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W e investigate a phenom enologicalm odelforthe spin glassphase ofLa2�x SrxCuO 4,in which it

isassum ed thatholesdoped into theCuO 2 planeslocalize neartheirSrdopant,wherethey causea

dipolarfrustration oftheantiferrom agneticenvironm ent.In absenceoflong-rangeantiferrom agnetic

order,the spin system can reduce frustration,and also its free energy,by form ing a state with an

ordered orientation ofthedipolem om ents,which leadsto theappearanceofspiralspin correlations.

To investigate this m odel, a non-linear sigm a m odelis used in which disorder is introduced via

a random ly uctuating gauge �eld. A renorm alization group study shows that the collinear �xed

point ofthe m odelis destroyed through the disorder and that the disorder coupling leads to an

additive renorm alization ofthe order param eter sti�ness. Further,the stability ofthe spiralstate

againsttheform ation oftopologicaldefectsisinvestigated with theuseofthereplica trick.A critical

disorderstrength isfound beyond which topologicaldefectsproliferate.Com paring ourresultswith

experim entaldata,itisfound thatforaholedensity x > 0:02,i.e.in theentirespin glassregim e,the

disorderstrength exceedsthecriticalthreshold.In addition,som eexperim entsareproposed in order

to distinguish iftheincom m ensurabilitiesobserved in neutron scattering experim entscorrespond to

a diagonalstripe ora spiralphase.

PACS num bers:75.10.N r,74.72.D n,75.50.Ee

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A . G eneralities

This paper discusses the inuence ofdisorder on the

properties ofweakly hole doped cuprate m aterials. In

cuprates, the superconducting state em erges through

chem icaldoping of a parent com pound which is insu-

lating and shows antiferrom agnetic (AF) order with a

high criticalN�eeltem peratureoftypically a few hundred

K elvin. As a consequence ofchem icaldoping,the com -

pounds are intrinsically disordered. Especially at weak

doping concentrations,disorderisknown to strongly in-

uence the behaviorofthese m aterials. This is evident

in the sim plestcuprate superconductor,La2� xSrxCuO 4,

wherethesuperconducting phaseem ergesvia doping di-

rectly from alow tem peraturespin glass(SG )phase.Re-

cently, glassy characteristics were detected even inside

the superconducting phase (see Ref.1 for a sum m ary of

the availableexperim entaldata).

Understanding the very weak doping regim e of

cuprates,the insulating AF and SG regim e,should be

relatively sim ple. This optim ism is based on the belief

that this regim e is dom inated by the behavior of iso-

lated holes in presence ofwelldeveloped AF m om ents.

Thesingleholepropertiesseem now to bequitewellun-

derstood and early theories ofhigh tem perature super-

conductivity were constructed from these one-hole wave

functions. Shraim an and Siggia2,3 proposed a theory of

interacting hole-quasiparticlesbased on theone-holepic-

ture and predicted the form ation ofspiralcorrelations

with a pitch proportionalto the hole density. Exper-

im ents have to date howevernotfound any evidence of

such spiralcorrelationsinsidethesuperconductingphase.

The pairing m echanism suggested by this sem iclassical

picture,a dipole-dipole interaction between holesm edi-

ated by softspin waves,4,5 has,perhapsunfairly,received

scantattention oflate. A potentialweaknessofthe ap-

proach isthe sem iclassicaltreatm entofspins(large S),

which im plies the assum ption ofa large AF correlation

length,whereasin the superconducting phase the spins

are believed to form som e kind ofquantum disordered

spin liquid. The scattering ofholes by spin excitations

wouldthen bequalitativelydi�erentatlargescales.How-

ever,whilethesem iclassicaltheoryisform ulated forlarge

scales, the structure and energy of the resulting two-

hole bound state isdeterm ined by the shortestcuto� in

the system 5,where AF correlationsarestillintact.Fur-

therm ore,the correlation length can be substantialeven

in superconducting sam ples, e.g. it exceeds 200 �A in

the stripe com pound La1:45Nd0:4Sr0:15CuO 4.
6 Thus,the

pairingm echanism suggested by thesem iclassicalpicture

m ay hide som e truth despite the absence oflong range

order.

W hile a sem iclassicalapproach to the superconduct-

ing regim e m ay orm ay not be valid,atsu�ciently low

holeconcentrations,wherestaticAF correlationsarestill

dom inant,i.e. in the SG and AF phase,a sem iclassi-

caltreatm entofspinsiscertainly justi�ed. However,at

theselow densities,wherethesystem isstilla M ottinsu-

lator,screening isvery poorand long-rangeCoulom b in-

teraction leadsto a strong disorderpotentialwhich m ust

betaken into account.Herewediscussa m odelin which

theentirechargedistribution isassum ed to bequenched.

Each hole, localized close to an ionized dopant, is as-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306721v2


2

sum ed to produce a long-ranged dipolar-shaped frustra-

tion oftheAF,sim ilarto theoneknown to beproduced

by delocalized holes. A polarization ofthe dipole m o-

m entsthen im pliestheappearanceofspiralcorrelations.

Itisknown thatthespiralstatedescribed by Shraim an

and Siggia,if one ignores disorder,is unstable toward

a localenhancem ent ofthe spiralpitch. This instabil-

ity arises from the ferm ionic susceptibility ofthe holes

and m ay signalan instability towardschargedensity for-

m ation or phase separation.7 However,ifthe holes are

quenched this instability is suppressed. Therefore,dis-

order takes a prom inent role in the creation ofa spiral

state.

W e here develop a renorm alization approach for dis-

ordered spiralphases,where we study the scaling ofthe

spin sti�ness and of the disorder. The im portance of

topologicaldefects ofthe spiraltexture isanalyzed and

theirrelevance forthe physicsofthe spin glassphase is

discussed.

B . U ndoped and w eakly doped cuprates

Undoped La2CuO 4 isa chargetransferinsulatorwith

an antiferrom agnetically ordered ground-state.Itiswell

described by a sim plesquarelatticespin-1=2 Heisenberg

m odel,

H H = J
X

hiji

Si� Sj; (1)

with the antiferrom agnetic exchange J � 1200K .The

sum is over nearest neighbor pairs ofsites and Si are

spin-1=2 operators.

In the study ofm agnetism ofLa2CuO 4,an approach

based on thequantum -non-linear-�m odel(Q NL�M )has

been highly successful. It correctly describes the long

wavelength hydrodynam ic m odes (spin waves) of the

Heisenberg m odel.8 In this continuum m odel, it is as-

sum ed that the antiferrom agnetic correlation length is

m uch largerthan the lattice spacing and the m odelde-

scribesslow uctuationsofthe locally wellde�ned stag-

gered m agnetization n (with n2 = 1). The Q NL�M ac-

tion is

Se�

�h
=
�S

2�h

Z �h�

0

d�

Z

d
2
x

�

(@�n)
2
+

1

c2
(@�n)

2

�

: (2)

Thespin sti�ness�S and thespin wavevelocity cshould

be viewed asphenom enologicalparam etersto be deter-

m ined either from experim ent or from other techniques

such asspin wave theory ornum ericalsim ulations.The

couplingconstantofthem odelisg = �hc�=�s (� isahigh

frequency cuto� ).Thereisa zero tem peraturequantum

phase transition atg = gc � 4� from a phase with long-

range order (g < gc, \renorm alized classicalregim e")

to a phase which exists for g > gc and which is quan-

tum disordered with only �nite spin correlationsand no

static m agnetic order.Itisnow �rm ly believed thatthe

S = 1=2 Heisenberg m odeldescribed by (1)hasg < gc.

M easurem entsofthecorrelation length ofLa2CuO 4 have

been �tted extrem ely wellwith the Q NL�M predictions

forthe renorm alized classicalregim e.9

O nce holes are added to the CuO 2 planes,the m ag-

netism becom esrathercom plex. Fig.1 sum m arizesthe

m agnetic phase diagram atweak doping concentrations

of La2� xSrxCuO 4 and Y 1� xCaxBa2CuO 4.
10 Here, we

concentrate on La2� xSrxCuO 4. For very sm allSr con-

centration,the m ostdram atice�ectisa rapid reduction

ofTN with the com plete destruction oflong-rangeorder

occurring ata criticaldoping valueofroughly xg � 0:02.

