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I. NTRODUCTION

Doped manganites Ri1 x jAx)n+ 1M NyO3n+1 R=La,
Pr, Nd, Sm ; A= Ca, Sr, Ba ; n = 1;2;1 ) have re—
cently attracted considerable interests due to the colos—
sal m agnetoresistance (CM R) observed near the -
m agnetic (spin-F -type) transition tem perature T H r
is now recognized that the m ost fundam ental interac-
tion In these m aterials is the doubl exchange in
tion, which connects the trangogrt and m agnetian
Since the discovery of the CM RH, however, it has been
pointed out that the doubleexch m echanisan alone
cannot explain not only the CM RH but also the sev—
eral observed properties in this system . As the m ech—
anisn which plays an essential role on CM R in coop-—
erate wih doubleexchange interaction, several candi-
dates has b?ﬂ @ggested, for exam ple, the ]tkyjﬁrﬁr eller
(JT ) polaro { ’ arge Inhom ogenet { , the
percolative pmces‘seggz,h the phase segregation w ith re—
spect to ﬂ'@ ﬁ:ta , and the orbital polarization and

uctuationB4#4, the last of which we descrbe in this
m anuscript.

The welltknown issue show ing the im portance of the
orbitalpolarization is the layered @A -type) antiferrom ag—
netisn é&ﬁ observed in the m o com pound of this
sy stem { Kugel and Khom ski treated this In a
fram ew ork of the superexchange Interaction and showed
that the full consideration ofthe orbitaldegeneracy is in—
dispensable to explain the soin A -type structure. There
the orbital polarization isessential: Under the doubly de—
generate orbitals, the on-site C oulom bic repulsion di ers
depending on the con guration of the occupation, U for
the two electrons occupying the sam e orbital, U° J for
occupying the di erent orbitals with the parallel soin,
and U%+ J for occupying the di erent orbitals w ith the
antiparallel spins, where U and U are the intra— and
Inter-orbital C oulom bic interactions, respgtjyely, and J
is the iInterorbital exchange interaction In order to
m axin ize the energy gain via the second-order pertur-
bative processes, electrons form the staggered orbital oc—
cupation AFE orbital ordering) w ith the energy gain by
£=0° J)Bi m such an orbitalordering, there is a def-
Inite distinction between the occupied and unoccupied
orbials, which is the orbital polrization. The orbial
polarization (or orbitalordering) is the im portant origin
of the A +type son structure In the m other com pound.
In the viewpoint that the CM R wih x  0:175H occurs
In the lightly doped M ott insulator, the orbital polariza—
tion is lkely to survive and to play an in portant role on
CMR.

Another point is that the origin of Hund’s coupling
Jy is nothing but the on-site Coulomb interactions. It
seem s therefore rather arti cialto take Jy ! 1 whike
the on-site repulsion is neglected.as in the fram ew ork of
the double-exchange m echanisn H

In a orm which include the m other com pound, we
studied the extended Hubbard-type m odelw Jrg ﬁe or-
bital degeneracy for any doping concentration Cak
culated mean eld phase diagram well reproduced the
global topology of the m a ic structure depending on
the doping concentration x W ith a large orbitalpo—
larization we could predict the em ergence of the A type
and the rod-type (C —type) AF in the m oderately doped
region, Independently from the experin ents discovering
these phases n the CM R com pound wjﬂE ite x (Which
is larger than that for the CM R region)Bd{Ed & tumed
out that these phases couldn’t be reproduced w thout a
large orbital polarization, which is therefore essential n
the doped region where these AF phases are observed.
Because the orbital polarization increases as x decreases,
this conclides that the large orbitalpolarization survives
even In the CM R region wih snaller x. Base on this
resul, we discuss the spin canting, the spin wave disper—
sion, and spin wave sti ness from the standing point of
the large orbital polarization. W e also discuss the or-
bial uctuation which tumed out to be important in
the ferrom agnetic m etallic FM ) region where the CM R
is observed. Spin wave softening near the zone boundary
is also discussed in this context.

