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The growth of charge-ordering phenomenon in calcidoped lanthanum
manganites LaCaMnOs; x = 0.62, 0.67 has been studied using transmissiartrefe

microscopy (TEM). The diffuse intensity characteci®f short range charge ordering is
observed even at room temperature. This diffussnsity has the local intensity maxima
at the incommensurate positions +q. With decreasamgperature, the intensity ‘I’ of
super-lattice charge-ordered spot and the magnitidess modulation wave vector ‘q’
increases and there exists a linear relationshipdsn ‘I’ and ‘q’ of super-lattice charge
ordered spot. This linear dependence can be expldaaking in to account the population
and the columbic interactions between the corrdlgielarons. It appears that the
columbic interactions between the correlated poladead to the coherent distributions
of g charge carriers and thereby giving rise to théoumily periodic superlattice charge-

ordered state to these manganites.

PACS numbers: 75.47.Lx, 21.10.Ft, 68.37.Lp, 71.45.L



I ntroduction:

The phase competition in colossal magneto-resigtBMR) manganites is one of the
hottest topics in condensed matter physics. Thgsems exhibit varieties of structural
electronic and magnetic phase transition, and cexnphase coexistence over wide
temperature and composition rafige In mixed valence manganites such as.La
LCaMn*,Mn*,0s. the M and Mri* ions are randomly distributed throughout the
solid, but under certain temperature and compasitange; these charges redistribute
themselves coherently, this state is calldthrge-orderedstate. Even though vast
literatures are available on these charge ordeysterns® but clear understanding
regarding the origin and the nature of the chargerostate in manganites is still unclear.
The crucial role of anti-ferromagnetic spin aligmmhas a origin of charge ordering has
been discussed in some literatifeon the other hand the presence of strong columbic
interactions is also thought to be the main medmanior charge ordering in these
manganite$'®. Along with the origin of charge ordering in manges, the issue of
temperature dependence of modulation wave vecttreotharge order state also matter
of debate. The pictures like “charge density waesd “discrete nature of charge
ordering due to localization of, eharge carriers at the periodic site” have beetcskto
explain the temperature dependence of modulatiorewactor in these manganite&

In order to clarify the above issue, we have veasefully studied the phenomenon of

charge ordering in LaCaMnOs; x = 0.62, 0.67. Our results suggest that, the columbic

interaction between the correlated polarons leadfié Wigner crystallization and thus
gives rise to uniform periodic super-lattice (conmsigrate or incommensurate) charge

ordered state to these manganites. Further ouftsesuggests that, with decrease in



temperature the population of these correlatedrposaincreases which, controls the
magnitude of modulation wave vector g in these maitgs.

Experimental:

The polycrystalline samples of LZCaMnO; (x=0.62, 0.67) were prepared by standard
solid-state reaction route* The structural characterizations of the as-peghaamples
were carried out using powder x-ray diffractib(XRD) and 200kV FEI-TECNAI-20-6
transmission electron microscope (TEM). The TEMeaguipped with Gatan double tilt
low background liquid nitrogen holder and a CCD esan(Mega-View SIS). The sample
for TEM experiments was prepared by the conventiprehod as described elsewhére
the magnetization measurements were performed bnatfig Sample Magnetometer
(VSM) and the resistivity measurements were caraedon self developed four-probe
resistivity measurement systém

Resultsand discussions:

Figurel (a) shows the representative room tempergtowder XRD pattern for the
studied samples, where as figure 1(b) is the saleatea electron diffraction pattern
(SAD) for the same sample along [010]-zone axi®e XRD patterns of the as prepared
samples were indexed using orthorhombic structtitk the space groupnma®. The
absence of any unaccounted peak confirms the stelgthase purity of these samples.
The presence of diffuse electron intensity (asdatdid by arrows) characteristics of room
temperature charge orderifigcan be seen near the fundamental Bragg spotseThes
diffuse scatterings are similar to those reportadier using x-ray and neutron scattering
studies®® We have recorded such electron diffraction pastein the temperature

