arXiv:2211.09384v2 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 11 Feb 2023

Strain Fields and Critical Phenomena in Manganites I: Spin-Lattice Hamiltonians by Rohit Singh and Sanjay Puri School of Physical Sciences, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi – 110067, India.

Abstract

We use a model Hamiltonian to study critical phenomena in manganites. This Hamiltonian includes long-range strain interactions, and a coupling between the magnetic order parameter and the strain field. We perform a perturbative renormalization group (RG) analysis and calculate the static critical exponents, correct to the one-loop level. We compare our RG results with many experiments on doped manganite critical systems. Our theory is in excellent agreement with the experimental values for the critical exponents.

1 Introduction

Experiments on critical behavior near paramagnetic-to-ferromagnetic (PM- FM) phase transitions in doped manganites suggest a wide variety of universality classes [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13], including tricriticality [14, 15, 16, 8, 17]. In some of the samples [5, 6], the observed critical behavior is comparable to the universality classes of short-range models (Ising, Heisenberg) of critical phenomena. However, the vast majority of the experimental works [1, 2, 4, 8, 9, 12, 13] do not fall in the above-mentioned universality classes. Moreover, the exponent values from different experiments are not in agreement, suggesting a range of universality classes. Suzuki [18] proposed a scenario where weak universality violation results in a change of the exponents (e.g., spontaneous magnetization exponent β, susceptibility exponent γ) which are not directly connected with the correlation length. Universality violation has also been reported numerically in a 2D Ising system with first- and second-neighbour interactions [19]. Khan et al. [20] proposed a new scaling theory, which explains universality violation with continuously varying exponents in some doped manganite samples. In the works mentioned above, universality violation arises from modification in the scaling laws. Some earlier works [21, 22, 23] took into account the effect of additional interactions in the system, leading to tricritical mean-field behavior. Although these works show the existence of a first-order point near the boundary of a second-order line, the diverse critical behavior near tricriticality remains unexplained. Surprisingly, despite the overwhelming experimental evidence in manganites, long-ranged (LR) strain interactions have not received much theoretical attention in formulating a satisfactory theory for describing PM-FM phase transitions.We will address this lacuna in the present paper (I) and its companion paper (II).

Doped manganites R_{1−x}A_xMnO_3, (where R = La, Ca, Ba, Sr, Pr, Nd are trivalent rare earth elements, and A = Ca, Ba, Sr stands for divalent alkaline earth elements) exhibit rich phenomenology on tuning R, A and x [30], e.g., colossal magnetoresistance (CMR), where a giant increase in electrical resistivity takes place near the Curie temperature [31]. Experiments have shown that a variety of phases, namely, paramagnetic insulating, ferromagnetic metal, antiferromagnet, charged order, orbital order, phase separation, etc., appear in these samples while tuning the temperature (T ) and the doping concentration (x) [32, 33].

As we are interested in formulating an interaction Hamiltonian for such systems, it is relevant to briefly review the physics of manganites. An important mechanism is based on double exchange (DE), which enables the transfer of an electron between Mn^{3+} to Mn^{4+} ions through an Mn-O-Mn path [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39]. Although DE is considered an important mechanism to explain the change in resistivity as the system moves from the high-temperature paramagnetic phase to the low-temperature ferromagnetic phase, it underestimates the order of magnetoresistance. In addition, DE does not explain the paramagnetic insulating regime where the electron wave function gets localized. In order to resolve these discrepancies, an additional spin-lattice coupling has been introduced [40, 41, 42]. The origin of this coupling is the buckling of MnO_6 octahedra and Jahn-Teller (JT) lattice distortions. The buckling relates the ionic radius of A-atoms (r_A) with those of oxygen (r_O) and manganese (r_{Mn}) atoms. This distortion is measured in terms of the tolerance factor: t = ⟨r_A⟩ + r_O √ 2(r_{Mn} + r_O)

. (1)

By fixing the Mn^{+3}/Mn^{+4} ratio and varying the tolerance factor, Hwang et al. [43] showed that the PM-FM critical temperature T_c decreases with decreasing r_A, and magnetoresistance increases drastically near T_c. Further, they also obtained a sharp magnetic transition with decreasing r_A, indicating a first-order phase transition.

On the other hand, JT lattice distortions are known to be responsible for localizing electrons by forming a self-trapped state termed a polaron. However, the delocalizing tendencies of electrons compete with localizing effects leading to the polaron wave functions spreading over many lattice sites [33, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50]. This results in the Frölich electronphonon interaction, given by f(r) = κ (r^2 + 1)^{3/2} e^{−r/λ}, (2) where κ is the coupling constant, r is the distance, and λ is the range of the interaction. This interaction plays a dominant role compared to magnetic exchange interactions [44, 45, 47] in such systems. Using the quantum Monte Carlo approach [48], it has been shown that the lattice coordination number becomes unimportant as λ is increased. In that case, the physical properties of manganite systems are primarily determined by the dimensionality.

Apart from the above theoretical works, several experiments [43, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 33, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61] and other theoretical works [62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70] have also highlighted the role of strain fields in determining the critical properties of manganites. An extreme sensitivity of T_c to biaxial strain was predicted by Millis et al. [62]. Khomskii and Kugel

[64] showed the formation of various charge and orbital ordered structures due to strain fields. The generalization of atomic-scale spin-lattice distortions to continuum elasticity helped to understand texturing and domain wall profiles in such compounds [65, 66, 67]. The above works suggested the importance of LR strain modes and spin-lattice coupling to understand critical phenomena in these strongly-correlated systems.

These two papers (I and II) report a comprehensive study of strain effects on critical phenomena in manganites. We undertake a renormalization group (RG) study of an appropriate coarse-grained Hamiltonian. A novel feature of our study is a detailed comparison of the RG critical exponents with experimental results available in the literature. For this purpose, we treat the decay exponent of the LR interactions σ as an adjustable parameter. In all cases, the agreement with experiments is excellent.

There have been some earlier theoretical studies of the effect of elastic degrees of freedom near a critical point [71, 72, 73, 21, 22, 23]. Some of these studies [73, 21, 22] incorporated an LR interaction term in a Ginzburg- Landau Hamiltonian. An RG analysis of this Hamiltonian [23, 74] shows a first-order transition with tricritical mean-field exponents [75]. These studies suggest two crucial facts:

(a) the spin-lattice interaction plays an essential role in manganites, (b) the effective Hamiltonian of such a system must be nonlocal due to the LR character of the strain modes, and it may result in a first-order transition with tricritical mean-field behavior.