II.MODEL AND FORM ALISM

W e start w ith the H am iltonian
H=Hkg + Hagunda* Hon site t Hs + He1pn 7 @)

where Hg is the kinetic energy of e; electrons, H g ung
is the Hund’s coupling between e; and ty spins, and
H on site Tepresents the on-site Coulom b interactions be—
tween g4 electrons. ty spins are treated as the local-
ized spns wih S = 3=2. The AF coupling between
nearest neighboring tpy spins is ntroduced in Hg to re—
produce the NaC e G—tpe) AF spin ordering ob-—
served at x = 10F Using an operator &  which cre-
ates an e; electron wih spin (= ";#) In the orbial
E alye y2)iblds,e p2)] at site i, each tem ofEq. {])
is given as
X 0

Hg = ty & & o @)
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Hyiuna = Ju S’tggi S'eqi 7 3)
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X
Hs = Js Styei Stygd ¢ 4)
hiji

0
ti; In Hk isthe electron transfer integralbetw een near-
est neighboring sitesand it dependson thgaajr oforbials
and the direction ofthe bond as follow s

|
p .

[EN[3)

0 _3
Bux=t 3 4 ©)
4 4
o !
0 3 _3
tii+y:t0 p4§ i r (6)
4 4
and
0 0 O
1%.iJrzzto 0 1 : (7)

ty Is the electron transfer integral between di,2 ,2 or—
bitals along the z direction. T h%spjn operator for the ey

electron isde ned as Se,; = 1 & ~ d wih the
Paulim atrices ~. St,,; denotes the localized tg spin on
the i stewith S = 3=2. H o, site CONsists of the intra—
and the Inter-orbital C oulom Eﬁ:enactjons and the inter—
orbital exchange Interaction f17

Hon site U Ny ny ¢
3
X
+UO Nyg Nyp 0
j 0
X V4 4
+J dja djb odja Odjb
j 0
X 2 2
= T+ Sy ®)
i
v P
where ny = d; dj and ny = n; , and the

isospin operator describing the orbitaldegrees of freedom
isde ned as

1 X
Ti= = & ~ odio )
2 0
Coe cients of in and isospin operators, ie., ~and
~, are given as
J
~=T —>0; (10)
2

—>0: 11)

T he m agnitude of the mean eld solution of the isospin
operator HT'i gives the energy splitting betw een the occu-
pied and unoccupied orbitals, nam ely the orbital polar—
ization. T herefore, the m Inus sign n Eq. @) m eans that
the on-site repulsion In this system induces not only the
spoin polarization but also the orbital polarization as the
Interplay w ith the orbital degree of freedom . By this or-
bitalpolarization, the anisotropy ofthe e; orbitals is fully
re ected to the transport and hence introduces the lower
din ensionality even in the system w ith the isotropic crys—
tal structure b = 1 ; 113-system ). The param eters
~ Tito, used in the num erical calculation are chosen as
th= 072¢&V,U = 63€&V,and 510 €V, being relevant

to the actualm anganese oxides T he electron-phonon
Interaction is given asE
X
Heipn = + jr v Ti; 12)

i

where g is the coupling constant and r ;) is the m ag—
nitude (direction) of the lattice distortion of the M nO 4—
octahedra. Valuesofr and v are taken fgom the observed
elongation as, r 0028 and v = ( 3=2)R 1=2
(staggered as dzy2 r2=dzyz r2) OrLaMnOz I = )E
and r 001, v=2 (elongation along caxis) n La; x ,
S1:)3Mn,07 03< x< 04)

In the path-integralrepresentation, the grand partition
function is represented as

Z % Z
= D StzgiD di Dd; exp dL () ;
13)
w ith
X
L)=H ()+ d ()@ )dy () (14)
i
where is the im aghary tin e ntroduced in the path-

Integral form alisn, and d; , d; are the G rassn ann
variables corresponding to the operators dﬁi’ and d; ,
respectively. By Introducing two kinds of auxiliary elds
corresponding to the follow ing m ean— eld solutions

D E Ju D E

l\,s = Seg + Z Stzq H (15)

M= T 16)

we obtain the e ective action w ith respect to these aux—
ilary elds E{d St,, » affer integrating over the ferm ion
variables as,
Z
= D fgfelly; a7



Se B1=TrhG o, 0, o d L. ; s)
X X
L. = Jg Stei () Siy3()  Jn Stei( ) %i()
hiji i
X 2 X 2
+ ~ i)+ T AriC) g 19)
Gkio;nno; 0;
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= "k kk® nn?®
P=" bk Kila l.) o
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w here w e have ntroduced them om entum representation,