Further,a spin freezing isobserved inside the AF phase

below a tem peratureTf which scaleslinearly with theSr

concentration,Tf � (815K )x for0 < x < xg. Thisspin

freezingisinferred from abroad distribution ofextrem ely

slow relaxation tim esm easured with localprobessuch as
139

La nuclearquadrupole resonance11 (NQ R)and m uon

spin resonance12 (�SR). Surprisingly, while at higher

tem peratures doping leads to a reduction of the local

staggered m om ents,at tem peratures lower than about

30 K the staggered m om ents recover and at zero tem -

perature they are practically doping independent and

approach the value ofthe undoped com pound,11,12 see

the m iddle panelofFig.1. However,the distribution

ofstaggered m om ents is broad at �nite doping,with a

variance which is again sim ply linear in x, see Fig.1

bottom .10 Both the recovery ofthe staggered m om ents

and the broad distribution ofrelaxation tim esare rem i-

niscentofatransversespin glassstate,in which thetrans-

verse spin wave m odes ofthe AF freeze in a static but

random pattern.Theseareclearsignaturesofdisorderin

theweakly doped AF phase.Thisisfurthercorroborated

by transportm easurem ents,which show a behaviortypi-

calforrandom system s.13 Attem peraturesbelow � 50 K

the conductivity roughly followsvariable range hopping

characteristicswhile athighertem peraturesa therm ally

activated conductivity is observed,with activation en-

ergiesofabout19 m eV.14 This indicates thatthe holes

localizenearthe random ly distributed Srdonors.

Both the presence of �nite staggered m agnetic m o-

m entsand thebroad distribution ofslow relaxation tim es

persist also above x > xg where long-range order is

destroyed.10 Again,there is a recovery ofthe staggered

m om ents at very low tem peratures, although the zero

tem perature m om entisnow slightly sm allerthan in the

undoped com pound. The x dependence of Tf follows

now roughly a 1=x scaling. The regim e 0:02 < x < 0:05

is welldescribed as a conventionalspin glass (SG ) and

shows characteristic non-ergodic behavior.15 The freez-

ing transition tem perature Tf in this regim e can thus

be identi�ed as a SG transition tem perature Tg. The

factthatstaggered m om entspersistalso abovex = 0:02

isim portantand excludesthe possibility thatthe tran-

sition at x = 0:02 is a disordering transition driven by

quantum uctuationsasdescribed in theQ NL�M form u-

lation above. It is often argued thatupon hole doping,

the reshu�ing ofthe spins by m obile holesleads to en-
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hanced quantum uctuations ofthe spins which would

eventually drivethespin system pastthequantum criti-

calpointoftheQ NL� m odel,driving theAF into a spin

liquid phase.Asthetransition atx = 0:02isnotfollowed

by a spin liquid phasebutrathera SG thisscenario does

notapply forthe AF-SG transition.

O nly recently,itwasfound thattheshortranged m ag-

netic order in the SG regim e is incom m ensurate,with

a m axim um of the im aginary part of the susceptibil-

ity located at the in-plane wave vector (1=2 � �=
p
2,

1=2� �=
p
2),in units of2�=a where a isthe Cu lattice

spacing.15,16,17 Here,� isthe incom m ensurability which

roughly follows� ’ x. Thisincom m ensurability hasof-

ten been interpreted as diagonalstripe form ation,even

though no signatures ofa charge m odulation were ob-

served.Rather,allexperim entspointtoward a quenched

chargedistribution and wethusarguethata m orelikely

explanation istheform ation ofshortranged spiralorder.

FIG .1: Phase diagram asseen by �-SR,with data obtained

from La2�x SrxCuO 4 (open sym bols) and Y 1�x CaxBa2CuO 3

(closed sym bols),psh is the hole concentration. (a) D oping

dependence ofthe N�eeltem perature TN ,freezing transition

tem peratureTf,spin glasstransition tem peratureTg and su-

perconducting transition tem peratureTc.(b)Norm alized av-

erageinternal�eld atT= 1 K .(c)RM S deviation �B atT= 1

K .Fig.from Niederm ayeretal.
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In La2� xSrxCuO 4 static AF m om ents are strong for

sm allx and the holes seem to localize at low tem per-

atureswhere transportexperim entsindicate a relatively

weakly bound holewith alocalization length ofafew lat-

ticeconstants.Thus,onem ighthopetogainconsiderable

insightinto thesephasesby solving theone-holeproblem

�rstand to proceed from there on.Asm entioned in the

beginning,the understanding ofthe spin-polaron state

arisingfrom oneholein an antiferrom agneticbackground

is by now quite m ature.2,18,19 For the t� J m odel,the

bottom ofthedressed holeband liesatthezonefacecen-

tersk0 = (� �=2;� �=2)and thebandwidth scaleswith J.

Because ofthe presence oftwo sub-lattices,there exists

a pseudo-spin degeneracy foreach k vector. An im por-

tant characteristic ofthe hole wave function is that it

describesa long-ranged dipolardistortion ofthe AF or-

derwhich arisesfrom a coupling ofthe spin currentcar-

ried by the hole to the m agnetization currentofthe AF

background.2 Relativetotheposition ofthem ovinghole,

theFouriertransform ofthetransversespin deviationsis

then proportionalto(�qx+ �qy)=�q
2,18 where�q = q� (�;�),

i.e.the staggered m agnetization showsa dipolarpattern

in realspaceidenticalto theoneproduced by an isolated

ferrom agneticbond,seeSec.IIA.

The Srim purity position,located above the centerof

a Cu plaquette, has a high sym m etry and couples to

both sub-lattices in the sam e way,so that the pseudo-

spin degeneracy m entioned above should survive also in

the bound hole state. The bound hole state isa super-

position ofplanewavestatesdescribing them obilehole.

Forsu�ciently weakly bound holes,we expectthe m ain

weightofthebound holewavefunction torem ain atwave

vectorscloseto k0 orequivalentpositions,and,depend-

ing on the relativephasesand the weightofthese pock-

ets,dipolarorquadrupolarfrustration isassociated with

the localized hole.W e note thatdipolarfrustration was

also suggested by Aharony etal. for O doped system s,

caused by a localization ofholes in the O site with the

liberation ofoneofthespinsfrom theO p6 state,21 lead-

ing to an e�ectiveferrom agneticcoupling forthetwo Cu

spinsjointby theO .W hilethem icroscopicorigin offrus-

tration in the Aharony m odelisvery di�erentfrom the

quantum m echanicalone thatwe assum e here,the phe-

nom enologicalspin-only m odelwe em ploy below is not

sensitive to the m icroscopic details. In either case,the

dipole m om ent ofthe localized hole state is character-

ized by two vectors,one in spin-and one in realspace.

Therealspacevectorcharacterizing thedipoleissim ply

theorientation oftheferrom agneticbond in theAharony

picturewhileitisdeterm ined by thefourcoe�cientsck0

and by the equivalent wave vectors ofthe bound hole

wave function in the quantum m echanicalm odel. The

coupling to thespin background isthen identicalin both

m odels. Here we sim ply assum e that the localized hole

producesdipolarfrustrationand,ratherthan relatingour

phenom enologicalcoupling param etersto a m icroscopic

m odel,we derive our param eters from a com parison to

experim ents.Aswe discussbelow,the dipole m odelcan

quitewellexplain alltheim portantcharacteristicsofthe

m agnetism ofthe weakly doped AF and SG phase. Let

us further m ention that for Sr doping,it was proposed

thata chiralspin currentisinduced on thefourCu sites

closestto theSrim purity which leadsto a Skyrm ion-like

distortion ofthe AF,where the m echanism offrustra-

tion isagain the coupling between spin and background

m agnetization currents.20

In section II we introduce the dipolar frustration
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m odel,sum m arize the m ain results ofprevious studies

on this m odel,and discuss how they com pare with ex-

perim ents. In section IIIwe �rstderive an extension of

the m odelto allow for non-collinear correlations which

arise from dipole ordering. W e perform a RG calcula-

tion to understand the inuence ofdisorderand discuss

theim portanceoftopologicaldefectsofthespin texture.

Finally,in section IV ourresultsarecom pared with neu-

tron scattering data on the SG phase ofLa2� xSrxCuO 4.

W e�nd thattheSG phasecan bedescribed asastrongly

disordered spiralphasein which topologicaldefectspro-

liferate.

II. T H E A F P H A SE A N D D IP O LA R

FR U ST R A T IO N M O D ELS

W e briey sketch here the basis ofthe dipolar frus-

tration m odeland the resultsofpreviousstudiesofthis

m odelin the collinearlim it. The m odelaspresented in

this section is applicable only for the antiferrom agnetic

phase in which the dipoles do not have a preferred di-

rection. Athigh tem peratures,the collineartheory can

then beused.W ewillshow in the nextsection however,

thatthe collinearm odelis not able to describe the low

tem perature and/orstrong disorderregim e,where non-

collinearbehaviorem erges.

In the dipole m odel,itisassum ed thateach localized

hole producesdipolarfrustration. Itisthen possible to

study the m agnetism ofthe hole doped m aterials com -

pletely ignoring the charge degrees of freedom and to

workwith thespin sectoronly.Further,asthereareclear

indicationsofstaticAF correlationsforx < 0:05,thean-

tiferrom agnetshould bewelldescribed within therenor-

m alized classicalregim e ofthe Q NL�M .In thisregim e,

quantum uctuationssim ply lead to arenorm alization of

the coupling constantofthe classicalm odel.A classical

m odelshould thussu�ceto describetherelevantphysics

in the AF and SG regim e.