interval of 300 K to 106 K. A representative seqeenof SAD pattern for



Lag3Ca 6MnO;3 recorded at various temperatures is shown in é@ur The similar
results have been obtained for the other studietbles®. From the figure 2 it is clear
that with the decrease in the temperature the sitieril’ and the magnitude of
modulation wave vector ‘q’ increases and gives teséhe strong super-lattice charge
order spot. Figure3 shows the intensity profilecaim temperature (along thénite line
shown in figure 1-b) along a*. From the intensitpfde shown in the Figure3 it is clear
that the diffuse scattering has the local intensigxima at the incommensurate positions
+q. A representative variation of modulation vecigras function of temperature for
Lap 3e&Ca 6Mn0O3 is shown in figure4 (a), where as Figure4 (b) dof shows the
temperature dependence of intensity and the pedihwWFWHM) for the same super-
lattice peak. These results are consistent witlselreported earlier by similar electron
diffraction studie$"®. Figure-5 show the high resolution lattice fringhse to charge
ordering at various temperatures, from the figurg-Is clear that with decrease in
temperature the coherency of the charge order istateases, this result is in consistence
with reported by Zuo eta @l Thus with figure-5 we can understand the incréasée
intensity and decrease in the FWHM of super-latticarge ordered peak as shown in the
figure-4 (b) and (c). The important point hereasnbte that the variation of modulation
wave vector ‘q’ cannot be understood with the pneségh resolution images. Millard et
al** have proposed the charge density wave pictureptai@ the temperature variation of
‘q’, where as Chen et ‘&l proposed that the discrete nature of charge awletiie to
localization of g charge carriers at the periodic site is respoesfbt discontinuous

change in the modulation across transition. For ddaites it should be noted that the



nature of charge-ordered state is a matter of delthe charge density wave model,
Wigner crystallization model and bi-stripes mode geported in the literaturgs>2°-%

It is interesting to note that the signature of tharge ordering is present even at room
temperature, where the sample is in the paramagettie. Fig. 6(a) and 6(b) are the
resistivity and magnetization for the studied sasplas clear from the magnetization
studies that both the samples are in the paramagtate at the room temperature, where
as the TEM studies clearly reviles the presenaipér-lattice charge order peaks even at
this temperature, hence it seems that the antifeagnetic spin alignment is not
necessary condition for the charge ordering in raaitgs. It should be noted that the
temperature at which the slope of the magnetizatmrerses its sign; at the same
temperature the intensity (I), modulation wave gectj) and the peak width (FWHM)
almost (nearly) saturates. Thus it appears thatettemn though the anti-ferromagnetic
alignment is not necessary for occurrence of chargering in these manganites but
these anti-ferromagnetic interactions between tmeidhs helps to stabilizes the charge
order state in these manganites.

In this section we present our key results. Fromftgure-3 it is clear that the diffuse
intensity has the local intensity maximum at thecammensurate positions & For
manganites such diffuse has already been obsersied vesonant x-ray and neutron
scattering experimerlts®® Using these studies it has been well establighat such
diffuse intensity is due to the polarons associatéti the Jahn-Teller distortidh® It
should be noted that these polarons are formedaltiee localization of gelectrons at

the Mn site; which leads to the distortion of Mg-e to the Jahn-Teller effé®t® With

decrease in temperature the intensity of the charder peak grows and gives rise to



sharp charge order peak. This increase in thesityeof the charge ordered spot has been
attributed to the increase in the population ofrelated Jahn-Teller polarons due to
localization of g electrons at the Mn sitewhich further leads to the increase in the
coherency of the charge order state in these mitegdi® and that what has been
observed in the present studies. Thus with declieatbe temperature the population and
the coherency of Jahn-Teller polarons increases. iifiportant point here is to note is
that there exist one-to-one correspondence bettieemagnitude of wave vector ‘q’ and
Intensity ‘I’ of super-lattice charge order spotigiire-4) i.e. with decrease in the
temperature the intensity of diffuse super-lattiggots and the magnitude of its
modulation wave vector increases.