1 X X

x50 = p== T T T T 7))

forx= S;T.
In the mean eld approxim ation, the free energy is
given as
Fur= keT & [F°]1+ N ; 23)
where ~¢ denotes the saddle point of 5,7 . W e seek the
saddle point within the several assum ed ordering con-—
gurations, as ©llow ng: W e consider four kinds of the
soin alignm ent In the cubic cell: spn F, A, C and G
N aC Hype). For spin A, we also consider the possbil-
ity of the canting characterized by an angle which is
0 () Drsin ¥ @A). As for the double-layered com —
pounds (n = 2), we consider an isolated double-ayer,
for which the Brillouin zone contains only two K-points
along caxis, because the exchange interaction between
tw o double-ayers is reported to be than 1/100 com -
pared w ith the Intra double-layeronekd A s for the orbial
degrees of freedom , we consider tw o sublattices I, and IT,
oEach ofwhich the orbitalis speci ed by the angle 1;r
a

;I I;IT

Jrmi= cos dy> 42 + sin i,z 21 (24)
W e also consider four types of orbitalsublattice ordering,
ie, F - A C— G-type in the cubic cell. Henceforth, we
often use a notation such as spin A, orbitalG (1; 1)
etc.. D enoting the wave vector of the spin (orbital) or—
dering as & (gr ), the ground state energy is given as a
function ofthe spin ordering ( , g5 ), the orbital ordering

( 1;mm & ), and the IJattice distortion (g, r, v).

In the random -phaseapproxin ation RPA), we ex—
pand Ser ] wih respect to the anall uctuation *g
from its mean- eld solution ~§ for the spin degrees of
freedom ,

Rg = RS+ kg o @5)

D enoting the perpendicular (parallel) com ponent to the
mean- eld as~ (~),

fskita)=~Kila)t ~kiln) g (26)
the deviation of the action can be w ritten asE
X
Se = K @) G@s+o ) (g & )
X q;
+ K @ )~Gs+eg ) fn ~(g o )g: 27)

a7

Because the spin wave is the G oldstone boson, the con—
dition K (0;0) = 0 ;K (0;0) = 0; can be derived.
Coe cient of the diagonalized quadratic form is ob-—

tained as Kwg = K iK ; zero-point of which
Kway @ = 1i!)= 0 gives the dispersion relation of
the excitation ! = ! () .K (g ) can be expanded as,
K @)
~8 P
< A i+ c & Spin F
- , . BE g i @8
: B + C q2 Spin AF

=Xjyiz

where = 1 ( 1) corresponds to soin up (down), re—
spectively. W e evaluate only the static spin-wave sti —
nessC = C (x) because the dynam ic spin wave veloc—
ity evaluated by using the above expression inherently
gives a m iskading estin ation; For the half lled insu—
lator, x = 0, i does not reduce to the energy order
as the superexchange interaction t?=U, giing rather
the order of tfd perhaps due to the inherent fault of
the RPA . For the metallic region, x & 0, we cannot
reproduce the correct dispersion-relation, because the
Landau-dam ping is not properly treated in our calcula—
tion where the B rillouin zone is discretized and thus the
gapless Individualtexcitation is not correctly evaluated.
C = C ) rmughly re ectsthe exchange-interaction de—
pending on x.



III.ORBITAL POLARIZATION AND
FLUCTUATION
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FIG.1l. Mean eld phase diagram as a function of the
carrier concentration (x) and the antiferrom agnetic interac—
tion between ins (Js) for the cubic system (n = 1
; 113-system ) KFH’Ed D otted line (Js = 0.009) well reproduces
the change of the spin structure experin entally observed.

Fig. show s the zero-tem perature m ean eld phase
diagram of the cubic system (h = 1 ; 113-system ) in
a plane of x and Js @AF superexchange interaction be-
tween tpy spins), wih tﬁ;@ptjm ization of the orbital at
each point on the plane W ih Js being xed to
relevant value to the actual com pounds, Jg = 0.009 £1’
we obtain the soin transition asA ! F ! A ! C !

w ith increasing x, being consistent w ith experin en .
N on-m onotonic phase boundaries are essential for these
variety of the soin structures.
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FIG.2. Mean eld phase diagram with no orbital polar-
ization. In this case the nonm onotonic behavior of the phase
boundaries disappears.
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D im ensionality controlby the orbial polarization is the
origin of such a behavior: O rbial ordering changes
from that m axin izing the superexchange energy gain
for analler x ( 03) to that m axin izing the double-
exchange energy gadn for larger x, with the change in
the din ensionality &= T his orbital transition varies the

kinetic energy gain non-m onotonically via the change in
the density ofstatesw ith the van-H ove singularity F1 T his
can also be arigin of the instability toward the phase
segregation El{l Y though it does not occur in our cal-
culation.