A . Ferrom agnetic bonds as an exam ple ofdipolar

frustration

Dipolar frustration was �rst discussed in the general

contextofinsulating spin glassesby Villain.22 The sim -

plestway ofproducingdipolarspin texturesisby placing

a ferrom agneticbond in an otherwiseAF m agnet,whose

orderparam eterwe denote by n. Ata distance x away

from theferrom agneticbond,thisleadsto a deviation of

the N�eelorder�n � f�x�=x
2. Here,f� isa vectorboth

in spin and lattice space,where � = 1,2 are the indices

ofthe 2D lattice vector. The spin part corresponds to

the localferrom agneticm om ent(with f� ? n)produced

by the bond and the lattice partcorrespondsto the ori-

entation ofthebond on thelattice(seeFig.2).Thiscan

be easily derived in a harm onic continuum approxim a-

tion,where the energy density ofthe m agnetaway from

the im purity isproportionalto [@�(�n)]
2 and the classi-

calequation ofm otion isr 2(�n)= 0.Forany im purity

distribution,the solution for �n can thus be written in

a m ultipole expansion. Asthe m onopole m om entisen-

ergetically too costly22 the lowest order contributions,

consistentwith the sym m etry ofthe one-bond problem ,

aredipolar.

FM moment

FM bond

FIG .2: D ipolar distortions produced by a ferrom agnetic

bond

B . C ollinear M odel

Becauseofthelong-rangenatureofdipolarfrustration,

a continuum �eld theory,such asa (classical)non-linear

�-m odel(NL�M ),shouldbewellsuited foratreatm entof

thisproblem . W hile the dipole spin structure discussed

above is a solution ofthe harm onic theory,it is not a

solution of the 2D NL�M . Nonetheless one can study

thedipolem odelwithin theNL�M ,ifoneintroducesthe

dipolarfrustration through a m inim alcoupling schem e.

As m entioned in Ref. [23], the dipolar frustration can

be reproduced (on the harm onic level)via a coupling of

the dipoles to the gradientofthe orderparam etern of

theNL�M .Thus,within a NL�M approach,thereduced

Ham iltonian ofthem odelcan bewritten as23,24 (thefac-

tor� = T � 1 isincluded in the Ham iltonian and we set

kB = 1)

H col=
�s

2T

Z

d
2
x(@�n)

2
+
�s

T

Z

d
2
x f� � @�n (3)

where n2 = 1,�s is the spin sti�ness (renorm alized by

quantum uctuations), T the tem perature, n a three

com ponent unit vector representing the localstaggered

m om entand f� isa�eld representingthedipoles.W edid

not include here sm allcorrections which lowerthe spin

sym m etry from Heisenberg to XY orIsing. W hile these

areknown to bepresentboth in theundoped and weakly

doped com pounds25,they have a very sm allcharacter-

istic energy scale and,as a �rst approxim ation,we set

them to zero. Note howeverthatthese term sdom inate

the static m agnetic susceptibility near the N�eeltransi-

tion. For a random distribution oflocalized dipoles we

write

f�(x)= M
X

i

�(x � xi)a�(xi)M i (4)
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where the sum is over the im purity sites, ai are lat-

tice unitvectors,M i unitvectorsin spin space,and M

m easuresthe strength ofthe dipoles. W hile there isno

dipole-dipole interaction term in Eq.(3),uctuationsof

the n �eld generate a spin wave m ediated interaction.

This can be seen once short scale uctuations are inte-

grated outundera renorm alization procedure.23 An in-

tegration overthe shortscale uctuations up to a scale

L � 1=
p
x (butL � �where�isthe2D spin correlation

length)leadsto an e�ectiveinteraction term oftheform

H [fM ig]=
�sM

2

2T

X

i;j

JijM i� Mj (5)

with

Jij =
1

2�x2
ij

 

2
(xij � ai) (xij � aj)

x2ij
� ai� aj

!

; (6)

and xij = xi � xj:Thus,for an average separation of

dipoles � 1=
p
x there is a random interaction am ong

dipoleswith a characteristic energy U � �sM
2x=4�. It

wasfurthershown23 thatathigh tem peratures,U � T,

the presence ofdipoles lead to a renorm alized e�ective

sti�ness�e� = �s(1� U=T).Thus,thecorrelation length

athigh tem peratures(and sm allx)hasthe form

�� exp

�
2��e�

T

�

= exp

�
2��s

T
�
2��sU

T 2

�

: (7)

This result agrees to lowest order in x with that ob-

tained by Cherepanov etal.24 in a related renorm aliza-

tion group (RG ) calculation where they calculated �e�

up to order x2. >From a com parison with correlation

lengths obtained from neutron scattering data at high

tem peratures,they estim ated U � 20�sx. The doping

dependence ofTN wasalso found to be consistentwith

the dipole m odel.24

FIG .3: R 1 = (T
�
1 )

�1
data from

139
La NQ R relaxation m ea-

surem entsforLa2�x SrxCuO 4 and variousx < 0:02,from Ref.

[
11
].

A second independent test of the value of U is to

considerthe spin relaxation tim es inside the AF phase.

This can be understood already within the theoretical

fram ework just presented, using argum ents sim ilar to

those from Ref.26 where spin relaxation has been dis-

cussed within a slightly di�erentfrustration m odel.The

relaxation rates inside the AF phase can be explained

within the dipole theory ifone assum es that the relax-

ation is driven by the interaction am ong dipoles and

hence controlled by the param eterU . At tem peratures

wellabovetheactualfreezingtem perature,an Arrhenius

law isobserved,with acharacteristicenergyE = 8:9Tf �

7250K x,seeFig.3.Theaboveestim ateofU correctlyre-

producesthelinearscaling oftherelaxation energy with

x and also gives a good estim ate for the slope. W ith

U = 20�sx,�s � 24 m eV24 one obtains U � 5500K x.

Considering thatthisisa very rough approxim ation,the

value is not too far o� from the experim entalone. W e

m ention furtherthatthelinearscalingofthewidth ofthe

distribution oflocalstaggered m om entsisalsoconsistent

with a dipole m odel.27

III. N O N -C O LLIN EA R C O R R ELA T IO N S A N D

D IP O LE O R D ER IN G

W hile the dipole m odelpresented above can wellex-

plain thetem peratureand dopingdependenceofthecor-

relation length notjustin the AF butalso,to som e ex-

tent,in theSG regim e,24 theoreticalinvestigationsofthe

m odelhave always predicted (or rather assum ed) short

ranged com m ensurate antiferrom agnetism . The recent

observation ofincom m ensurate (IC)correlationsforthe

regim e0:02< x < 0:05requiresthereforeanew approach

to the SG phase.28

As a possible explanation for the presence ofIC cor-

relations,a disordered striped phase hasbeen proposed,

sim ilarto theordered striped phasefound nearx � 1=8.

W hile there isindeed an instability in the striped phase

toward a disordered phase atlow x,29 itisunlikely that

thestripeswillsurvivein presenceofstrong disorder.In

fact, recent num ericalsim ulations ofShraim ann-Siggia

dipoleswith disorderhaveshown thatthelatterleadsto

a destruction ofthe stripephase.30

In the spin glass regim e, there are two com peting

length scales. The �rst is related to the average sepa-

ration between disordercenters(Srions)‘d which scales

as‘d � 1=
p
x.Theotheristhescaling oftheperiodicity

‘s associated with the incom m ensurability,which scales

as‘s � 1=x.Forsm allx,‘d � ‘s.In astripescenariothe

charge distribution would also have a periodicity which

scaleswith ‘s. Thus,in a striped phase the charge can

nottakefulladvantageofthedisorder.Thestripesm ust

either break up into shortsegm ents orreduce their on-

stripe charge density considerably to take advantage of

thedisorderpotential.Instead weproposeherea theory

in which the chargesare com pletely disordered and the

incom m ensurability existsonly in thespin sector.Then,

there is no conictbetween the two scales ‘s and ‘d as

‘s relatesonly to the spinswhereas‘d characterizesthe
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chargedistribution.

Notice that even in the case that short segm ents of

stripesshould be present,these stripeswould lose their

anti-phase dom ain wallcharacterand instead actlike a

row offerrom agnetic bonds,again causing dipolar frus-

tration. Thus,the theory we present here applies both

to the case oflocalized hole states which produce dipo-

larfrustration asitdoesto a system ofrandom ly placed

stripe segm ents.W e view the scenario oflocalized holes

howeverasthe m oreplausible one.

A . D ipole ordering

Itiseasy to see how the dipole m odelcan lead to IC

correlations.3 The Ham iltonian Eq.(3) favors the for-

m ation ofa spiralphase,with a non-zero average twist

@�n oftheAF orderand asim ultaneousalignm entofthe

dipoles,hf�i6= 0,aslongasthelatticeand spin degreesof

freedom ofdipolesareannealed and freeto orientthem -

selves. The lattice position ofthe Sr dopants (located

abovethecenterofa Cu plaquette),which pin theholes,

suggeststhatthisfreedom indeed exists. W e em phasize

that a spatially hom ogeneous distribution ofdipoles is

notrequired forthe form ation ofspiralcorrelations.