From the above discussions it is clear thath decrease in temperature the number of
polarons associated with the Jahn-Teller distortinoreases™"?°?? |t should be noted
that the Hall measurements studies also suppatfotialization of charge carriers with
decreasing temperature for these charge order miges' and the localization of
charge carriers at Mn site leads to formation d¢ind&eller polarons. In this paper we
propose that it is the numbers of these polarosscested with the Jahn-Teller distortion
and the columbic interaction between them contiimésmagnitude of modulation wave
vector ‘q’. This can be understood as discusséabe

Consider aeal spacesituation as shown in the figure-7 (it shouldnioged that the wave
vector ‘q’ have the dimension of reciprocal spacepsider a line joining point A and B
as shown in the Figure-7, if ongneelectron is allowed to localize on this line; théais
single electron can occupy any position on line AB. Ndwne more electron iadded

on the same line AB then in order to have minimwtumbic repulsive energy, theseo



electrons will get localized at the end points ba tine AB i.e. one electron will get
localized at point A and other will be localizedpatint B. From the figure 6 it is clear

that if these additions of electrons continue theerorder to minimize the columbic
potential energy the periodicity & electron will get modified. Thus from the figuret6

is clear that the magnitude of wave vector is éffety controlled (or dictated) by the
number of localized charge carriers, this phenomesocalled Wigner Crystallization
and it has been well supported for charge ordergawites through the different
technique®2”. Thus with the increase in the number of electmméine-AB, leads to the
decrease in the distance between the two elecinoreal space, hence in the reciprocal
space the magnitude of modulation wave vector shthesopposite trend, i.e. the
modulation wave vector increases with increasenentumbers of polarons associated
with Jahn-Teller distortion. If the above argumesttrue for the charge ordered
manganites then there must exist a linear reldtipnbetween the intensity and the
magnitude of modulation wave vector ‘q’. In order verify this we have plotted the
magnitude of modulation wave vector ‘q’ on Y axiglats intensity ‘I’ on X axis (figure-
8). As clear from the figure-8 that, there existdinear relationship between the
populations of localized polarons (the intensitgd avave vector ‘q’. It is important to
note that the similar linear relationship can also extracted from the various data
reported earlier, such as Bhimomura et &f. This further confirms that theagnitude
of wave vector q is controlled by the numbers efgblarons associated with Jahn-Teller

distortion. It should be noted that the strong electron lattioapling due to the Jahn-

Teller effect demands that tkeg electron of Mri® should get localized at the Mn Sfté’

but in order to minimize the coulomb repulsive gyehese itinerangy electrons will try



to move as away as possible. Thus it may be pestiat the itineran€y electron is
close to the Mn site but not exactly at the Mn%it€hus due to the presence of intrinsic
columbic repulsion the periodicity @ electron (i.e. magnitude of modulation wave

vector ‘q’) gets modified and in doing so it mayt ihe exactly at Mn site but may along
the ‘a’ axis ofPnma This may be origin of proposed weakening of etectlattice

coupling in these manganit&sin the present scenario it is difficult to undarsl the

localization of€y charge carriers in between two Mn atoms i.e. altheg‘a’ axis of
Pnma Such localizations suggest that geelectron have weak lattice couplifig’and

the &y electrons may have the localized and broad wameacter®’. A very careful high-

resolution synchrotron x-ray photoelectron specwpy studies may be useful in this
regard. At this stage we would like to bring ininetthat Sancheet af* have observed
the lack of jahn-teller distortion (and there byakening of electron lattice coupling) in
Ga substituted LaMngand attributed this to the dilution of Mtons in the sample. The
present samples baCaeMn oM 60s and LasdCaeMn ™% 3Mn™6:03
certainly have lower concentration of Mras compared to that of Nhthis may also
lead to the further weakening of electron lattioeming as suggested by Sanchez ¥t al

It is interesting to note that various electron nmécopy®?° opticaf>>% electrical’