W ih no orbitalpolarizatiop, such a non-m onotinicbe-
havior cannot be reproduced 1 as shown in Fig. E This
is because the anisotropy of the degenerate orbials are
m ixed to disappear w ith no polarization (n thiscasewe
cannot say which orbital is occupied because of the hy-
bridization) .
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A

0.03 ]
— e
4
%o o1 ¥
% ' =%
St
g 0.01 -2 ,
3] ”~ ' -3
PA T
0 [ R P L
0 40 80 120 160
0 (deg)

a8 0
|Orbital) = cosg . :x,vﬁwJ+SInE . j

FIG . 3. Theenergy asa function ofthe orbital state charac—
terized by In the severalvaluie ofx. @) Spinh F is assum ed.
) Spin A is assumgi. In both cases, the orbital F -type
structure is assum ed

For the globaltopology A ! F ! A ! C ! G to be
reproduced, it is therefore necessary that a large orbial
polarization occurseven in the spin F phase whereCM R
isobserved. Asfrthesoin ¥ (CM R) phase, howeverdue
to its isotropy, the question is how does it coexist w.i
the observed isotropicpropertiesin CM R com poundgbﬁ
because such a polarization leads to the anisotropic car-
rier hopping. The key for this question is the orbial
uctuation.

Fig. E show s the energy dependence the orbial
con guration for spin ¥ and A phases In spin F
phase, there are m any degenerate saddle points due to
the isotropy, and the height of the barrier is an order
an aller than that for the AF phase.

A
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FIG . 4. Schem atic picture of the orbial liquid state.

This result in plies that the orbial uctuation becom es



In portant In the spin F phase com paring w ith the AF

phases. Reentrant ofthe spin A w ith increasing x, seen in
Fig. EI in pliesthat thed,: 2 orbitalordering is inherent
property of the doubleexchange interaction. T herefore,
In theextentbeyond them ean eld theory, i is likely that
the degenerate saddle points, dyz 2, dy2 ,2,and dy2 42

resonate to recover the isotropy of the spin F m etallic
phase though the large orbitalpolarization still suryives,
fom ing the orbital liquid state, as shown i Fig. [§

IVv.SPIN CANTING AND ORBITAL ORDERING

Fi. E show s the phase diag of the layered com -
pounds h = 2 ; 327-system) In this system , the
anisotropic crystal structure also controls the din ension—
ality: restricted hopping along caxis brings about the
dy> 4 2-orbital ordering in the metallic region even for
the isotropic spin G-and F (x > 02) alignment. Es-
pecially the planer spin F phase seen for x > 02 @e@
sential for the soin canting ocbserved in this system {
wih 04 Xexp: 048, as below . The glbal topol
ogy ofthe phase diagram in this sy is reproduced as
A! F! A! G wih Ihcreasihg x as shown in Fig.
E, where there are two phase boundaries between the
soin A and F phases; One iswih smallx & < 0d, kft
boundary), and the other iswith nie x (x> 0:, right
boundary). Under the com petition between the super-
and double-exchange In ion, the saddle point of the
canting angle isgiven as,

tx

s— = — ; 29)
2 474

w here the t, denotes the inter-layer hopping integral.
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FIG.5. Ph diagram for the layered com pounds (n = 2
; 327-system )

T he right-hand-side of the above equation should be
an aller than the uniy forthe occurrence ofthe spin cant-
Ing. Forthe keft boundary, this condition can be satis ed
forany m agnitude oft, because the an allx alwaysm akes
the right-hand-side ofEq. 9) tobe sm all. For the right
boundary, however, this can be satis ed only when the
orbial is planer, ie, nearly &> 2> wih smallt;; the
characteristic energy scale of the hopping integral is an
order greater than that for Jg , therefore if the orbital is
spherical, t,=J5 becom esm uch m ore than the uniy and
hence the right-hand-side ofEqg. @) because in thiscase
the nite x doesnotm ake i snallany m ore. T herefore
it is conclided that the planer orbital is indispensable for
the canting observed on the right phase boundary w ih

nie x m etallic canting).