With this background, we study the following model Hamiltonian in this paper: H[Φ, ψ] = ∫ d^dx [ r_0 2 Φ^2(x) + c_0 2 |∇Φ(x)|^2 + κ^{−1}_0 2 ψ(x)(m^2 − ∇^2)^σψ(x) +

g_0ψ(x)Φ^2(x) ] . (3)

Here, Φ is the n-component magnetic order parameter, and ψ is the strain field. In Eq. (3), the parameters r_0 and c_0, have their usual interpretation; and κ^{−1}_0 is the interaction strength of the LR strain-strain term with range m^{−1} and exponent σ. The LR term may also be written in the nonlocal form ∫ d^dx ∫ d^dx^′ ψ(x) u(x−x^′) ψ(x^′), where u(y) ∼ e^{−my}/y^{d+σ} . The final term on the right-hand-side models the spin-lattice interaction of strength g_0.

There have been several earlier studies of models with nonlocal and nonanalytic interactions. In the context of Φ^4 theory, such terms have been considered as possible generalizations of the quadratic (Φ^2) term [24, 25].

In recent work, Defenu et al. [26, 27] have studied nonlocal spin-spin interactions in the context of long-range interacting systems in cold atom applications. The phase diagram shows a non-trivial dependence on σ, and the authors found multi-critical universality classes. Such interactions have also been found to be useful to understand stripe formation in dipolar magnetic films near their classical and quantum phase transition points [28, 29]. A common feature of the above works is the incorporation of the LR coupling in the Φ^2-term, while the interaction term Φ^4 remains short-ranged. Our approach in this paper is analogous to the LR generalization of the Φ^4-term. We stress that both classes of theories (i.e., non-local Φ^2 vs. non-local Φ^4) yield a continuously varying range of critical exponents.

Before proceeding, it is also relevant to contrast our present approach with earlier works. Bergman and Halperin [23] studied the effect of a compressible lattice on critical phenomena and found a signature of first-order critical behavior. The usual Ginzburg-Landau model requires a ϕ^6-term to explain a tricritical point [75]. However, a mode-coupling interaction results in a tricritical point without such additional terms [74]. In this work, we explicitly incorporate the Frolich-type electron-phonon interaction to study critical phenomena in manganites. As mentioned above, for large screening length, the observed physical behavior of such systems is governed by dimensionality [48]. Our RG calculations support this argument as the observed critical behavior of our model depends on dimensionality d and σ. In particular, we demonstrate that incorporation of such interactions enables us to capture a wide variety of available experimental exponents in manganites – both near and far from tricriticality.

We thus study the critical behavior of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) via RG analysis in the limit of wave-vector k → 0 and m → 0. Our limiting procedure will be k → 0, followed by m → 0 (see Ref. [76] for a detailed discussion). In this paper (I), we restrict ourselves to studying static aspects of PM-FM phase transitions in manganite systems. A generalization of the above model is studied in II to understand the effect of strain fields on critical behavior at the paramagnetic-to-antiferromagnetic (PM-AFM) transition. In II, we obtain both static and dynamical critical exponents in the framework of Model C [77].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present detailed RG calculations at one-loop order. We find the non-trivial fixed point and derive closed-form expressions for the critical exponents. In Sec. 3, we compare our calculated critical exponents with the available experimental results for doped manganite systems. Finally, we conclude this paper with a summary and discussion in Sec. 4.

2 Perturbative Renormalization Group Analysis

In this section, we present the RG analysis of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3). Calculating the self-energy and vertex corrections at one-loop for the parameters r_0, c_0, and g_0, we subsequently construct the RG recursion relations. From these recursion relations, we identify the non-trivial fixed point and obtain the critical exponents. The details of our calculation are presented below.

2.1 Momentum Shell Decimation

Here, we present our perturbative RG scheme at one-loop order and calculate various self-energy and vertex corrections. To do so, we write the d-dimensional Fourier transform for the n-component vector order parameter Φ (with components ϕ_i) and the strain field ψ:

f(x) = ∫ d^dk (2π)^d f(k)e^{ik·x}, (4)

where f is either ϕ_i or ψ. We write the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) in Fourier space as H = n∑ i=1 ∫_Λ 0 d^dk (2π)^d r_0 + c_0k^2 2 |ϕ_i(k)|^2 + κ^{−1}_0 2 ∫_Λ 0 d^dk (2π)^d

(k^2 + m^2)^σ|ψ(k)|^2

+g_0 n∑ i=1 ∫_Λ 0 ∫_Λ 0 d^dk_1 (2π)^d d^dk_2 (2π)^d ψ(k_1)ϕ_i(k_2)ϕ_i(−k_1 − k_2). (5)

The above Fourier-transformed Hamiltonian contains all modes less than the cut-off Λ ∼ a^{−1}, where a is the microscopic parameter (lattice spacing) of the theory. The inclusion of Λ avoids ultraviolet divergences, and the mode elimination process begins from k ∼ Λ. In Eq. (5), the momentum integrations lie between small k ∼ 0 to large k ∼ Λ values. The components with 0 ⩽ k ⩽ Λ/b (b > 1) are termed slow modes, while components with Λ/b ⩽ k ⩽ Λ are called fast modes. Therefore, the large wavelength limit (k ∼ 0) is analyzed in the momentum shell decimation context by eliminating small wavelengths (k ∼ Λ) through the high momentum end. After successive mode elimination, one achieves the large-scale behavior.

The two-point bare correlation function of the order parameter ϕ_i and the scalar field ψ can be expressed as [75]

⟨ϕ_i(k)ϕ_j (k^′)⟩_0 = G_0(k)(2π)^dδ^d(k + k^′)δ_{ij} , (6) ⟨ψ(k)ψ(k^′)⟩_0 = D_0(k)(2π)^dδ^d(k + k^′). (7)

Here, ⟨..⟩_0 indicates two-point expectation values with respect to the Gaussian part of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5). We define

G_0(k) = (r_0 + c_0k^2)^{−1} (8) and D_0(k) = κ_0(k^2 + m^2)^{−σ} (9)

as the bare propagators for ϕ_i and ψ fields, respectively. With this, we carry out an RG analysis via Wilson’s momentum shell decimation scheme [78, 75] in one-loop order. The procedure begins with the elimination of modes ϕ^>_i (k) and ψ^>(k) lying in the momentum range Λ/b ⩽ k ⩽ Λ. This transforms the Hamiltonian in terms of the remaining modes ϕ^<_i (k), ψ^<(k) in the reduced range 0 ⩽ k ⩽ Λ/b. As we show, this process yields the renormalized corrections to the bare parameters r_0, c_0, and g_0 at one-loop order of the perturbation expansion.

