

I. NTRODUCTION

D ynam icalm ean eld theory OM FT ) hasbeen w idely
applied to m any strongly correlated electron system s[l].
Since DM FT takes local quantum uctuations into ac—
count, it is especially successful for m odels whose m any
body e ect comes from the on-site interaction, like
Hubbardl] or Kondod]4] (doubl exchange) m odel
C orrelated system s often exhibit di erent phases which
are quite close In energy, and this proxin ity can lead to
phase separation, which is offen in portant for electronic
physics[f]. Phase separation is in principle a "global"
property of the phase diagram and requiring substan-
tial e ort to establish: one must com pute the free en—
ergy over a w ide param eter range, and then perform a
M axwell construction. In this paperwe show that within
the shglesite DM FT form alisn a straightforw ard calcu—
lation at a xed param eter value can revealthe presence
of phase separation. Speci cally, we nd that at zero
tem perature, the DM FT can give a ground state which
is stable against am all perturbations but is unstable to a
large am plitude local perturbation; at non-zero tem per—
ature the standard m ethods sin ply fail to converge to a
stable solution. By com puting the free energy and per—
form ng a M axwell construction we show that for wide
param eter ranges this instability occurs in the regions
In which phase separation exists. In a narrow param e—
ter regin e it signals instead the onset of a di erent, but
apparently uniform , phase. W e therefore propose that
the Instability ofthe DM FT equations can be used as an
approxin ate, com putationally convenient estin ator for
the boundaries of the regim es In which phase separation
occurs.

T he balance of this paper is organized as ollows. W e
rst present the m odel and then a zero tem perature dy—
nam icalm ean eld analysis explicitly show ing the insta—
bility. In section ITT we calculate the full T= 0 phase dia—
gram in the energy-densiy plane, establish the regin e of
phase separation via the usualM axwellconstruction, and
extend the treatment to T > 0. In section IV we discuss
the im plications of this instability. Finally in section V
we present a brief conclusion.

II. DOUBLE EXCHANGE MODEL AND
DYNAMICALMEAN FIELD APPROXIM ATION

A . Double Exchange M odel

In this paper, we consider the single orbial "double
exchange" orK ondo lattice m odelof carriers hopping be-
tween sites on a lattice and coupled to an array of spins.
Thism odel has been studied by m any authors and con—
tains im portant aspects ofthe physics ofthe "colossal" [d]
m agnetoresistance m anganites and is also solvabl In a
variety of approxim ations, pem iting detailed exam ina—
tion of its behavior. Here we use i to investigate the
physicalm eaning of a previously unnoticed instability of
the dynam icalm ean eld equations.

Them odel is de ned by the Ham iltonian
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w ith i;j labeling the sites and the §; dencfing the spins.
W e assum e the spins are classical ( S3;S5 = 0) and are

of xed length.W e choose the convention §;j= 1.

The hopping ti; de nes an egergy dispersion "x and
thus a density of statesD (") = d%=2 )@ " "). I
ouractualocom putationswe specializetgthed ! 1 Ilm it
of the Bethe lattice, orwhich D (") = = 42 2= t)
because the availability of convenient analytical expres—
sions allow sus to accurately com pute the an alldi erence
between free energies of di erent states. W e choose en—
ergy unis such that t= 1.

W e also note that the ground state properties of the
model m ay be straightforwardly obtained, because for
any xed con guration ofthe spinsthem odelisquadratic
In the ferm ions and easily diagonalizable.

B. DymanicalM ean Field M ethod

W e now present the dynam ical mean eld analysis
of this m odel. In the single site dynam icalmean eld
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m ethod[ll], one neglects the m om entum dependence of
the self energy. The properties of the m odel m ay then
be calculated by solving an auxiliary quantum in purity
m odel, along w ith a selfconsistency condition. T he quan—
tum in purity m odel corresponding to Eqn [l) is speci ed
by the partition fiinction

Z
Zimp=  dSé& @)
withA = Trlog aray Jcoos (@ ay) J° wherethe
trace is over frequency, and cos = 2 S. S is deter-

m ined by a spin-dependent mean eld function a(!). In
a m agnetic phase, a» § as. Note 1lihat the assum ption

of classical core spins m eans that dS denotes a sin -

ple scalar integral over directions of the core spin S, and
that no Berry phase temm occurs in the argum ent of the
exponential.