E xperim entally, this metallic canting is com n@
fund i the doublk-layered compound @ = 2?@{

T his isbecause the layered structure stabilizes the planer

Ay2 y2) orbitalin them etallic region. Tn the 113-system,
on the other hands, no spin canting on the right bound-
ary is reported £9 w hich m ay be accounted by its isotropy
Jeading to no such stabilization. T his isotropy ofthe 113-
com poundsm ay allow only two possibilities for its orbital
state; one is the orbital liquid state resonatin ong the
planer orbitals, dyz 2, dy2 ,2, and dy2 xzﬁmand the
other is the quasispherical orbial, which is cbtained as
the saddle point w ithin tent of the m ean eld the-
ory, as shown In Fi. Kawano et al. observed
the metallic canting In 113-system , Nd;_,Sr_-,M nO 3,
w ith slight anisotropy of the lattice structu In the
tem perature-driven transition between the son F (high—
tem perature phase) and the soin A (low -tem perature
phase). This supports the form er possibility of the or-
bial, ie., the orbial liquid state; If the orbial is quasi-
spherical in perfectly cubic system , taking the latter pos—
sbility, such a slight lattice anisotropy leads to only a
slight distortion of the spherical orbial which rem ains
the right-hand-side ofEg. ) still larger than the unity
and hence no canting is expected. On the other hand,
taking the fom er possbility, such a slight anisotropy is
enough to stabilize dy> 2> Immediately and hence the
m etallic canting can be explained.

A nother In portant feature as for the m etallic canting
is the stability of the spin A phase against the canting.
W hen the x holes are introduced, the kinetic energy gain

E xin () Via ‘ﬁ‘lebondjng antibonding splitting =

t,cos5 = t, Hisgiven as
g N ? (or < o F%) o,
E xin () tox ®r s ;60

with sinpli cations of a perfect spin polarization and
the constant density of states. T he com petition between
this kinetic energy gain and the energy cost of the ex—
change interaction, Jscos = Jg 2 2 1, isthe origh
of the soin canting. The lower line of Eq. ) is ob-
tained by de G ennes, and ifthis holds the canting always
occursid The new aspect here is that E yxin () / 2



when the splitting = t, is anallerthan the Ferm ien-
ergy r = x=Ng and both the bonding and antibonding
bands are occupied. Therefore the spin A structure
(=0; = )isatleastlocally stablewhen2Js > Ny .
T his condition can be satis ed when the orbitalisaln ost
&> y2 and t; is much reduced from ty. By m ninm iz-
ngthetotalenergy E ()= E yxin()+ E o (), is
found that the spin canting can occur only when < 1;
When o> 1 x > t,Ny), only the upper line of Eq.
Bd) isrekvantand E = 2J5 €Ny 2. Therere

Jmps from 1 (spin F) to 0 (spin A) as Js Increases
across 2N p =2.

—cosd
§=cosy

Xt,
go —4 JS

(spin F) ¢=1

(spin A) £=0 0 LX & Ny 2Ng
4 4 2
IF ; Cant ;fixed ;
an Cant A

FIG g the optin ized as a function of Js for the case
<1

W hen . < 1 (the spin canting can occur), the opti-
mized asa function of Js is given in Fig. @ A s Js
Increases, the soin structure changes as spin F (Js <
t,x=4) | s canting (x=4 < Js < tNy=4) !
soin canting with xed canting angle ENy=4 < Js <
£Np=2) ! spih A ENy=2< Jg). Note that the cant-
Ing angle continuously evolves from spin F , but jum psat
the transition to soin A . This seem s to be consistent
w ith experim en where the canting angle larger than
63 deg. is not observed.

V.SPIN DYNAM ICSAND ORBITAL

By ttingK (g;0) asa function ofg, in Eq. @),we
can evaluate the static sti ness of the soin wave excita—
tion C due to the ey orbitalcontribution. A sthe orbital
con gurations to be assum ed, we take the oint
solution obtained In them ean eld theory asﬁ@]e—p

x= 00 Spin A O rbitalC :(60; 60)
x= 0 Spin F O rbitalC :(80; 80)
x=02 04 SphA O oialF :(0,0)
x=05 09 SpinC O rbitalF :(180,180).