39,40

thermaf® and theoreticat studies on manganitesiggests that the charge-ordered

state of manganites is a Charge Density Wave (CW)Peierls-instability ofey
electrons. At this juncture we would like to emghasthat the phenomena of charge

density wave for manganites theoretically treatsieh@ Ginzburg-Landau theory. Using

the same Ginzburg-Landau theory W.L Mcmifta#f shown that for in-commensurate



structure the intensity scales with wave vector (Igtensity can be characterized as a
order parameter in disorder to order structuralsphaansition). But this scaling is dose
not appears to be linear. This issue needs attenfrom theoreticians and
experimentalists and need to be address in gréatails. It should be noted that the
guantum phase transition to charge-ordered and &igrystal states under the interplay
of lattice commensurability and long-range coulomigractions has been discussed in
the literature and theoretically it has been pairdat that the electron density also plays
a crucial role in such transitish For manganites the lattice commensurability cleang
with hole doping hence the possibility of quantuhage transition from charge ordered
state to Wigner crystal state cannot be ruled ewg function of temperature and doping.
From the experiments followed by the analysis preskin this paper it appears that it is
number of localized charge carriers and the lomgeacolumbic interactions between
them controls the commensurability of charge orskate in manganites. For charge
density wave the possibility afolumbicinteractions have been neglected in the Peierls
original book, but many theoreticidfid’ realized that, it is necessary to take in the
account the effect of nearest neighbor on-site @ubl interactions to explain the
experimental facts. Hence the exact nature of Hage order state of manganites may
not be universal hence still remains the open dquesbut it appears that its long range
columbic interactions which stabilizes the sup#tida (commensurate or
incommensurate) so called charge order state gethmanganites.
Conclusions:

From the electron diffraction experiments at vasitemperatures we have shown

that the short-range polaron correlation via etgclectron interactions is present even



at room temperature. With decrease in temperahisepblaron correlation grows as the
coherent superlattice charge order state. It app#aat the the anti-ferromagnetic
alignment is not necessary for occurrence of chargering in these manganites but
these anti-ferromagnetic interactions between timeidns helps to stabilizes the charge
order state in these manganites. The temperatgendence of modulation wave vector
can be explain by considering the population oflized Jahn-Teller polarons and the
columbic interactions between them.
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Figure Captions:

Figurel(a): A representative room temperature powder x-rayradifion pattern for
Lag 3Ca 6MNO; refined with the space grodgnmaabsence of any unaccounted peak
confirms the single phase nature of the studied&=(s).

Figurel(b): Selected area electron diffraction pattern fogd6@a s2MnO3 along [010]
zone axis taken at room temperature, the diffuset®n intensity characteristics of room
temperature charge ordering can be seen near flemdahBragg spot and indicated by
arrows.

Figure 2: Sequence of sections of selected area electrdnaatibn patterns for
Lag 3¢€Ca 62MNO;3 collected at various temperatures.

Figure 3: Intensity profile at room temperature. Along afofag the white line shown in
figure 1b). The diffuse scattering has the loc&tmsity maxima at the in-commensurate
positions (.

Figure 4. (a) Variation of wave vector q for badaesMnOz; as a function of
temperature. (b) Intensity of super lattice spatadunction of temperature. (¢c) FWHM
of super lattice spot as a function of temperatdr@ne-to-one correlation between the
intensity and modulation of wave vector can bertyeseen from figures (a) & (b).

Figure 5. High Resolution lattice fringes due to charge artgin L& 3dCa 6MNOs,
increase in the structural coherency is evidertt @wécrease in temperature.

Figure 6: Temperature dependence of resistivity and magrigtizéor Lay 38Ca 6MNO3
and Lg 3¢C& sMNOs.

Figure 7: One-dimensional Wigner crystallization due to ¢imsite Coulomb interactions

betweengy electrons in charge order manganites, explairtieglinear relation between



the modulation vector ‘g’ with respect to the polapopulation. Thus the population of

localized polarons purely controls the magnitudenofiulation vector.

Figure 8: Linear dependence of modulation wave vector ‘gthwpolaron population

suggesting the presence of columbic interactiacharge ordered manganites.
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