The preferred orientation ofthe lattice partofthe f�
vectorisdeterm ined by the nature ofthe localized hole

state and therefore should reectthe sym m etriesofthe

underlying lattice. Thusa discrete setoffavored lattice

vectorsfortheform ation ofthespiralexists.Thea-b(or

square lattice) sym m etry breaking associated with the

form ation ofspiralcorrelationscan therefore have truly

longrangeorder.Thecontinuoussym m etryofspin space

on the otherhand inhibitslong-rangem agnetic orderin

the 2D system for either �nite tem peratures or disor-

der. The experim entalobservation ofa m acroscopic a-b

asym m etry16 butvery shortspin correlation lengthsthus

clearly m otivate the study ofthe dipole m odel.

B . C ontinuum description ofspiralphases

W e here investigate the dipole m odelallowing forthe

presenceofnon-zeroordered m om entsbutassum ea ran-

dom spatialdistribution ofthe dipoles. First,however,

we need a propertheoreticaldescription ofthe hom oge-

neousspiralphase.

In collinear m agnets, the rotationalO (3) sym m etry

of the system is broken down to a ground state with

O (2) sym m etry,as rotations around the m agnetization

axis leave the ground state invariant (this is schem ati-

cally shown on the left hand side ofFig.4). The or-

der param eter ofcollinear m agnets is then an elem ent

of O (3)=O (2). This group is isom orphic to the group

ofthree dim ensionalunit vectorsn,which is the repre-

sentation used in the Ham iltonian Eq.(3). Further,in

absence ofdipoles,the Ham iltonian Eq.(3)is invariant

with respect to O (2) rotations ofthe lattice variables.
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collinear

FIG .4:The orderparam eterofcollinearm agnets,which are

invariant under rotations around the collinear axis, can be

represented by a unitvector(left),whereas non-collinearor-

derparam etersrequire three orthonorm alvectors(right).

Thespin and latticesym m etriesaredecoupled and inde-

pendentforthecollinearAF.A spiralground stateon the

other hand breaks the O (3) spin sym m etry com pletely.

M oreover,in aspiralstatethelatticesym m etriesand the

spin sym m etries are no longer decoupled and the order

param eterspaceofsuch a statebecom esm oreinvolved.

Forspirals,the com bined sym m etry oflatticeand the

spin spaceisO (3)� O (2).Asdiscussed in detailbyAzaria

etal.,31 the coupling ofthe spin and lattice degrees of

freedom in frustrated spin system sleadsto an orderpa-

ram eterwhich resultsfrom a sym m etry breaking ofthe

com bined lattice and spin degrees offreedom and is in

generalofthe form O (3)� O (q)=O (q) where q depends

on the sym m etriesofthe lattice.Fora spiralphase,one

�nds32 q= 2.

A convenientrepresentation ofthe orderparam eteris

in term s oforthonorm alnk,k = 1:::3,with na
k
naq =

�kq. K lee and M uram atsu32 have derived a continuum

�eld theory forthe nk orderparam etersfrom the lattice

Heisenberg m odelEq.(1),assum ing an IC spiralstate

with an ordering wave vector kS = (�
a
;�
a
)+ qS. Here,

qS m easures the deviation from the com m ensurate AF

wave vector,see Fig.5. The lattice spins Si at sites ri
can be param etrized in a spiralcon�guration with the

useofthe na
k
as(with n3 = n1 � n2)

Si=S = n1 cos(kS � ri)� n2 sin(kS � ri): (8)

2 π

sk

FIG .5: Spin texture ofan AF spiral.

A perfectly ordered spiralisdescribed by Eq.(8)with

constant,i.e.spaceindependent,nk.Toallow forspatial

uctuationsofthespinsaround thespiralorder,K leeand

M uram atsu introduced a slowly varying �eld L via32,33

S(ri)

S
=

N + aL
p
1+ 2aN � L + a2L2

= N + a[L � (N � L)]� a
2

�

(N � L)L +
1

2
L
2
N
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�
3

2
(N � L)

2
N

�

+ O (a3); (9)

whereN = n1 cos(kS � ri)� n2 sin(kS � ri)with now slowly

uctuating �eldsnk.Thecontinuum theory can then be

found upon expressing in the lattice Heisenberg m odel

the spin operators in term s ofthe nk and L �elds,ex-

panding the term s up to order a2 and taking the lim it

a ! 0 in the end.Afterintegrating outthe L �elds,one

�ndsan e�ectiveHam iltonian which can bewritten in the

classicallim itin thegeneralform 32 (again weincludethe

factor�= T � 1 into H )

H =
1

2

Z

d
2
x pk�(@�nk)

2 + s�

Z

d
2
x n1 � @�n2: (10)

This description is valid for length scales larger than

jqSj
� 1. The sti�nesses ofthe order param eter nk are

given initially by p1� = p2� = JS2 cos(qS�a)=(2T) and

p3� ’ 0, but will change under a renorm alization of

the m odel. W e willignore for the m ost part the sm all

anisotropy (of order q2Sa
2) in the sti�nesses pk� and

just write pk. The vector s is to lowest order given by

s = JqS=T. The term with the s� pre-factor m akes

this Ham iltonian unstable,which sim ply expresses the

fact that the pure Heisenberg m odeldoes not support

a spiralphase ground state. The s� term willhowever

be canceled by a sim ilarterm originating from the cou-

pling ofthe spinsto the ordered fraction ofthe dipoles,

relating the incom m ensurability self-consistently to the

ordered m om entofthe dipoles. In otherwords,the or-

dered dipolesstabilizethe spiralphase,asexpected.

Itm ustbestressed thatbecausethecontinuum m odel

isonly valid atlength scaleslargerthan theperiod ofthe

IC structure,thereisa relatively largeuncertainty in the

estim atesofthepk�.Thereisalwaysafundam entalprob-

lem in relatingthecontinuum m odelparam etersto those

oftheoriginalm icroscopiclatticem odel,butin thiscase

thisproblem isespecially severe. The continuum m odel

param etersm ust be obtained from an average overone

period ofthe spiralwhich,for sm allincom m ensurabili-

ties,can be ratherlarge. Thus,the above estim atesfor

the pk�’sshould be taken with care.

C . D isorder coupling: a gauge glass m odel

W enow m ustincludethecoupling ofthedipolarfrus-

tration centerstothespiralorderparam eter.W hilethere

isno m icroscopicderivation ofthiscoupling athand,the

factthatthe coupling in the collinearm odelcan be ex-

pressed within a m inim um coupling schem e allowsfora

sim ple generalization ofthe m odelto non-collinearspin

states. W e �rst observe that the ordering wave vector

of the spiral, qS, is entirely determ ined by the aver-

ageorientation ofthe dipoles.Sim ilarly,localvariations

ofthe density or orientation ofthe dipoles should also

m odify the localordering wave vector. Further,to re-

producethe strong canting produced by the dipoles,the

coupling should beof�rstorderin thespatialderivative

ofthe spiralorder param eter. To generate the frustra-

tion produced bythedipoleswethusintroduceam inim al

coupling34 in the �rst term ofEq.(10),i.e. we replace

(@�nk)
2 with [(@� � iB� � L)nk]

2 where B � isa random

gauge�eld,representing thedipoles.Thecom ponentsof

L are 3� 3 m atrix representationsofangularm om enta

which generaterotationsaboutthethreespin axes,with

� iB� � L nk = B � � nk: (11)

This coupling has the advantage of relative sim plicity

com bined with a clearphysicalinterpretation:the dipo-

lar�elds de�ne the locally preferred wave vectorofthe

spiral,and uctuations ofthe dipole �elds lead to uc-

tuations ofthe wave vector. Further,it reproduces the

correctform ofthedipolecoupling in thecollinearlim it,

asshown below.Letuswrite B � = [B �]D + Q � so that

[Q �]D = 0, where [:::]
D

is the disorder average. W e

then obtain the following Ham iltonian for the spiralin

presenceofdisorder,

H =
1

2

Z

d
2
xpk�(@�nk)

2+

Z

d
2
x pk@�nk� Q�� nk; (12)

where the ordered part of the dipole �eld cancels the

second term in Eq.(10).Thus,

pk�@�nk � [B�]D � nk + s�n1 � @�n2 = 0: (13)

AsqS / s,thisequation relatesthe incom m ensurability

linearly to the density ofordered dipoles. The rem ain-

ing part ofthe dipole �eld,Q�,is a quenched variable

with zero m ean and we assum e G aussian short ranged

statistics,

�
Q
a
�(x)Q

b
�(y)

�

D
= ��(x � y)�ab ��� : (14)

In absence of disorder, the Ham iltonian de�ned by

Eq.(12) has the desired O (3)� O (2)=O (2) sym m etry.