As for x = 0, we further introduced the JT e ect@
putting the observed distortion ofthe M nO 4 octahedra
Fig. ﬂ show s the gdependence of K4 (g ;0) for the

spin A con guration w ith dy2 2 orbitalordering M inus
sion of K4 comes from the negative B in Eq. ) to
correspond the positive sign ofthe plot w ith the stability
ofthe saddle point).

(100)-direction
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FIG .7. wave vector dependence of K 4 (0 ;0) calculated
Prthe spin A, d,> 2 orbitalordering, as an exam ple. M nus
sign of K y com es from the negative B in Eq. @I; to corre—
soond the positive sign of the plot with the stability of the
saddle point.

W e have chosen this structure, as an exam ple, because
the doubl exchange Interaction ismo ective in this
ordering as them ean eld theory show s,£4 and hence the
crossover from super- to doubleexchange m anifests it
self m ost rem arkably. The enhancem ent of the sti ness
w ith increasing x can be reproduced. T his is due to the
crossover from the super-to the doubleexchange inter—
action as x Increases, which iswell evaluated in our for-
malisn in the uni ed way, as the inter- and intra-band
transitions, respectively. P Iotsarewell tted In thewhole
B rillouin zone for the ferrom agneticbond direction by

Ks 0/ @

not only in this case but also for all the other order-
Ing shown In the above table. This inplies that only
the nearest-neighbor interactions are in portant in the
soin wave excitation. This issue is In portant because
there is no guarantee that the exchange interaction can
be represented by the nearest neighbor H eisenbergm odel
at nie doping, and because the softening near the
zone boundarylgh been observed in some m aterials
experin entally {ﬁ Ourgesul here is in sharp contrast
tothe rstprinciple studyEd which attributesthe origin of
such a softening to the longer+range interactions than the
nearest-neighbor interactions. Negative sti nessC < 0
seen forx = 0, (100)-direction, corresoonds to the insta—
bility ofthe soin structure, which can be explained as fol-
Iow s. A round x= 0 the spin structure isdom inated by the
superexchange Interaction w here the energy gain forspin—
F @F)bondist, ~ (2, ), to u)

are the transfer integralbetw een the nearestneighboring
occupied/occupied (occupied/unoccupied) orbitals. O r—
bialF (0,0) kadsto £ > £7 and thus the intra-
plane bonds favor spin-AF for our choice of the param —
eters ~ ~. This destabilizes the spin A structure In

(100)-direction. A s the doping x Increases, the double—
exchange interaction, becom esm ore and m ore in portant.

cosq ) ; (31)

where t, o



T his stabilizes the ferrom agnetic bond w ithin the plane,
and Cy () becom es positive.
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FIG . 8. D oping-dependence of the spin sti ness. The or-
bitaland the spin structure are optim ized at each point. The
enhancem ent of the spin-sti ness and theqcrossover of the
din ensionality are seen w ith increasing x E

Fjg. show s the static spin wave sti nessasa function
ofthe doping concentration x, incliding the contribution
from tpy (Js). W e could reproduce the qualitative =
ture of the din ensional crossover and the enhanceam en
of the sti ness in tem s of the crossover from the super-
(for an aller x) to the doubleexchange interactions (for
larger x) accom panied w ith the change in the orbial or-
dering. A s x increases, the soin structure changes from
soin A nsulatorat x = 0 into the nearly isotropic soin F
metal, to the spin A m etalw ith two-din ensionald,z 2—
orbitalali ent, and to the sopiIn C metalwith d;,2 ,2—
orbitalkIEd A coordingly, the iIn-plane sti ness show s an
Increase, m oderately at the beginning and then rapidly in
the region ofthe spin A-m etal. Thisre ectsthe fact that
the double-exchange interaction isthem ost e ective and
prefersthed,: ,2-orbital, ie., the doublexchange inter-
action is basically two-din ensional w ith the ey-orbitals.
In the sp.n C metal for x > 0:4, onedim ensionalorbital
along (001)-direction gives rise to a steep increase of the
sti ness in this direction.