The relevant Feynman diagrams are given in Fig. 1, and yield the selfenergy corrections to the bare parameters r_0 and c_0:

Σ_a(0) = −ng^2_0

∫_Λ Λ/b d^dq (2π)^d

D^>_0 (0)G^>_0 (q), (10)

Σ_b(k) = −2g^2_0

∫_Λ Λ/b d^dq (2π)^d

D^>_0 (−q − k)G^>_0 (q). (11)

The above self-energy corrections are obtained from the amputated part of diagrams in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b). In Fig. 1, gluon lines represent the correlation between the fast modes of strain fields ψ^> and the internal solid lines in the loop come from the contraction of fast modes of ϕ^>_i . We point out that Eq. (11) generates a non-analytic contribution without the screening parameter m in the k → 0 limit for σ > 0. However, we finally set m → 0 to see the critical behavior of the above model (see Ref. [76] for a detailed discussion). In order to evaluate the integrals in the range Λ/b ⩽ q ⩽ Λ, we consider the limit q ≫ m [76] which, in turn, indicates that m^{−1} ≫ a. This also implies that the range of interaction is much larger than the lattice spacing. Since in the momentum shell decimation scheme, the effect of elimination of small scales (internal momentum q) on the large scales (external momenta k) is to be calculated. The above corrections are expanded in the limit q ≫ k, which is equivalent to an expansion about k = 0. To capture the large-scale behavior, we consider the following expansion in the above expressions for Σ_a and Σ_b:

D_0(−q − k) = κ_0 [(−k − q)^2 + m^2]^σ = κ_0 q^{2σ} [ 1 − 2σ k · q q^2 − σ k^2 + m^2 q^2

+ 2σ(σ + 1)

(k · q)^2 q^4 + . . . ] . (12)

Thus, we obtain the total correction to r_0 and c_0 as

Σ_a(0) + Σ_b(k) = 1 2 Δr + 1 2 Δc k^2 + . . . , (13)

where Δr = − 2ng^2_0 κ_0S_d m^{2σ}(2π)^d [ (b^{2−d} − 1)Λ^{d−2} c_0(2 − d) − r_0 c^2_0

(b^{4−d} − 1)Λ^{d−4} (4 − d) ] − 4g^2_0 κ_0S_d (2π)^d [ (b^{2−d+2σ} − 1)Λ^{d−2−2σ} c_0(2 − d + 2σ) − ( r_0 c^2_0 + σm^2 c_0 ) (b^{4−d+2σ} − 1)Λ^{d−4−2σ} (4 − d + 2σ) ] , (14) and Δc = − 4g^2_0 κ_0S_d c_0(2π)^d σ(2σ + 2 − d) d (b^{4−d+2σ} − 1)Λ^{d−4−2σ} (4 − d + 2σ)

. (15)

In Eqs. (14)-(15), S_d = 2π^{d/2}/Γ(d/2) is the surface area of a unit sphere in d space dimensions. We see that the parameter κ^{−1}_0 does not acquire any correction at this order of calculation (Δκ^{−1} = 0).

We also obtain the correction to the interaction vertex g_0 from the Feynman diagram given in Fig. 2 which is expressed as

Π(k_1, k_2) = 4g^3_0

∫_Λ Λ/b d^dq (2π)^d

D^>_0 (q − k_2)G^>_0 (q)G^>_0 (−k_1 − q). (16)

In the above expression, the momentum integration lies in the high-momentum shell Λ/b ⩽ q ⩽ Λ. Using Eq. (12) in the limit of vanishing external momentum k_1 and k_2, the integral Π(k_1, k_2) contributes a correction to the bare coupling constant g_0. Solving this integral in the limits q ≫ k_i(i = 1, 2) and q ≫ m, Eq. (16) yields

Δg =

4g^3_0 κ_0S_d (2π)^d [ (b^{4+2σ−d} − 1)Λ^{d−4−2σ} c^2_0(4 + 2σ − d) − ( σm^2 c^2_0 + 2r_0 c^3_0 ) (b^{6−d+2σ} − 1)Λ^{d−2σ−6} (6 − d + 2σ) ] . (17)

2.2 RG Flow and Static Critical Exponents The momentum shell decimation scheme integrates the modes lying in the range Λ/b ⩽ k ⩽ Λ and lowers the cut-off. To restore the cut-off, we rescale momenta and fields as

k^′ = bk, Φ^′(k^′) = b^{−x}Φ^<(k), ψ^′(k) = b^yψ^<(k). (18)

The exponents x and y are obtained from the two-point spin-spin correlation [∼ r^{−(d−2+η)}] and strain-strain correlation [∼ r^{−(d−h)}] at the transition point as x = 1 2 (d + 2 − η), y = − 1 2 (d + h). (19)

The exponents η and h will be determined from the RG flow equations given below. We thus write the RG recursion relations for the model parameters r_0, c_0, κ^{−1}_0 , and g_0 as

r^′ = b^{2−η}(r_0 + Δr), (20) c^′ = b^{−η}(c_0 + Δc), (21) (κ^{−1})^′ = b^{h−2σ}(κ^{−1}_0 + Δκ) (22) g^′ = b^{4−d−2η+h}(g_0 + Δg). (23)

We introduce b = e^{δl} and take the limit δl → 0 to arrive at the RG flow equations for the scale dependent parameters r(l), c(l), κ^{−1}(l) and g(l): dr dl = (2 − η)r − 2ng^2κS_d m^{2σ}(2π)^d ( Λ^{d−2} c − r c^2 Λ^{d−4} )

− 4g^2κS_d c(2π)^d [ Λ^{d−2−2σ} c − ( r c^2 + σm^2 c ) Λ^{d−4−2σ} ] , (24) dc dl = −ηc − 4g^2κσ(2σ + 2 − d)S_d d(2π)^d Λ^{d−4−2σ} c , (25) dκ^{−1} dl = (h − 2σ)κ^{−1}, (26) dg dl = (4 − d − 2η + h)g 2 + 4g^3κS_d c^2(2π)^d [ Λ^{d−4−2σ} c^2 − ( 2r c^3 + σm^2 c^2 ) Λ^{d−6−2σ} ] . (27)