TheO (3)sym m etry isassociated with thespin indicesa

ofthena
k
,whiletheO (2)sym m etryisassociated with the

latticeindicesk and arisesbecausep1� = p2�.Hence,the

equality p1� = p2� isdirectly related and enforced by the

sym m etriesofthe spiral.Note thatifallpk� are identi-

cal,thelatticesym m etryisenhancedtoO (3).W efurther

see now,that the m odelreduces to the collinear m odel

Eq.(3)in the casep1;2 = 0 with p3 = �s=T,n3 = n and

f� = Q � � n. Unfortunately it is notpossible to reach

thecollinearlim itby sendingqS ! 0.Thereason isthat

the param eters pk� are,within the approxim ation used

in theirderivation,independentofthesizeoftheunitcell

ofthe spiral,i.e. in the lim itqS ! 0,the unitcellsize

divergeswhile theparam eterspk� rem ain una�ected.

Them odelde�ned by Eq.(12)isin factfarm oregen-

eralthan itsderivation m ightsuggest.In absenceofdis-

order it is applicable to other types offrustrated spin

system swith a non-collinearground-state,such ase.g.

the Heisenberg m odelon a triangular lattice.31,33,35 It

isconceivable,thatcertain typesofrandom nessin such
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lattices m ay be welldescribed by the disorder coupling

em ployed here. M ore im portantly,the m odelEq.(12)

can be viewed asa generalm odelto investigate diluted

spin glasses,in which a spin system is frustrated by a

sm allnum berofim purities. There have been investiga-

tionsofsim ilarm odelsofspin glassesin the past,m ost

notably by Hertz,34 which however did not account for

non-collinearcorrelationswhich are known to be essen-

tialin spin glasses.36 O urapproach hastheappealthatit

can interpolatebetween collinearand non-collinearstates

andthuso�ersthepossibilitytostudythetransitionfrom

an ordered collinearm agnettoadisordered non-collinear

onecontinuously.

D . R enorm alization

W e now investigate the renorm alization ofthe m odel

underachangeofscale,with theobjectivetounderstand

the inuence ofthe dipoles on the correlation length of

the m odel. Forcarrying outthe RG calculation,itisof

advantageto use a SU (2)representation ofthe m odel35

(see also App.A).W e thereforewrite

n
a
k =

1

2
tr
�
�
a
g�

k
g
� 1
�

(15)

where �a arePaulim atricesand g 2 SU (2).W e further

introducethe �elds37

A
a
� =

1

2i
tr
�
�
a
g
� 1
@�g

�
; (16)

which are related to the �rst spatialderivatives ofnk
through @�n

a
k = 2�ijkA

i
�n

a
j. Eq.(12)then acquiresthe

form ,

H =
1

t�

Z

d
2
x

h

A
2
� + bA

z
�

2
i

+

+ 2

Z

d
2
x pk� �ijk �abc A

i
� n

a
j n

c
k Q

b
� : (17)

wheret� 1� = 2(p1� + p3�)and b= (p1� � p3�)=(p1� + p3�).

Atthe pointb= 0 the sym m etry isenhanced to O (3)�

O (3)=O (3) ’ O (4)=O (3) while at b = � 1 the m odelis

collinear.Forspirals,wehaveinitially b= 1.

W e �rst discuss the dim ensionalscaling behavior of

them odel(12,17).W eassign thedim ension � 1 to each

spatialdim ension so @� hasdim ension 1.Itfollowsthat

the A � �eldshavea scaling dim ension of1.The scaling

dim ension ofthe �rstterm in Eqs.(12,17)isthen 2� d

where here d = 2. Thus,this term is m arginaland an

RG analysisisrequired to study the scaling ofthe t�,b

param eters. Localterm s containing m ore than two A �

term shavepositivedim ensionsand areirrelevant.Hence,

such term s,whilethey aregenerated in theperturbative

expansion wediscussbelow,need notbe considered.

Aswaspointed outin Ref.[24],forthedisorderchoice

(14)them odelde�ned by Eq.(3)hasa lowercriticaldi-

m ension oftwo and isthusrenorm alizablein two dim en-

sions,ascan be shown with a generalIm ry-M a type ar-

gum ent.Thesam eargum entcan beused forthepresent

m odel.The disordercoupling in Eq.(12)can be rewrit-

ten in m om entum spaceasarandom �eld couplingofthe

form
Z

d2q

(2�)2
nk(� q)� hk(q);

hk(q)= ipk�q�

Z

d
2
x (Q � � nk)e

iq� x

wheretherandom �eldshk(q)havedisordercorrelations

with a m om entum dependence

h

ha
k
(q)ha

0

k0
(q0)

i

D
/ �(q �

q0)jqj� with � = 2.According to generalargum entsby

Im ry and M a,38 in m odels with continuous sym m etries

random �elds willdestroy long-range order as long as

d < 4� �. This im plies that in our case d = 2 is the

lower criticaldim ension24 and a renorm alization group

analysisofboth thesti�nessand thedisordercoupling is

required.

W enow derivetheone-loopRG equations.Forthis,we

splittheoriginalSU (2)�eld g into slow and fastm odes,

g = ~gexp(i’a�a)and traceoutthefastm odes’a which

haveuctuationsin the range[�� 1;1],wherewe setthe

originalUV cuto� equalto 1. For the one-loop calcu-

lation,we need an expansion ofEq.(17) up to second

order in ’a (higher order term s willonly contribute at

higherloop orderofthe RG ).Forthe �eldsnk and A �

the expansion reads(seeApp.B form oredetails)

A
i
� = ~A i

� + @�’
i+ �ijk’

j
@�’

k + 2�ijk’
j ~A k

� � 2~A i
� ’

2

+ 2~A ��’ ’
i+ O (’3);

n
a
i = ~nai + 2�ijk’

j~nak + ’
j
’
k
R
ai
jk + O (’3);

where

R
ai
jk =

1

2
tr

�

�
a~g

�

�
j
�
i
�
k �

1

2
�
j
�
k
�
i�

1

2
�
i
�
j
�
k

�

~g� 1
�

:

Theexpansion ofthe energy functional(17)reads

H =
1

t�

Z

d
2
x

�

~A 2
� + b

�
~A z
�

�2
�

+ H c0 + H ’ + H p (18)

with

H c0 = 2

Z

d
2
xpk��ijk �abc ~A i

�~n
a
j~n

c
kQ

b
�;

H p = H 1 + H 2 + H 3 + H 4 + H c1 + H c2 + H c3 + H c4:

The �rsttwo term s in the expansion ofH have exactly

the sam e form as the originalfunctional(17),but are

now functionalsofthe slow �elds. H’ isquadratic in ’

and hasthe form

H ’ =
1

t�

Z

d
2
x

h

(@�’)
2
+ b(@�’

z)
2
i

H 1 :::H 4 aregenerated by the�rstterm in Eq.(17)and

aregiven by

H 1 = 2t� 1�

Z

d
2
x ~A i

�@�’
j
’
k
�ijk (1� b�iz + 2b�jz);
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H 2 = 2t� 1�

Z

d
2
x @�’

i ~A i
� (1+ b�iz);

H 3 = 4bt� 1�

Z

d
2
x �zjk ~A

z
�’

j ~A k
�;

H 4 = 4bt� 1�

Z

d
2
x

��

�zjk’
j ~A k

�

�2
�

�
~A z
�

�2
’
2

+ ~A z
�’

z ~A ��’
i

:

The coupling term in Eq.(17)producesthe H c1 :::H c4

term s,

H c1 = 4

Z

d
2
x pk��ijk�abc

h

�klm ~n
a
j~n

c
m
~A i
�

+ �jlm ~n
c
k~n

a
m
~A i
� + �ilm ~n

a
j~n

c
k
~A m
�

i

’
l
Q
b
�;

H c2 = 2

Z

d
2
x pk��ijk�abc@�’

i~naj~n
c
kQ

b
�;

H c3 = 2

Z

d
2
x pk��ijk�abc

h
~A i
�

�

~najR
ck
lm + ~nckR

aj

lm

�

’
l
’
m

+ 2~naj~n
c
k

�
~A ��’ ’

i� ~A i
�’

2

�

+ 4

�
~A i
��jlm �kpq~n

a
m ~n

c
q +

~A m
� �ilm �kpq~n

c
q~n

a
j

+ ~A m
� �ilm �jpq~n

a
q~n

c
k

�

’
p
’
l
i

Q
b
�;

H c4 = 2

Z

d
2
x pk��ijk�abc

�
2
�
�klm ~n

a
j~n

c
m

+ �jlm ~n
a
m ~n

c
k)@�’

i
’
l+ �ilm @�’

m
’
l~naj~n

c
k

�
Q
b
�:

Theintegration overthefast’ �eldsisperform ed with
Z

D [’i]exp(� H’)exp(� Hp)= e
� F

Z

D [’i]exp(� H’)

whereF isobtained from a cum ulantexpansion

� F = ln

R
D [’i]exp(� H’)exp(� Hp)

R
D [’i]exp(� H’)

=

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n

n!