The observed anisotropy of the goin sti ness is de—
term ined by the long range ordering of the orbitals.
Fig. E also represents the crossover of the dim ep-
sionality which we proposed in the previous report
The sti ness changes from the nearly isotropic one
In the spin F state to the considerably strong two-
din ensional one for soin A metal, and to a quast
one-dim ensional one for spin C, re ecting the ial
transition with increasing x. Yoshizawa et alkd ob-—
served such two-din ensional anisotropy of the sti ness
for Ndp.4s5S1.55M nO 3, being consistent wih our re—
sut. Quasione-dim ensio gnjsotropy is predicted for
Nd; x SpxMnOs3 (x> O:6)E; .

The in-plane spin sti nessJ.LY)S2 . nFig.[§ couldbe

com pa ith the experim ents. In La; x SiM nO 3, En—
doh et altd cbserved the plateau ofthe velocity vy in the
orbialordered insulating state up to x  0:12 and then
the velocity Increases in the spin F m etallic phase. Com —
paring this w ith the calculation above, it seem s that the
m oderate increaseup tox 0451 Fig. [§ correspondsto
the plateau, while the rapid increase © > 0:15 to the
Increasing velocity observed by Endoh B4 Then orbital-
ordered spin F metallic state in Fig. E corresponds to
the Insulating spin F phase In experim ents. Both the
soin F —and A -m etal In experin ents, on the other hand,
seem s to corresponds to the spin A-metalwith dy2 2

orbital ordering in the calculation. This tswellorbital
liuid picture by Ishihara et all4; In the perfectly cu—
bic system the orbital state in spin F m etal is described
as the resonance among dy2 2, dy2 ,2,and d,z 2. In
the actu R ocom pound, however, the slight lattice
distortion m ay breaks the cubic symm etry to sta-—
bilize dy2 2, though i is still accom panied w ith large

uctuation around it.

Now we tum to the absolute value of the sti ness
In the spin F m etallic phase. Taking the reported lat-
tice constant and the m agniude of spin m om ent as,
S = 3=2+ 1=2(@1 x), the experim ental valies of
the static spin gtiness, JX,_SZ .., are 11,61 meV
Lag.7S1p.3M noO 3 and 1024 m eV ﬁ)rNdo 751 3M nO 3,
regoectively. These are n quite well coincidence w ith
JX S2.., =1053 meV, estinated by RPA here with
x = 03,ds> y2-orbital ordering. A sin pl tighthinding
estin ation of the static spin sti ness,

s @ X
D R
2

e @)

hiji;

tyhOF ¢ Pi; (32)

with dyz ,2-orbital also gives the sin ilar value, 10
meV Wwih tp = 072 &V, x = 0:3), where the strong
Coulombic interactions are re ected as the full orbital
polarization d,z 2 (superexchange interactions are ig-
nored). This agreem ent can be understood in tem s of
the above orbital liquid picture as ollows: W hik the
large orbital uctuation around dy: 2 may cause the
severalanom alous behaviors In the transport properties,
i is not re ected to the sti ness constant because the
correction due to such a u tion has the wave vector
dependence as 1 oosg )2 as described in the next
paragraph, doing little around g = 0 and hence the sti —
ness constant. T herefore the d,2 , 2 -orbital ordering can
give a good estin ation ofthe sti ness constant of spin F
m etallic phase w ith a large orbital uctuation.

The softening observed near the zone boundary of
the spin wave excitation can be understood In tem s
of the orbial uctuation W hen the nom al vector
of the resonating planer orbitals, dyz 2, dyz 52, and
d,2 42, points along som e bond direction, the ferrom ag—
netic doubleexchange interaction disappears along this
bond resulting, instead, the AF interaction due to tyg
orbitals. Such an interaction between the orbial uctu-



ation and spin degrees of freedom leads to, in the lowest
order, the selfenergy correction with the k-dependence
as (I ocosq )’ Br (0;0; )-and (0; ;—)-direction but
no (canceled out) co ion for (; ; )E, being consis—
tent w ith the experim en

T he in portant in plication conclided from the agree—
m ent betw een the experim entaland RPA -estin ated value
of the stj constant is little in uence of the JT
po]amnﬁl{ at least on the soin dynam ics. JT po-—
laron should reduce the double-exchange interaction in
the doped region via a bandw idth reduction. To descrbe
this polaronic e ect, we introduce here a generic m odel;
A ssum e that the orbital con guration is relaxed to its
stable one when the electron is occupying the site i. W e
express the polaronic degrees of freedom by the bosons.
Now the elctron operators d;d have no orbital index,
because of the su cient orbital polarization,