The above flow equations depend upon the dimension d, long-range exponent σ, and the number of components n of the order parameter. We notice a dependence on the coupling parameter g^2κ. Thus, it is reasonable to define a new coupling constant u = −g^2κ/2. The corresponding flow equations for r, c, u are dr dl = (2 − η)r + 4nuS_d m^{2σ}(2π)^d ( Λ^{d−2} c − r c^2 Λ^{d−4} ) + 8uS_d (2π)^d [ Λ^{d−2−2σ} c − ( r c^2 + σm^2 c ) Λ^{d−4−2σ} ] , (28) dc dl = −ηc + 8uσ(2σ + 2 − d)S_d d(2π)^d Λ^{d−4−2σ} c , (29) du dl = (4 − d − 2η + 2σ)u −

16u^2S_d (2π)^d [ Λ^{d−4−2σ} c^2 − ( 2r c^3 + σm^2 c^2 ) Λ^{d−6−2σ} ] . (30)

We see that the parameter c does not flow to a fixed point. However, the renormalization of c leads to a finite Fisher exponent η. Using the above flow equations, we obtain the non-trivial fixed point in (r, u)-space as r^∗ c = − (4 − d − 2η + 2σ) [_{2n} w^σ + 4(1 − σw) ] Λ^2 (2 − η) [8(1 − σw)] − (4 − d − 2η + 2σ)(^{2n}_{wσ} + 4)

, (31) and u^∗ c^2 = (4 − d − 2η + 2σ)Λ^{4−d+2σ} 16S_d (2π)^d (1 − σw)

, (32)

where w = m^2/Λ^2 is a dimensionless screening parameter.

Introducing slight deviations δr = r − r^∗ and δu = u − u^∗ around the fixed point, a linear stability analysis yields the matrix equation: [ d(δr)/dl d(δu)/dl ] = [ λ_1^{8Sd}_{(2π)d}^{Λd−2σ−2}_c ( 1 − σw −^{r∗}_{cΛ2} ) +^{4n}_{wσ}^{8Sd}_{(2π)d}^{Λd−2σ−2}_c 0 + O(u^2) λ_2 ] [ δr δu ] . (33) The eigenvalues λ_1 and λ_2 correspond to unstable and stable eigen directions, respectively, in the RG flow. We find

λ_1 = 2 − η − (4 − d − 2η + 2σ)

(^n_{wσ} + 2) 4(1 − σw) , λ_2 = d − 4 + 2η − 2σ. (34)

Further, the marginal stability of the stable eigenvalue λ_2 gives the upper critical dimension d_c as d_c = 4 + 2σ.

Finally, we calculate the critical exponents in an ϵ = d_c − d = 4 + 2σ − d expansion scheme. Using the fixed point value u^∗ in Eq. (29), we obtain η = − σϵ 4 − 4σw − 2σ^2w + O(ϵ^2). (35)

The correlation length exponent ν is calculated from λ_1 as ν = 1/λ_1, giving ν = 1 2 − σϵ 4(4 − 4σw − 2σ^2w) + ϵ (_n w^σ + 2 ) 4(1 − σw) [ σ 2(4 − 4σw − 2σ^2w) + 1 4 ] +O(ϵ^2).

(36) The other critical exponents, e.g., specific heat exponent α, magnetization exponent β, susceptibility exponent γ, and the critical isotherm exponent δ can be derived from η and ν using known scaling relations, namely, Josephson: νd = 2−α, Fisher: γ = ν(2−η), Widom: γ = β(δ−1), and Rushbrooke: α + 2β + γ = 2. They are obtained as α = −σ + ϵ [ 1 2 + σ(σ + 2) 2(4 − 4σ − 2σ^2w) { 1 − (^n_{wσ} + 2) 2(1 − σw) } − (σ + 2)(^n_{wσ} + 2) 8(1 − σw) ] + O(ϵ^2),

(37) β = (σ + 1) 2 − ϵ 4 [ 1 + 1 4 − 4σw − 2σ^2w { σ(σ + 2) − σ(σ + 1)(^n_{wσ} + 2) 2(1 − σw) } − (σ + 1)(^n_{wσ} + 2) 4(1 − σw) ] + O(ϵ^2), (38)

γ = 1 + ϵ (_n w^σ + 2 ) 4(1 − σw) [ 1 2 + σ 4 − 4σw − 2σ^2w ] + O(ϵ^2), (39) δ = σ + 3 σ + 1 + ϵ (σ + 1)^2 [ 1 + σ(σ + 2) 4 − 4σw − 2σ^2w ] + O(ϵ^2). (40)

The above exponents depend on the dimensionless parameter w, so they may be considered non-universal. An analogous situation arises in the case of the Ashkin-Teller Potts model which yields critical exponents varying continuously with the parameter occurring in the four-spin term of the model Hamiltonian [79]. Furthermore, as we are interested in large-scale interactions near the critical point, we analyze the limiting behavior w → 0 in

Eqs. (35)–(40) and arrive at the critical exponents η = − σϵ 4 + O(ϵ^2), (41) ν = 1 2 + ϵ 8 + O(ϵ^2), (42) α = −σ ( 1 + ϵ 4 ) + O(ϵ^2), (43) β = 1 + σ 2 − ϵ(2 − σ) 16 + O(ϵ^2), (44)

γ = 1 + ϵ 4 ( 1 + σ 2 ) + O(ϵ^2), (45) δ = 3 + σ 1 + σ + ϵ (1 + σ)^2 [ 1 + σ(σ + 2) 4 ] + O(ϵ^2). (46)

The above calculated critical exponents depend on the dimension d, and the LR exponent σ. For the critical fixed point, we need stable and unstable eigenvalues along the r and u axis, respectively. This is equivalent to the condition that λ_1 > 0 and λ_2 < 0 in Eq. (34) [75]. Thus, the allowed range of σ depends upon d. We find −1/2 < σ < 0 in d = 3, and −1 < σ < 0 in d = 2. The mean-field limit (ϵ = 0) of Eqs. (41)-(46) is an example of one of the three scenarios discussed in Ref. [20] where δ changes and γ is fixed. For d < d_c = 4 + 2σ, we see the continuous variation of both δ and γ, and the theory yields complete non-universal behavior. In the next section, we compare the RG critical exponents with experimental results for manganite systems.