The G reen function G i p and selfenergy (! ) ofthe
In purity m odel are given by
bgzjmp
. | - - - -
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a is xed by requiring the in purity G reen’s function G i
equals to the local G reen’s function of the lattice prob—
Jem . The form of the self consistency equation depends
on the state which is studied. For a ferrom agnetic FM )
state, it is
X

G in p; (' +
¥ BZ
while for a 2 sublattice antiferrom agnetic A F) state,
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where | o) = il + w @) and the K -sum isoverte

reduced B rillouin zone RBZ).T hetwo equationsbecom e

equivalent in the param agnetic PM ) state where « =
#

The solution of Egs [@ to [H] determ ines the m agnetic
phase, the single particle properties, and the free energy.
In particular, in the dynam icalm ean eld approxin ation
the G bb’s firee energy is [11[1]

— = mp TTrbgG L, ;R) 6)
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TTrlogG
where the trace is over the spin and lattice degree of
freedom . The Helm holtz free energy isF n)= + N.
At zero tem perature, the ground state energy Heln holtz
free energy) is

E_ = TG @ K) Gl + )] @

W e also note that the solution a (i!,) de nes an ef-
fective potential for the core soin, which depends on the

angke between the core spin and local m agnetization
direction, so that
Z
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C . Phase Boundaries and M axw ell C onstruction

Them odel isknown to exhbi ferrom agnetic, spiralld]
and comm ensurate antiferrom agnetic phases. For our
subsequent analysis, an accurate determm ination ofphase
boundaries w illbe im portant. W e therefore present here
a few calculationaldetails.

W e require the T = 0 phase boundary separating the
ferrom agnetic and spiral phasesid]if]. The energy of a
spiral state m ay m ost easily be found by perform ing a
site-dependent spin rotation to a basis in which the soin
quantization axis is parallel to the local soin ordentation.
The problem m ay then be easily diagonalized. For the
In nite dim ensionalBethe lattice one nds, ora diagonal
soiralofpitch ,that in the rotated basis, the localG reen
function is given by 4]

G ()= 1+

J Poof (=) Lsn?E-)E
2 2
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where isthe angle between tw o nearest neighborm ag—
netization, and tilde is used for the spiral states.

To locate the T = 0 FM /spiral second order phase
boundary, it su ces to expand ground state energy
E(; ) Eanld) to second order in . The energy dif-
ference between FM and spiral states is

@ ? X
dE §y = —d = 3 T ity,dG @'y ) 1)
@ n
w ih dG equaling to
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where = . The FM /spiral phase boundary is deter—
mined by dE j = 0.

The model also exhbis phase separation In some
regin es. To determm ine the boundaries of the regine
where phase separation occurs, we use the DMFT
m ethod to com pute the H elm holz free energy as a func-
tion of occupation number F n) Egn @) and then per-
form the M axwell construction. An exam pl is shown in
Figll. W e nd that in fact that over m uch of the phase
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FIG. 1: Energy as function of particle density at J = 1,
T = 0, illustrating M axwell construction. Heavy solid line:
FM state. Light solid line: 2 sublattice AF state. D ashed
line: M axw ell construction interpolatiion.
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FIG .2: (@) E ective potential or the core spin Eqn [@)) Pora
ferrom agnetic state calculated at T = 0, J = 8, and densities
shown. A s we Increase the occupation num ber from 0.88 to
0.90, them ininum ofE f¢ (cOs ) changes from cos = 1to
1 which indicatesthe FM DM FT solution becom es unstable
when n > 0:89. (b) E ective potential for the core spin for
an antiferrom agnetic state calculated at T = 0, J = 1, and
densities shown. Atn = 1, them ininum of E.fr happens
at cos = 1, while at n = 0:995 the m inimum changes to
cos = 1. TheAF DMFT solution only existsatn = 1.

diagram a phase separation between FM and n = 1 AF
states preem pts the form ation of spiralorn < 1 AF
state. T he general structure of our phase diagram agrees
w ith earlierw ork [91[L0], but the precise locationsofphase
boundaries di er by roughly 10% .