H

n
p

�

’c
(19)

and h:::i
’c

indicates that only connected diagram s are

to be considered.

1. Renorm alization ofthe spin sti�ness

W e ignore the (sm all)anisotropy ofthe t� param eter

and sim ply usethe isotropicm ean ts =
p
t1t2 in theRG

analysisbelow. W e collectallterm sin the perturbative

expansion which arebilinearin ~A i
�.Afterperform ingthe

disorderaverageofF ,therenorm alized sti�nessesofthe
~A i
� �eldsisfound to be (seeApp.C and D 1)

1

~ts
=

1

ts
�

�
2(1� b)

ts
+
(2� b+ b2)�

t2s

�

C
x(0);

~b

~ts
=

b

ts
�

�
2b(3+ b)

ts
+
b(5+ b)�

t2s

�

C
x(0):

W ith ‘= ln� and

C
x(0)=

ts

4�
ln�

onethen �ndsthe RG equations

@

@‘

1

ts
= �

1� b

2�
�
(2� b+ b2)�

4�ts
;

@

@‘

b

ts
= �

(3+ b)b

2�
�
(5+ b)b�

4�ts
:

Thisyields

@

@‘
ts =

1� b

2�
t
2
s +

2� b+ b2

4�
�ts; (20)

@

@‘
b = �

b(1+ b)

�
ts �

b(1+ b)(3� b)

4�
�: (21)

For � = 0,these equations describe the RG ofa clean

spiral,35 while forthe collinearpointb = � 1,the equa-

tions reproduce the RG of the sti�ness for disordered

collinear m odels.24 From Eq.(21) it is seen that there

aretwo �xed pointsforb(theasym ptoticfreedom ofthe

m odelpreventsa true �xed pointin 2D asts alwaysdi-

verges).The collinearpointb= � 1 isunstable whereas

b= 0 isstable,irrespectiveofthedisorder.TheRG ow

ofts and b isshown in Fig.6 for� = 0. The ow does

not change qualitatively for �nite � as long as � � ts.

Hence,the coupling to weak disorder does not lead to

any new �xed points,although thedisorderrenorm alizes

the sti�ness.

b

b=-1 b=0 b=1

st

FIG .6: RG ow ofts and b for� = 0.Forany b> � 1,the
ow istoward b= 0.

2. Renorm alization ofdisorder coupling

Aswediscussbelow,therenorm alization of�isgiven

by term s proportionalto �ts and �2. As the disorder

entersthe renorm alization ofts only in the com bination



10

�ts (see Eq.(20)),we can neglect the renorm alization

of� altogether for ts � �,i.e. at high tem peratures

(we have ts / T=J).However,forlow tem peraturesthe

renorm alization of�m ustbetaken into account.To cal-

culate the renorm alization ofthe disorderwe follow the

approach used in Ref.[24]. In thisapproach,the renor-

m alized disorder variance is de�ned by the variance of

allterm sin the perturbative expansion which couple to

the quenched disorder�eldsand are linearin ~A �. Note

howeverthatthere existsno sym m etry argum entwhich

guaranteesthatthe functionalform ofthe disordercou-

pling rem ains unchanged under the RG .It is thus pos-

sible that new disorder term s are generated so that a

sim ple renorm alization of� isnotsu�cient. Thisisin-

deed the situation we encounter for generalb 6= 0 and

discuss in m ore detailbelow,where we �nd the gener-

ation ofnew coupling term s at order �2. To �nd the

com pleterenorm alization ofthem odelonewould haveto

include allgenerated new term sinto the originalm odel,

which isa ratherlaboriousprocesswhich wedid notpur-

sue.Nonetheless,aswehavejustshown above,thereare

only twopossible�xed pointseven in absenceofdisorder,

b= 0 and b = � 1. Ratherthan trying to categorize all

possible disordercouplings,we therefore focuson a dis-

cussion oftheRG ofthedisordernearthesetwo possible

�xed pointsand discusstheirstability underthe ow.

W ebegin with thecollinearcase,b= � 1.In thiscase,

the renorm alized variance ofthe term s linear in ~A i
� is

given by (see App.D 2 and App.D 3,Eq.(D13))

�

t2s

R
d
2
x

���
~A x
�

�2
+

�
~A y
�

�2
� �

1�
2

�
ts ln�

�
1

2�
�ln�

�

+

�
~A z
�

�2 1

2�
�ln�

�

: (22)

W hat is evident from this result is that the renorm al-

ized disorder coupling is no longer ofthe originalform

pk@�nk � Q� � nk.Such a coupling hasa variancewhich

includesa prefactorof(1+ b)2 of

�
~A z
�

�2
. According to

Eq.(21),b = � 1 is not changed under the inuence of

the originaldisordercoupling. A renorm alization which

retainstheform oftheoriginalcouplingcan then notlead

to a renorm alized disordervariance with a �nite prefac-

torof

�
~A z
�

�2
atb= � 1.Such a term ishoweverpresent

in Eq.(22)weconcludethata new typeofdisordercou-

pling is generated at b = � 1. This is perhaps easier

to see in Fourierspace,where the originaldisordercou-

plingcan bewritten asacorrelatedrandom �eld coupling

nk(� q)� hk(q),see Eq.(18). For the originalm inim al

coupling one has hk(q) / pk and thus,in the collinear

lim itb= � 1 (orp1 = 0),only n3 isa�ected by thiscou-

pling. W e can then interpretthe �nite prefactorofthe
�
A z
�

�2
term in thedisordervarianceasthegeneration of

correlated �eldswhich couplealsoton1;2 even atb= � 1.

It is evident that such a coupling willdrive the system

away from b = � 1 and thus destroy the collinear �xed

point. Thus,even ifthe originalAF order is collinear

(i.e. in absence ofdipole ordering),the disorder drives

the system to a non-collinear state. An analysis which

pre-supposescollinearorderisthusnotvalid in thepres-

enceofdipolesand cannotdescribethelow tem perature

regim e correctly. Physically,one would also expect the

appearance ofnon-collinearity. The random canting of

spinsleadsto a random localdeviation ofthespinsfrom

the ordering axisand thus destroysthe rem aining O (2)

spin sym m etry ofthe collinearm odel.

To m akecontactwith theRG resultobtained from the

collinearm odelin Ref.[24],we note thatwe can repro-

duce the resultCherepanov etal. obtained for the dis-

order renorm alization ifwe ignore non-collinear m odes.

W e can then de�ne the renorm alization of� justby the

term swhich are presentin a purely collineartheory,i.e.

by the

��
~A x
�

�2
+

�
~A y
�

�2
�

term in Eq.(22).Then

@

@‘

�

t2s
= �

2�

�ts
�

�2

2�t2s
; (23)

which,using Eq.(20)leadsto

@

@‘
� =

3

2�
�
2
: (24)

This,togetherwith Eq.(20)aretheRG equationsfound

in Ref.[24](note that our sti�ness ts di�ers from the

sti�nesstused in Ref.[24]byafactortwo).W eem phasize

thatthisresultignorestheroleofnon-collinearity in the

problem .

W e now turn to the point b = 0,the only rem aining

possible�xed pointofthem odel.Atthishighestsym m e-

try pointwe �nd thatno new coupling term saregener-

ated.Thevarianceoftherenorm alized disordercoupling

takesthe form

�

t2s

Z

d
2
x

�

~A 2
�

�

1�
4ts + 3�

4�
ln�

��

: (25)

Thus,

@

@‘

�

t2s
= �

1

�

�

ts
�

3

4�

�2

t2s
(26)

which yields the RG equation,valid for b = 0 but any

initialratio of�=ts,

@

@‘
� =

�2

4�
: (27)

UsingEq.(20),wecan sim plify thisthrough z = ts+ �=2

to get

@

@‘
z =

1

2�
z
2
: (28)

So for b = 0 the presence ofdisorder leads to an ad-

ditive renorm alization of the sti�ness, ts ! ts + �=2.

In presence ofany am ount ofdisorder,the IC correla-

tion length � atT = 0 is�nite,ascan be inferred from
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an integration ofthe RG equation with b = 0,yielding

� / exp(C (ts0 + �0=2)
� 1
) with som e cuto� dependent

constant C . Thus, even at T = 0, � / exp(2C �
� 1

0 )

is �nite. W hile the disorder scales to strong coupling,

the relative disorder strength with respect to the sti�-

ness,�=ts,always scales to zero so that at long wave-

lengths the disorderbecom es less relevant. This is sur-

prisingly di�erent to the situation with b = � 1 �xed,24

where the ratio �=ts was found to diverge below a cer-

tain initialvalue of�0=ts0 which wasinterpreted asthe

scaling toward a new disorderdom inated regim e. Thus,

ifone correctly takes into account the non-collinearity,

this disorderdom inated phase disappears. The absence

ofa sharp cross over from a weak disorder to a strong

disorderregim e is certainly surprising,especially asthe

experim entsclearly observea transition into a spin glass

phase ata �nite tem perature.15 The �nite tem perature

transition m ay be related to the presence ofinter-layer

coupling.W e arguebelow,however,thattopologicalde-

fects can alter the RG behavior considerably and m ay

be a m ore naturalexplanation for the appearance ofa

strong disorderregim e.