3 Comparison with Experiments

In the doped manganites (R_{1−x}A_xMnO_3), different choice of R, A, and x lead to different critical exponents near and away from tricriticality as evident in Table 1. For example, in polycrystalline La_{0.6}Ca_{0.4}MnO_3 [14], a modified Arrot plot (MAP) and critical isotherm (CI) analysis yield α = 0.48 ± 0.06, β = 0.25 ± 0.03, γ = 1.03 ± 0.05, and δ = 5.0 ± 0.8. In polycrystalline La_{0.1}Nd_{0.6}Sr_{0.3}MnO_3 [8], measurements with MAP and CI analysis yield β = 0.248 ± 0.006, γ = 1.066 ± 0.002, and δ = 5.17 ± 0.02. In polycrystalline Nd_{0.67}Sr_{0.33}MnO_3 [15], the magnetization data analyzed with MAP yields β = 0.23 ± 0.02, γ = 1.05 ± 0.03, and δ = 5.13 ± 0.04. The above critical exponents are close to those in tricritical mean-field theory (β = 1/4, γ = 1, and δ = 5) [75]. However, there are other compounds [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13] whose critical exponents differ from the tricritical mean-field values. For instance, in single crystal La_{0.7}Sr_{0.3}MnO_3, the critical exponents obtained via MAP and CI analysis are β = 0.37 ± 0.04, γ = 1.22 ± 0.03, and δ = 4.25 ± 0.2 [2]. In polycrystalline Pr_{0.6}Sr_{0.4}MnO_3, MAP and CI analysis yields β = 0.314 ± 0.0006, γ = 1.095 ± 0.007, and δ = 4.545 ± 0.008 [12].

There are also several works where a change in x in the same material leads to variation in the critical exponents [2, 3, 14, 5, 15]. For example, different critical indices were reported for La_{1−x}Ca_xMnO_3 when x = 0.2 [3] and x = 0.4 [14]. Similar behavior was found in La_{1−x}Sr_xMnO_3 when x = 0.3 [2] and x = 0.125 [5]. This was also observed in Ref. [15] for a different compound, namely, Nd_{1−x}Sr_xMnO_3 with x = 0.33 and x = 0.4.

In Table 1, we compare our RG values of β, γ and δ at O(ϵ) to those from experiments on doped manganites. For comparison, we first match the β-values (up to three significant figures) from Eq. (44) to determine the appropriate σ in the allowed range. Using this value of σ, we obtain γ and δ from Eqs. (45)-(46).

The observed values of β in Refs. [14, 15, 8, 17] are 0.25 ± 0.03, 0.248, 0.23 ± 0.02, and 0.248 ± 0.006, respectively. The RG calculation requires −1/2 < σ < 0 in d = 3, so that 0.250 < β < 0.375. Thus, the experiments with β = 0.23 ± 0.02 and β = 0.248 ± 0.006 cannot be matched (without error bars) with our RG values of β. At σ = −0.5, the theory becomes marginal through a crossover to the Gaussian fixed point. Thus, the closest σ-value to model these experiments is chosen to be σ = −0.499. From Eqs. (44)-(46), σ = −0.5 gives ϵ = 0 in d = 3. This yields the tricritical mean-field exponents β = 1/4, γ = 1, and δ = 5. We stress that the current theory invokes an expansion about tricritical mean-field theory, contrary to the conventional Φ^4-theory and the long-range model of Fisher et al. [24]. The experimental results [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13] which deviate from tricritical mean-field values are also obtained from the present theory by σ in the permitted range, as shown in Table 1. For example, in single crystal La_{0.7}Sr_{0.3}MnO_3 [2], the experimentally observed critical exponents β = 0.37 ± 0.04, γ = 1.22 ± 0.03, and δ = 4.25 ± 0.2 are captured for σ = −0.015. In polycrystalline Pr_{0.6}Sr_{0.4}MnO_3 [12], the exponents β = 0.314 ± 0.0006, γ = 1.095 ± 0.007, and δ = 4.545 ± 0.008 arise for σ = −0.213.

Our model Hamiltonian matches the experimental results for σ lying in the range −0.5 < σ < 0. In some experiments [6, 7], the observed values of β, γ and δ are close to those of short-ranged models (Ising, Heisenberg). However, the vast majority of samples [1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12] in Table 1 show behavior away from those theories. Further, RG analysis of the LR model of Fisher et al. [24] produces exponents near mean-field values

(β = 0.5, γ = 1.0, δ = 3.0). Thus, this model is unable to predict the varying critical behavior near the first-order point where lattice effects are prominent. It is gratifying to note that our model Hamiltonian [Eq. (3)] can capture a vast family of exponents in such systems, and RG values of β, γ, and δ are in excellent agreement with the experimental results.

In the context of the strain-based theory parametrized by σ presented here, it is germane to ask why σ should change in manganites (R_{1−x}A_xMnO_3) on changing R, A and x. Different choices of R and A have different ionic radii and thus produce varying internal stresses on the Mn-O-Mn bond length, changing the tolerance factor in Eq. (1). The bond stress results in electron transport being a sensitive function of the imposed strain due to perturbations induced via changes in R, A and x [33, 62, 55, 52]. Thus, a change in composition and doping in such systems produces varying strain interactions which spread over many lattice spacings. The dependence of T_c on these strain modes obeys a power law, as reported in Ref. [62]. T_c is also found to decrease with the doping parameter doping parameter x [42]. Thus, we expect that t and x determine the strain exponent σ. The precise relationship between t, x and σ is a theoretically challenging problem. Therefore, in this work we treat σ as a parameter. As shown above, a reasonable range of σ-values dictated by RG enables us to capture the diverse critical behavior near and away from tricriticality in manganites.

4 Summary and Discussion

Let us conclude this paper with a brief summary and discussion. We have considered a model Hamiltonian H in Eq. (3), which is a functional of the spin and lattice degrees of freedom, with a coupling between them. The strain term is long-ranged and decays as a power-law with exponent σ. We have applied the Wilson RG scheme to this model, and derived the critical exponents corresponding to the nontrivial fixed point. The stability requirement restricts σ to a range which depends on the dimension d of the system. We find that −1/2 < σ < 0 for d = 3, and −1 < σ < 0 for d = 2. We have identified a small expansion parameter ϵ = 4 + 2σ − d, and obtained the critical exponents ν and η to leading order in ϵ. Using these two exponents, we obtained the other exponents α, β, γ, and δ correct to O(ϵ). In Table 1, we have compared our RG results with the available experimental exponents for manganite systems. We found that the RG values for β, γ, and δ are in excellent agreement with the experimental results.