III. DM FT INSTABILITY

In this section we show that the DM FT equations ex—
hibit an apparently previously unnoticed instability. W e
begh with T = 0. From Eqn[3), the G inp is

G agmy ()Jcos
gy =< >
im pi" () avay Jcos (@ ay) J2

@3)

where < :: > means the angular average w ith respect
to the weight finction e Ferr ©05 )=T with E ¢¢ de ned
in Eqn@) . At zero tem perature, the only contribution
of the angular average is from the absolute m Inin um

OfEerr (cOs ). To nd the DMFT solution at T = O,
one rst assum es the absolute m inimum Of E c¢¢ (COS )
occurs at a xed value, for example cos( ) = 1, ob—
tains G jmlp;,, @ = ) +)J from Eqn[3), and gets
the self energy w4 = + ( )J from Eqn3). Fialy,
one uses the a cbtained by the above procedure to cal-
culate Eqrr (0Os ) to see if the m inimum is located at
the point originally assum ed. N ote that di erent ground
states FM ,AF ..) enterthe above procedure only via the
self consistent equation Eqn @) crEqn[@)).

Fig[d show s that as density is ncreased at xed large
J, the self consistency breaks down, in an unusualm an—
ner: Eqrr (C0s ) ram ains locally stable (slope around the
assumed m ininum cos( ) = 1 rem ains positive) but
the globbalm ininum of E.ff movesto cos( ) = 1. In
the regin e w here this phenom enon occurs, no solution of
theDM FT equationsexists. Any initial solution we have
considered leads to a sim ilar inconsistency (as is shown
in panelb of F id] for the case of anitferrom agnetism ).

This instability is also manifest at T > 0. As T is
decreased at xed n, the convergence becom es slow erand
below som e tem perature T (n), no stable solution can
be found for a J-dependent range ofn. T he absence ofa
solution for som e range ofn can be seen in a di erentway
by solving them odelasa function ofchem icalpotential
Figd@) showsthatas isincreasedat xed low T,a rst
order transition occurs to a param agnetic state, wih a
corresponding jum p in n. A ssociated w ith the rst order
transition isa coexisting region in which two solutionsare
locally stable FM wih lowern and PM w ith highern);
theDM FT equations correspondingly have tw o solutions,
w hich one is found dependson the Initialseed. The solid
and dashed lines in Fig[@@) are obtained from initial
seeds close to FM and PM states respectively.

T he absence of convergence m ay be understood from
the density dependent e ective potential, shown eg. in
Figld®). One sees that as n is .ncreased, E (cos = 1)
decreases; this is a precursor of the e ect shown in Fig
d@). Indeed, the curve E (cos ) is reduced by an n-—
dependent scale factor. Forn larger than a criticalvalie
(here n 0:905), E (cos = 1) is snall enough relative
to the tem perature that this region begins to contribute
to < cos >, bowering them axinum m that can be sus-
tained and destabilizing the ferrom agnetic solition.

IV. INTERPRETATION

W e argue In this section that the DM FT instability
docum ented in the previous section is a m anifestation
of com peting instabilities (orin arily phase separation)
in the originalm odel. To establish this we show in the
panel @) of Figlda T = 0 phase diagram in the density-
coupling plane. T he dash-dot line show s the phase sep—
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FIG.3: @) n()atJd = 8and T = 001, showing two phase
behavior. Solid line: obtained from the initial seed close to
the FM state. D ashed line: obtained from the initial seed
close to the PM state. () Ecerr (cos ) at J = 8, T = 0:01,
n = 0:88(s0lid line), 0.89 (dot line), and 0.90 (dashed Iline).
T he circle and dagger represent the scaled e ective potential
forn = 088 and 0.89 which are aln ost indistinguishable to
theEcrr atn = 0:90.
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FIG.4: (@) T = 0 phase boundaries. Solid lne: DM FT in—
stability above which the DM FT solution becom es unstable
Dot lne: spiral instability line. The system is spiral(FM )
above (below ) this line. D ashed line: AF /FM phase separa—
tion. () Expansion of the region 08t < J < 2t. Forn, J
in the triangle bounded below by the solid line and above by
the dashed and dot lines, the ground state is not known.