E. Topologicaldefects: saddle point treatm ent

The RG results presented above do not take into ac-

count topological defects39 of the spiral as only spin

wavesexcitationsenterthecalculation.Asiswellknown

from XY spin m odels,topologicaldefectscan play an im -

portant role and drive �nite tem perature transitions.40

The neglect oftopologicaldefects has been a source of

criticism toward theNL�M approach to frustrated m ag-

nets,which givescontroversialresultsfor�= 1;2 in an �

expansionaroundD = 2+ �dim ensions.41 Fortwodim en-

sionalsystem s,theNL�M resultswerehoweverfound to

bein very good agreem entwith num ericalsim ulationsas

long asthetem peraturesweresu�ciently low.42 O nly at

highertem peratures,a deviation from theNL�M predic-

tionsforthe tem perature dependence ofthe correlation

length wasobserved which wasattributed to theappear-

anceofisolated topologicaldefects.In thenum ericalsim -

ulationsthehigh tem peratureregion showed som eresem -

blance to the high tem perature region ofXY-m odels42

which indicates thatthisregion ischaracterized by free

defects.However,atpresentagood understandingofthe

inuence ofsuch defectsin non-collinearsystem sisstill

lacking.41

The topologicaldefects ofspirals have their origin in

the chiraldegeneracy ofthe spiral,i.e. the spiralcan

turn clock-oranti-clock wise.41 Ata topologicaldefect,

thespiralchangesitschirality.Asthechiralitytakesonly

two possiblevalues,the defectsareZ2 defects.

Itisthen straightforward to �nd topologicaldefectso-

lutionsofthe saddle pointequationsofa clean spiral.39

Thesaddlepointequationscan beobtained from theper-

turbative expansion ofthe energy density,Eq.(18-19).

O ne �nds that extrem alsolutions m ust satisfy for each

j= x,y,z the equations

(1+ b�jz)@�A
j
� = 2b�zjkA

z
�A

k
�; (29)

where j isnotsum m ed over.Forb> � 1 one �ndssolu-

tionsofthe form 39

gs(x)= exp

�
i

2
m

a
�
a	(x)

�

; (30)

where m is a space independent unit vector and 	(x)

a scalar function. W ith this Ansatz,one has A i
�(x) =

1

2
m i@�	(x)and thus,upon insertion into Eq.(29),one

�ndsform and 	 theequations(j isagain notsum m ed

over)

(1+ b�jz)m
j
@
2
�	(x)= b�zjkm

z
m

k (@�	(x))
2
: (31)

The weightofthe con�guration described by gs isgiven

by (we sett� = ts)

H [gs] =
1

ts

Z

d
2
x

h

A
2
� + b

�
A
z
�

�2
i

=
1

4ts

h

1+ b(m z)
2
iZ

d
2
x (@�	)

2
: (32)

W e see that for b < 0, the energy is m inim ized for

(m z)
2
= 1 whereasforb> 0 the vectorm ispreferably

orientated within the x-y plane with m z = 0. Forboth

cases,Eqs.(31) reduce to the two dim ensionalLaplace

equation r 2	(x)= 0.Thisequation allowsfortopolog-

icaldefectsolutionswith 	(x;y)= arctan(y=x). In the

top ofFigs.7 and 8 thespin distribution around isolated

defectsisshown forboth b< 0and b> 0.Using Eq.(32)

one�ndsthattheenergy ofa topologicaldefectsolution

	(x;y) diverges logarithm ically with the linear system

sizeR,

�E =
1+ (m z)2b

2ts
�lnR: (33)

Because ofthis logarithm ic divergence ofthe energy,

isolated defects are not present in absence of disorder

and at su�ciently low tem peratures. It can also be

shown,43 thata bound stateofdefectpairs,described by

g = gs1gs2 with gs1;2 = exp

h
i

2
m 1;2 � � arctan

�
y� y1;2

x� x1;2

�i

,

hasa �niteenergy ifm 1 + m 2 = 0.Therefore,whileiso-

lated defectsm ay be absent,defectpairswillbe present

atany �nite tem perature. Figs.7 and 8 (bottom )show

such a pair oftopologicaldefects for b < 0 and b > 0,

respectively.

Thissituation isrem iniscentoftheoneencountered in

the XY m odelwhere atlow tem peratures also only de-

fect pairs are present. The pairs unbind at the critical

K osterlitz-Thouless tem perature. An unbinding ofde-

fectsatacriticaltem peratureorcriticaldisorderstrength

is also expected in the present m odel. The topological

defectsofthe spiraldi�erhoweverin im portantaspects

from those ofthe XY m odel. Spiraldefects have a Z2
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FIG .7: Single topologicaldefect (top) and topologicalde-

fect pair (bottom ) of a spiral with b � 0 (sm all scale AF

uctuationsare notshown).

charge while XY defects have Z charges. M ore im por-

tantly,as the present m odelpossesses asym ptotic free-

dom , it has a �nite correlation length � at any �nite

tem perature even in absence offree defects. This im -

pliesthatthelogarithm icdivergencein Eq.(33)appears

only up to a scale R < �. It is therefore notclear how

a defect-unbinding would a�ectthesystem .A transition

from aphasewith algebraicallydecayingspin correlations

to a phase which showsan exponentialdecay,asoccurs

in XY m odels,isclearly ruled out.W hile in XY m odels

topologicaldefects can be relatively easily incorporated

into theanalysisbecausethey can bedecoupled from the

spin waves,thisisnotthecaseforfrustrated Heisenberg

m odels.Ifuctuationsaround the saddle pointsolution

aretaken intoaccount,thedefectsofspiralscoupletothe

spin wavesalreadyatsecond orderin an expansion in the

uctuations39. These di�cultieshave to date prevented

a good understanding ofdefect unbinding in frustrated

system s.

A com parison to XY m odelsisnonethelessquite illu-

FIG .8: Single topologicaldefect (top) and topologicalde-

fect pair (bottom ) of a spiral with b � 0 (sm all scale AF

uctuationsare notshown).

m inating.Thekind ofdisordercouplingwehaveused for

the spiralphase is closely related in spirit to XY m od-

elswith random ly uctuating phases,wherethedisorder

is also introduced in the form ofa uctuating gauge.44

Ifone ignoresvortices,the inuence ofthe disorderwas

shown to am ountto a sim plerenorm alization ofthespin

sti�ness,atallordersin a perturbativetreatm entofthe

disordercoupling44,45 and no disordering transition asa

function ofthedisorderstrength isfound.However,once

topologicaldefectsareincluded in the analysis,the cou-

pling ofvorticesto the random gauge�eld can lead to a

disordered phaseeven atT = 0.Thistransition isdriven

by the creation ofunpaired defectsifthe uctuationsof

thegauge�eld arestrongerthan som ecriticalvalue.44,46

Thecriticaldisorderstrength beyond which such defects

appearcan be estim ated quite accurately when one cal-

culatesthe free energy ofan isolated defect in presence

ofdisorder.44,47 Itturnsoutthata sim ilaranalysisofa

single defect in a spiralin presence ofdisorder can be

carried outwith som em odi�cations,atleastatthelevel
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ofsaddlepointsolutions.W ithin thisapproxim ation,the

freeenergy ofan isolated spiraldefectisgiven by

�F =
1+ (m z)2b

2ts
�lnR � [lnZd]D ; (34)

where the second term contains the corrections due to

the disordercoupling,

Zd =

Z

d
2
y exp

�

� 2

Z

d
2
x pk �ijk �abc A

i
� n

a
j n

c
k Q

b
�

�

(35)

with A �, nk obtained from Eqs. (15), (16) and

(30). W ith use of the replica trick [lnZd]D =

lim N ! 0
1

N
ln
�
Z N
d

�

D
,wehave,assum ing b< 0,

�
Z
N
d

�

D
=

Z

d
2
y1 :::d

2
yN exp

0

@ 2�p21

NX

n;n0= 1

Z

d
2
x

@�	 n@�	 n0);

with 	 n(x)= 	(x � yn).W e write

Z

d
2
x@�	 n@�	 n0 = �

1

2
� nn0 + V

2
; (36)

with V 2 ’ 2�lnR and � nn0 ’ 4�lnjy n � yn0j.46 Forlarge

separations jyn � yn0jwe approxim ate � nn0 ’ 4�lnR

while forsm alldistances� nn0 isnegligible. To �nd the

highestweightcon�guration,thereplicasaregrouped to-

getherin N =m setscontainingeachm replicas,with sm all

distancesbetween replicaswithin asetand largedistance

forreplicasin di�erentsets.
�
Z N
d

�

D
then scaleswith R

as

�
Z
N
d

�

D
� R

4��p
2

1
N

2
+ m axm (2 N

m
� 4��p

2

1
N (N � m )): (37)

In the lim it N ! 0,m axim ization is replaced by m in-

im ization with respect to m in the range 0 � m � 1,

so

�F =
�
2p1�� m in0� m � 1

�
2=m + 4�p21�m

��
lnR : (38)

For2�p21�< 1one�nds�F = 2[p1�(1� 2�p1)� 1]lnR so

thatforp1�(1� 2�p1)� 1freedefectsarefavorable.This

isthephaseboundary fortherm alcreation ofdefects.At

low tem peratures,2�p21�> 1,oneobtains�F = 2�p 1(1�p
8�=�)lnR and a criticaldisorder strength � c = �=8

beyond which thedisorderfavorsisolated defectseven at

T = 0. Sim ilar considerations for the case b � 0 lead

to the sam e criticaldisorderstrength and the condition

�(p1 + p3)[1� �(p1 + p3)]� 2 fortherm alcreation offree

defects.