The tricritical exponents arise for the lower bound of σ = −0.5. As σ increases towards the upper bound (σ = 0), the exponents move away from tricriticality. Thus, our theory (being an expansion about a tricritical point) yields exponents both near and far from tricriticality. It is gratifying to note that we can capture a large family of experimental results available for such systems. Clearly, our models yields a broad range of universality classes on varying σ.

The utility of this simple Hamiltonian in capturing the unconventional critical behavior of spin-lattice systems near their PM-FM phase transition is encouraging. The exotic behavior and phenomenology of such strongly correlated materials is due to complex interactions which couple spin and lattice degrees of freedom. The essential physics of CMR has long been assumed to be the interplay between a strong spin-lattice coupling and the spin-spin double-exchange effect. The double-exchange mechanism is widely regarded as the dominant physics, but it alone cannot account for the sharp resistivity changes near T ∼ T_c – this requires a contribution from the electron-phonon coupling. A strong electron-phonon coupling may lead to the self-trapped state of an electron known as a polaron. Due to the tilting of Mn octahedra, the polaronic wave functions spread over many lattice sites, leading to the screening of these polaronic modes. However, it is still unknown whether the same Jahn-Teller-type electron-phonon interaction is at work in determining critical properties near the PM-FM phase transition. There are models based on Yukawa interactions [48] showing that, for a much larger range of interactions, dimensionality d plays a major role in determining the observed features in these compounds. Our RG results support this line of argument because the ensuing critical behavior is dictated by d and σ. Since our theory captures the experimental results for infinite screening length, the long-ranged Fröhlich-type electron-phonon interaction may play a crucial role in determining the PM-FM phase transition in such systems. However, further theoretical work is required to arrive at an unambiguous conclusion.

There has been a recent explosion of interest in complex functional materials, in which lattice distortions are coupled to electronic, magnetic and chemical degrees of freedom. This further emphasizes the need for a consistent theoretical framework to describe strain-based materials. Manganites are very promising for developing advanced electronic devices [80]. This is because, apart from exhibiting CMR (the dramatic response of resistivity to an external magnetic field), they also show anisotropic magnetoresistance or AMR (the response of resistivity to the field orientation vis-a-vis the crystal axis). The latter was shown [81] to have a sensitive dependence on crystalline anisotropy, indicating a strong spin-lattice coupling. In addition to its direct relevance to the critical properties of manganites near the PM-FM phase transition, we believe our work is of broader significance in the critical theory of other strongly-correlated condensed matter systems.

An immediate extension of the present work is to study similar nonlocal quartic coupling in itinerant ferromagnets and antiferromagnets, and determine their anomalous scaling at quantum critical points. In itinerant electron systems, first-order quantum phase transitions have been the subject of extensive research [82]. The Hertz-Millis-Moriya (HMM)[83] theory has been successfully applied to explain quantum critical behavior in a number of these materials. However, its assumption of analyticity of the quartic term has been questioned [84]. It was shown that integrating the fermionic degrees of freedom in HMM theory leads to several discrepancies. Thus, to investigate the quantum critical point, the fermionic and bosonic degrees of freedom have to be treated on the same footing, and a nonlocal RG scheme similar to the one used in the present work may be appropriate. In addition, the critical dynamical behavior of many interacting systems, such as trapped ions, cavity quantum electrodynamics, Rydberg atom arrays, and cold atoms [85] also pose theoretical challenges where the nonlocal calculations of the present model could be useful.

Acknowledgments

R.S. is grateful to the University Grants Commission, India for providing financial assistance through a D.S. Kothari postdoctoral fellowship. We are grateful to the referees for their constructive comments and suggestions.

References

[1] M. C. Martin, G. Shirane, Y. Endoh, K. Hirota, Y. Moritomo, and Y. Tokura. Phys. Rev. B 53, 14285 (1996).

[2] K. Ghosh, C. J. Lobb, R. L. Greene, S. G. Karabashev, D. A. Shulyatev, A. A. Arsenov, and Y. Mukovskii. Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 4740 (1998).

[3] C. S. Hong, W. S. Kim, and N. H. Hur. Phys. Rev. B 63, 092504 (2001). [4] D. Kim, B. L. Zink, F. Hellman, and J. M. D. Coey. Phys. Rev. B. 65, 214424 (2002).

[5] S. Nair, A. Banerjee, A. V. Narlikar, D. Prabhakaran, and A. T.

Boothroyd. Phys. Rev. B 68, 132404 (2003).

[6] M. Sahana, U. K. Rössler, N. Ghosh, S. Elizabeth, H. L. Bhat, K. Dörr, D. Eckert, M. Wolf, and K.-H. Müller. Phys. Rev. B 68, 144408 (2003).

[7] B. Padmanabhan, H. L. Bhat, S. Elizabeth, S. Rößler, U. K. Rößler, K. Dörr, and K. H. Müller. Phys. Rev. B 75, 024419 (2007).

[8] J. Fan, L. Ling, B. Hong, L. Zhang, L. Pi, and Y. Zhang. Phys. Rev.

B 81, 144426 (2010).

[9] M. Khlifi, A. Tozri, M. Bejar, E. Dhahri, and E. K. Hlil. J. Magn.

Mater. 324, 2142 (2012).

[10] M. Smari, I. Walha, A. Omriand, J.J. Rousseauand E. Dhahri, and E.K. Hlil. Ceramic. Int. 40, 8945 (2014).

[11] Za. Mohamed, E. Tka, J. Dhahri, and E. K. Hlil. J. Alloys. Compd.

619, 520 (2015).

[12] A. Oleaga, A. Salazar M. Ciomaga Hatnean, and G. Balakrishnan.

Phys. Rev. B 92, 024409 (2015).

[13] J. K. Tiwari, H. C. Chauhan, B. Kumar, and S. Ghosh. J. Phys.:

Condens. Matt. 32, 195803 (2020).

[14] D. Kim, B. Revaz, B. L. Zink, F. Hellman, J. J. Rhyne, and J. F.

Mitchell. Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 227202 (2002).

[15] R. Venkatesh, M. Pattabiraman, K. Sethupathi, G. Rangaragan, S. Angappane, and J.-G. Park. J. Appl. Phys. 103, 07B319 (2008).