aration boundary obtained from the globalenergy com —
putation; forn above this line the m odelphase separates
ntoann= 1AF andann < 1 FM state. The dotted
line show s the phase boundary between uniform FM and
spiral states. F inally, the heavy solid line show s the re—
gion above which the FM DM FT solution is unstable at
T = 0. W hen J is Jarge enough that the FM state is
fully polarized (J > 2t), we see that the DM FT insta—
bility line follow s the phase separation line, but is inside
the region ofphase separation. W e therefore suggest that
In this region the DM FT instability is a consequence of
phase separation and thisDM FT instability line can be
used as a rough estin ate of the real phase separation
boundary.

W hen J < 08t, the DM FT instability indicates the
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FIG.5: (@) PhaseBoundaries forJ=8 nn T plane. Sold

line: the phase separation boundary obtained by M axwell
construction. D otted line: Curie tem perature. D ashed line:
theboundary ofDM FT instability. (o) M axw ell construction
forJ = 8, T = 0008 { the di erence between free energy and
Interpolating line. The ground state isFM when n < 086,
and FM /AF phase separaion for 0:86 < n < 1.

presence ofa spiral state w ith low er energy than the fer-
rom agnetic state. For 08t < J < 17t Figdpb)), there
exists a narrow region of n where none of the uniform

phases we considered solve the DM FT equations and the
M axwell constructions seem not to indecate phase sep—
aration. W e believe that in this region there exists a
uniform non FM /AF /spiral/param agnetic state (eitther
the ground state or the phase separation beteen FM and
that state) which we do not know yet.

AtT > 0 the situation is sin ilar. The DM FT instabik
iy is contained inside the regin e ofphase separation. For
exam ple, we show in Fig[H(a) the phase diagram and the
range of DM FT instability in the density-tem perature
plane for J = 8t. The heavy line show s the boundary
of the regim e of phase separation obtained by M axwell
construction: for 0 < T < 0:011, the phase separation
isbetween FM and AF n = 1); or 0012 < T < 002,
the phase separation is between PM and AF n = 1);
for 0011 < T < 0:012, the phase sgparation is either
PM AF M= 1) orFM -PM [11] according to the location
n;T relative to the hom ogenous C urie tem perature (dot-
ted line). The dashed line show s the region where the
DM FT solution fails to converge at that given density
n (theDMFT equation has stable solution for all , see
Fig@@)). Forn > 0:95, the DM FT instability line de—
notes the tem perature below which @) the param agnetic
state is linearly unstable to antiferrom agnetic and () no
stable antiferrom agnetic solution exists (exceptn = 1).

Fig[Hp) shows the results of a M axw ell construction
forJ = 8 and that at T = 0:008, presented as the di er—
ence between calculated free energy F (n) and the inter—
polting lne I() = F (= 1)+ “82 2822 g )
wih n = 0:86. Phase segparation is seen to occur
forn < n < 1, while the DM FT instability range is
0895< n< 095 and 096< n< 1.



V. CONCLUSION

W e have found an instability in the ferrom agnetic
DMFT equation for the sihgle site doubl exchange
m odeland shown that this instability corresoonds to the
FM /AF phase ssparation when the coupling J is larger
than half bandw idth @t) and to another ground state
(spiral) in the an all coupling region. There exists a
an all w indow , around intem ediate J, where no stable
FM DM FT solutions exist while the spiral or phase sep—
aration is not the ground state, and we believe there is
a non FM /AF /Spiral/P ara ground state existing in this

region. W e have presented evidence that the instability is
a signal, obtained from a calculation ata xed param eter
valie, of the existence of an instability (typically phase
separation) which nom ally is established via a global
com putation, com paring free energies at m any di erent
param eter values. W e therefore propose that the DM FT
Instability is a com putationally convenient way to esti-
m ate the boundary of phase separation.
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