X X X
H = tijdz dj + Jq GDq + byq )dz d
ij; i q
X X
+ L+ U npny 33)
k i

T his is the usualpolaron H am ittonian, and the follow ing
unitary transform ation U elin nates the coupling tem s
betw een electrons and bosons,

X X g ,
U = exp — np et V) o G4
i g 4
IrEennsofthst,theHamﬂtonjanH is transform ed
a

— Y
H=UHU X
= X {X ] dy + ! gy
vox e
np +U NinNjy ; (35)

i i

qeiq R (gq=!q)(bq qu)], and =

495=!q is the relaxation energy. W e now derive the
exchange Interaction between spins in tem s of the per-
turbative expansion in ti; . T he double-exchange interac-
tion is the st order J]l;i tis, and is reduced by the factor
of< X{Xy>=expl  HqF=2] ug= @=!q) €%
e'? ®i)), which isexponentially sm allwhen gy=! 4 is large.
T his factor is nothing but the bandw idth reduction fac-
tor due to the polaronic e ect. On the other hand, for

= 0, the superexchange interaction under the coupling
w ith the polaron is given by,

P
\ﬁrherexi= exp [

Z D E
g=a35F  dGZ()XYOX;OXYOX.0) ; G6)
0
where Gy () = eV =2 isthe G reen’s function Hr local-

ized electrons. Because we are interested in the large

U case, the gntegral is determ ined py the snall re-
gion where X{()X;()XY0)X;0) = e (7=
F 4 'a¥qF). Then the polaronic e ect is to replace U
by U + 7 in the expression for J, which is a m inor
correction when U >> 7~B4, being in sharp contrast to
the doubleexchange interaction discussed above. Pola—
ronic e ect should therefore correct the RPA -estin ation
ofthe sti ness-enhancem ent as x Increases to be an aller.
A greem ent betw een the observed and estin ated sti ness
In the doped region in plies therefore that the soin dy-
nam ics is not so a ected by JT polaron. This isalso
pointed cut by Quipda et a

Because the estin ation ism ade under the assum ption
that the orbital is alm ost fully polarized to dy> 2, the
agreaem ent also suggests the large orbital polarization.
W ih the absence of the orbital polarization, the sti —
ness enhancam ent should scale to electron density (1 x)
rather than the hole x. The observed sti ness enhance-
m ent w ith increasing x even in the m etallic region there-
fore also supports the large orbital polarization.

VI.CONCLUSION S

W e discussed the zero-tem perature phase diagram and
the spin dynam ics ofthe CM R com pounds based on the
model with a large orbital polarization. T he topology
of the m agnetic transition depending on the doping con-—
centration cannot be reproduced w ithout a large orbial
polarization. This is because the doublexchange in—
teraction is the most e ective and prefers the dy:z 2—
orbital, ie., the doubleexchange Interaction is basically
two-dim ensionalw ith the orbitalpolarization. A s for the
ferrom agnetic m etallic phase the large orbital polariza—
tion recovers the isotropy of the transport by form ing
a liquid state, ie., the resonance among dyz 2, dy2 ;2
and d,2 2. Spih A phase seen in the m oderately doped
region has a stability against the canting w ith in nites—
In al angle deviation from , being in sharp contrast to
the spin A insulator. Though it cannot be in niesim al,

nite canting angle between 0 (spin F) and (soin A)
can realize only if the orbial is planer both in soin F
and A . T he observed m etallic canting in 113-com pounds
is therefore an evidence that the ferrom agnetic m etallic
phase consists of such a planer orbital. T he dispersion of
the spin wave excitation evaluated in the RPA iswell t-
ted by the cosine curve. T his in plies that the excitation
is aln ost dom inated by the nearestneighbor exchange
Interaction even in the doubleexchange regin e, being in
con ictw ith the rstprinciple result. E stim ated sti ness
constant show s good agreem ent w ith the ocbserved values
for them etallic region. T his strongly in plies the absence
ofthe JT polaronic n uence on the spin dynam ics in the
doped region. Based on the above orbital liquid picture,
we could explain the spin wave soffening near the zone
boundary, its anisotropy, and no In uence due to the or-
bial uctuation on the sti ness constant.
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