[16] S. Lee, A. Pirogov, M. Kang, K.-H. Jang, M. Yonemura, T. Kamiyama, S.-W. Cheong, F. Gozzo, N. Shin, H. Kimura, Y. Noda, and Nature J.- G. Park. Nature 451, 805 (2008).

[17] M. Nasri, M. Triki, E. Dhahri, and E. K. Hlil. J. Alloys Compd. 546, 84 (2013).

[18] M. Suzuki. Prog. Theor. Phys. 51, 1992 (1974). [19] S. L. A. de Queiroz. Phys. Rev. E 84, 031132 (2011). [20] N. Khan, P. Sarkar, A. Midya, P. Mandal, and P. K. Mohanty. Sci Rep 7, 45004 (2017).

[21] A. Aharony. Phys. Rev. B 8, 4314 (1973).

[22] A. Aharony and A. D. Bruce. Phys. Rev. Lett. 33, 427 (1974). [23] D. J. Bergman and B. I. Halperin. Critical behavior of an ising model on a cubic compressible lattice. Phys. Rev. B 13, 2145 (1976).

[24] M. E. Fisher, S. k. Ma, and B. G. Nickel. Phys. Rev. Lett. 29, 917 (1972).

[25] M. C. Angelini, G. Parisi, and F. Ricci-Tersenghi. Phys. Rev. E 89, 062120 (2014).

[26] N. Defenu, A. Trombettoni, and A. Codello. Phy. Rev. E 92, 052113 (2015).

[27] N. Defenu, A. Trombettoni, and S. Ruffo. Phy. Rev. B 96, 104432 (2017).

[28] A. Mendoza-Coto, D. A. Stariolo, and L. Nicolao. Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 116101 (2015).

[29] A. Mendoza-Coto, D. G. Barci, and D. A. Stariolo. Phys. Rev. Lett.

95, 144209 (2017).

[30] W. Xia, Z. Pei, K. Leng, and X. Zhu. Nanoscale Res. Lett. 15, 9 (2020). [31] S. Jin, T. Tiefel, M. McCormack, R. Fastnacht, R. Ramesh, and L. Chen. Science 264, 413 (1994).

[32] M. B. Salamon and M. Jaime. Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 583 (2001).

[33] A. J. Millis. Nature 392, 147 (1998). [34] C. Zener. Phys. Rev. 82, 403 (1951). [35] P. G. DeGennes. Phys. Rev. 118, 141 (1960). [36] K. Kubo and N. Ohata. J. Phys. Soc. Japan 33, 21 (1972). [37] N. Furukawa. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 63, 3214 (1994); 64, 2734 (1995). [38] Y. Motome and N. Furukawa. Non-equilibrium relaxation study of ferromagnetic transition in double-exchange systems. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 70, 2802 (2001).

[39] Y. Motome and N. Furukawa. Critical phenomena of ferromagnetic transition in double-exchange systems. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 70, 1487 (2001).

[40] A. J. Millis, P. B. Littlewood, and B. I. Shraiman. Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 5144 (1995).

[41] A. J. Millis, B. I. Shraiman, and R. Mueller. Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 175 (1996).

[42] H. Röder, J. Zang, and A. R. Bishop. Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 1356 (1996). [43] H. Y. Hwang, S.-W. Cheong, P. G. Radaelli, M. Marezio, and B. Batlogg. Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 994 (1995).

[44] A. S. Alexandrov and A. M. Bratkovsky. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 11, L531 (1999).

[45] D. M. Edwards. Adv. Phys. 51, 1259 (2002).

[46] A. S. Alexandrov and P. E. Kornilovitch. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 14, 5337 (2002).

[47] P. E. Spencer, J. H. Samson, P. E. Kornilovitch, and A. S. Alexandrov.

Phys. Rev. B 71, 184310 (2005).

[48] J. P. Hague, P. E. Kornilovitch, A. S. Alexandrov, and J. H. Samson.

Phys. Rev. B 73, 054303 (2006).

[49] J. P. Hague, P. E. Kornilovitch, J. H. Samson, and A. S. Alexandrov.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 037002 (2007).

[50] B. Ya. Yavidov, Sh. S. Djumanov, and S. Dzhumanov. Phys. Lett. A 374, 2772 (2010).

[51] P. Dai, J. Zhang, H. A. Mook, S.-H. Liou, P. A. Dowben, and E. W.

Plummer. Phys. Rev. B 54, R3694 (1996).

[52] R. P. Sharma, G. C. Xiong, C. Kwon, R. Ramesh, R. L. Greene, and T. Vankatesan. Phys. Rev. B 54, 10014 (1996).

[53] G. M. Zhao, K. Conder, H. Keller, and K. A. Müller. Nature 381, 676 (1996).

[54] N. A. Babushkina, L. M. Belova, O. Yu. Gorbenko, A. R. Kaul, A. A.

Bosak, V. I. Ozhogin, and K. I. Kugel. Nature 391, 159 (1998). [55] C. H. Booth, F. Bridges, G. H. Kwei, J. M. Lawrence, A. L. Cornelius, and J. J. Neumeier. Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 853 (1998).

[56] Z. Q. Yang, Y. Q. Zhang, J. Aarts, M.-Y. Wu, and H. W. Zandbergen.

Appl. Phys. Lett. 88, 072507 (2006).

[57] H. Chou, M.-H. Tsai, F. P. Yuan, S. K. Hsu, C. B. Wu, J. Y. Lin, C. I.

Tsai, and Y.-H. Tang. Appl. Phys. Lett. 89, 082511 (2006). [58] C. K. Xie, J. I. Budnick, W. A. Hines, B. O. Wells, and J. C. Woicik.

Appl. Phys. Lett. 93, 182507 (2008).

[59] D. Okuyama, M. Nakamura, Y. Wakabayashi, H. Itoh, R. Kumai, H. Yamada, Y. Taguchi, T. Arima, M. Kawasaki, and Y. Tokura. Appl. Phys. Lett. 95, 152502 (2009).

[60] J. Wang, F. X. Hu, R. W. Li, J. R. Sun, and B. G. Shen. Appl. Phys.

Lett. 96, 052501 (2010).

[61] F. Yang, N. Kemik, M. D. Biegalski, H. M. Christen, E. Arenholz, and Y. Takamura. Appl. Phys. Lett. 97, 092503 (2010).

[62] A. J. Millis, T. Darling, and A. Migliori. J. App. Phys. 83, 1588 (1998). [63] K. H. Ahn and A. J. Millis. Phys. Rev. B 64, 115103 (2001). [64] D. I. Khomskii and K. I. Kugel. Phys. Rev. B 67, 134401 (2003). [65] K. H. Ahn, T. Lookman, A. Saxena, and A. R. Bishop. Phys. Rev. B 68, 092101 (2003).

[66] K. H. Ahn, T. Lookman, and A. R. Bishop. Nature (London) 428, 401 (2004).

[67] K. H. Ahn, T. Lookman, A. Saxena, and A. R. Bishop. Phys. Rev. B 71, 212102 (2005).

[68] S. Dong, S. Yunoki, X. Zhang, C. Sen, J.-M. Liu, and E. Dagotto. Phys.

Rev. B 82, 035118 (2010).

[69] J. H. Lee and K. M. Rabe. Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 207204 (2010). [70] A. Baena, L. Brey, and M. J. Calderon. Phys. Rev. B 83, 064424 (2011). [71] C. P. Bean and D. S. Rodbell. Phys. Rev. 126, 104 (1962). [72] H. Wagner. Phys. Rev. Lett. 25, 31 (1970). [73] H. Wagner and J. Swift. Z. Physik 239, 182 (1970). [74] R. Singh, K. Dutta, and M. K. Nandy. Eur. Phys. Lett. 110, 16003 (2015).

[75] S.-K. Ma. Modern Theory of Critical Phenomenon. Addison-Wesley, Reading, PA (1976).

[76] A. L. Fetter and J. D. Walecka. Quantum Theory of Many-Particle Systems. McGraw-Hill, New York (1971).

[77] P. C. Hohenberg and B. I. Halperin. Rev. Mod. Phys. 49, 435 (1977). [78] K. G. Wilson and J. Kogut. Phys. Rep. 12, 75 (1974). [79] L. P. Kadanoff. Annals of Physics 120, 39 (1979).

[80] M. J. Rozenberg, I. H. Inoue, and M. Sanchez. J. Appl. Phys. Lett. 88, 033510 (2006).

[81] R.-W Li, H. Wang, X. Wang, X. Z. Yu, Y. Matsui, Z.-H Cheng, B.-G Shen, E. W. Plummer, and J. Zhang. PNAS 106, 14224 (2009).

[82] C. Pfleiderer and A. D. Huxley. Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 147005 (2002). [83] A. J. Millis. Phys. Rev. B 48, 7183 (1993).

[84] Ar. Abanov and A. Chubukov. Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 255702 (2004). [85] N. Defenu, T. Donner, T. Macrí, G. Pagano, S. Ruffo, and A. Trombettoni. arXiv:2109.01063.

Table 1: Critical exponents obtained from Eqs. (44)-(46) in d = 3 on varying the long-range exponent σ ∈[-1/2,0]. RG exponents from the present theory are shown in brackets. We compare these with available experimental estimates on strain-coupled systems. Abbreviations: Polycrystalline (PC), Single-crystal (SC).

σ Theory/ β γ δ Experiments −0.499 Theory 0.250 1.000 4.998 La0.6Ca0.4MnO3 (PC) [14] 0.25 ± 0.03 1.03 ± 0.05 5.0 ± 0.8 La0.6Ca0.4MnO3 (PC) [17] 0.248 0.995 4.896 Nd0.67Sr0.33MnO3 (PC) [15] 0.23 ± 0.02 1.05 ± 0.03 5.13 ± 0.04 La0.1Nd0.6Sr0.3MnO3 (PC) [8] 0.248 ± 0.006 1.066 ± 0.002 – −0.466 Theory 0.257 1.013 4.941 La0.1Nd0.6Sr0.3MnO3 (PC) [8] 0.257 ± 0.005 1.12 ± 0.03 5.17 ± 0.02 −0.319 Theory 0.288 1.076 4.613 La0.5Ca0.3Ag_{0.2}MnO3 (PC) [10] 0.288 ± 0.002 0.948 ± 0.008 4.90 ± 0.02 −0.290 Theory 0.295 1.090 4.547 La0.7Sr0.3MnO3 (SC) [1] 0.295 ± 0.002 – – −0.213 Theory 0.314 1.128 4.380 Pr0.6Sr0.4MnO3 (PC) [12] 0.314 ± 0.0006 1.095 ± 0.006 4.545 ± 0.008 −0.194 Theory 0.319 1.138 4.341 La0.825 Sr0.125 MnO3 (PC) [13] 0.319 ± 0.001 1.18 ± 0.03 4.67 ± 0.03 −0.188 Theory 0.321 1.141 4.329 Nd0.6Sr0.4MnO3 (PC) [12] 0.321 ± 0.003 1.183 ± 0.017 4.75 ± 0.02 −0.176 Theory 0.324 1.148 4.305 La0.67Sr0.16Ca0.17 MnO3 (PC) [11] 0.324 ± 0.005 1.176 ± 0.03 4.415 ± 0.02 −0.161 Theory 0.328 1.156 4.276 La0.8Ca0.2MnO3 [9] 0.328 1.193 4.826 −0.103 Theory 0.344 1.188 4.168 Pr0.77Pb0.23MnO3 (SC) [7] 0.344 ± 0.001 1.352 ± 0.006 4.69 ± 0.02 −0.049 Theory 0.360 1.220 4.077 La0.8Ca0.2MnO3 (SC) [3] 0.36 1.45 5.03 −0.015 Theory 0.370 1.241 4.023 La0.7Sr0.3MnO3 (SC) [2] 0.37 ± 0.04 1.22 ± 0.03 4.25 ± 0.2 −0.016 Theory 0.370 1.240 4.024 La0.875 Sr0.125 MnO3 (SC) [5] 0.37 ± 0.02 1.38 ± 0.03 4.72 ± 0.04 −0.003 Theory 0.374 1.248 4.005 Nd0.6Pb0.4MnO3 (SC) [6] 0.374 ± 0.006 1.329 ± 0.003 4.54 ± 0.10

Figure 1: Feynman diagrams giving self-energy corrections to r_0 and c_0. The internal straight lines represent the correlation between the fast modes of the Φ-field, and the wiggly lines represent the correlation between the fast modes of the ψ-field.

Figure 2: Feynman diagram for correction to the bare vertex g_0. The straight and wiggly lines have the same meaning as in Fig. 1.