Letus�rstdiscusstheresultsforthedisorderfreecase

� = 0. The situation is sum m arized in Fig.9,which

showsthe line separating the regim e where free vortices

existfrom theregim ein which alldefectsarebound.No-

ticethattheunbinding tem peraturegoeslinearly to zero

in the lim itb! � 1.Atb= � 1,free defectsarepresent

atany �nitetem perature.Thisisexpected,asatb= � 1

and �nite ts,the topologicaldefectswediscussherelose

their m eaning as the sti�ness for rotations around the

collinearorderingaxisdisappearsand them odelbecom es

aO (3)=O (2)m odelwhich hasno�nitetem peraturetran-

sition.W hetherornotfreedefectsarepresentexactly at

the point b = � 1,ts = 0 depends on how this point is

approached. To see this,we note thatthe sym m etry of

them odelin thelim itp3 ! 1 but�nitep1 reducestoan

XY sym m etry as uctuations ofthe n3 vector get sup-

pressed which forcesalluctuationsofthe orthonorm al

pairn1;2 to lie within a plane.Thereforeoneobtainsan

XY m odelwith sti�nessp1.In term softheb,ts param e-

ters,thislim itisapproached asts ! 0 and b! � 1 with

�nite (1+ b)=ts = 4p1.Thus,depending on whetherone

approachesthepoint1+ b= ts = 0with a slopelargeror

sm allerthan the criticalone given by (1+ b)=ts = 4=�,

onearrivesatthe disordered phaseorthe ordered phase

ofthe XY m odel.Thisbehavioriscorrectly reproduced

by the free energy argum ent.The validity ofthe critical

curve(1+ b)=ts = 4=� also for�nite 1+ b> 0 isatleast

plausible,as topologicaldefect solutions also survive in

thislim it.Below thisline,theRG Eqs.(20,21)hold and

thesystem should scaletowardsthepointb= 0.W ecan

onlyspeculatehoweverwhathappensabovethatline.At

least for som e �nite regim e near b = � 1 the unbinding

transitionwould presum ablydrivep1 tozero,asitdoesin

the XY m odel,and a�ectthe renorm alization ofp3 only

weakly. Thus,the appearance offree defects willprob-

ably m odify the RG equations at high tem peratures in

such a way thatthesystem willow back tothecollinear

pointb= � 1 aslong as1+ brem ainssm allenough.For

largerbthenatureoftheRG isunclear.Num ericalsim -

ulationson triangularHeisenbergm odels48,49 havefound

howeverclearevidencefora defectunbinding transition.

As the triangular Heisenberg m odelis believed to have

initially b= 1,35 itislikely thatan unbinding transition

indeed occursforevery initialvalueofb.AsnoRG equa-

tionsareavailablewhich can describethetransition,the

form ofthe correlation length nearthistransition isun-

known. It was however argued39 that the tem perature

dependence ofthe correlation length should cross over

from the NL�M behavior to an XY behavior when the

defectsunbind. Num ericalresultsseem to supportsuch

a scenario.42

Let us now turn to the case with disorder. Disorder

willlead to the form ation of free defects if � > �=8.

Accordingtothefreeenergyargum entabove,thiscritical

disorderstrength isindependentofthesti�nessespk and

is thus also valid in the XY lim it discussed above. For

strong enough disorder,freetopologicaldefectswillexist

already at T = 0,invalidating our NL�M analysis and

producingveryshortlow-tem peraturecorrelationlengths

forthe spiral. ForXY m odels,the correlation length at

T = 0 behaves like � / exp(B =
p
�� �c) (with som e

constant B ) near the criticaldisorder strength.44 This

form ofthe correlation length has a divergence of� at

�= �c which cannotbecorrectforthespiralbecause,as
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FIG .9: The criticalline forthe therm alunbinding oftopo-

logicaldefectsisshown in b,ts space.

discussed above,even without vortices,the coupling of

any �nite am ountofdisorderto the spinswilllead to a

�nite correlation length. The correctdependence ofthe

correlation length atT = 0 on the disorderis expected

to bean interpolation between theNL�M resultand the

XY behavior.

Certainly, the free energy argum ent is not expected

to work as wellin the presentm odelas it does for XY

m odels.Theparam eters�and ts ow to strongcoupling

and thusthepredictionsofthefreeenergy argum entalso

becom e scale dependent. In otherwords,while atsom e

sm allscalethesystem m ightlook stableagainstthecre-

ation offreedefects,atsom elargerscalethesystem will

becom e unstable according to the free energy argum ent.

There doesnotseem to be a sim ple answerasto which

scaleisthe correctone forapplying the argum ent.Note

thatsuch problem sdo notarise in the XY m odelwhere

thesti�nessrem ainsunchanged undertheRG aslong as

vorticesare ignored. In view ofthe divergence ofthe �

and ts param eters in the NL�M ,one possible scenario

would bethatfreedefectswillalwaysbepresentatsu�-

ciently largelength scales.Num ericalresultsdo however

notsupportsuch a scenario and ratherpointto the ex-

istence ofa �nite criticaltem perature.49 Below we shall

applythefreeenergyargum entwith thebareparam eters,

i.e. at the sm allest possible scale, which, if anything,

would overestim ate the stability ofthe system against

freedefectform ation.

IV . C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX P ER IM EN T S

Letusnow com pareourresultswith experim entaldata

on the SG phase ofLa2� xSrxCuO 4. Neutron scattering

data16 haverevealed an incom m ensurability ofthe spins

which scalesroughly linearly with x. Atvery sm allx,a

sm alldeviation from the lineardependence isobserved.

Both featurescan beexplained within the dipolem odel.

The linear scaling is reproduced if the fraction of the

dipoleswhich areordered isdoping independent,i.e.,the

num ber ofordered dipoles scales linearly with doping.

The deviation from linearity m ight be explained with

the increase ofthe average separation between dipoles

at sm allx and a resulting dim inished tendency ofthe

dipolesto align.

Thesam eexperim entaldata also showsthestrong one

dim ensionalcharacterofthe IC m odulation,i.e. the in-

com m ensurability isobserved only in onediagonalofthe

Cu-lattice (b-direction) and thus breaks the sym m etry

ofthe square lattice. Thisphenom enon isusually inter-

preted asbeing due to the existence ofcharge and spin

stripes running along the other diagonal(a-direction).

However,thisIC isalso expected fora spiralalong theb-

direction becauseitschiralitybreaksthetranslation sym -

m etry(itcan spiralclock-oranticlock-wise).In addition,

this sym m etry breaking is expected to show long-range

orderbecause the dipolesprefera discrete setoflattice

orientations.

Anotherim portantconsequence ofthe spiralchirality

istheform ation oftopologicaldefects.Tojudge,whether

or not topologicaldefects play a role in the LSCO SG

phase, we need an estim ate of �. W e can use as a

lowerbound for� the resultobtained from the collinear

analysis24 whereadisorderparam eterequivalenttoours,

butde�ned on them uch sm allerscaleoftheAF unitcell,

wasused.>From a �tofthex dependenceofthecorrela-

tion length atx < 0:02 and largetem peraturesT > TN ,

one obtains� ’ 20x. In this regim e ofx,the low tem -

perature phase haslong-range AF orderand a collinear

analysisiswelljusti�ed. W e assum e thatthe linearde-

pendence ofthe disorderparam eteron x,�’ 20x,also

holdsin the SG regim e.Thisview issupported by m ea-

surem ents,which found thatthewidth ofthedistribution

ofinternalm agnetic�elds(i.e.localstaggered m om ents)

increasessim ply linearly with doping,with no detectable

changeon crossingtheAF/SG phaseboundary,10 seealso

Fig.1.Itisrem arkablethatwith ouraboveestim atefor

the criticaldisorder strength �c = �=8 we �nd a crit-

icaldoping concentration xc � 0:02. Considering that

� ’ 20x is a conservative lowerbound of� atthe long

length scalesrelevantto spirals,we concludethatin the

entire SG phase,free topologicaldefectswillbe present

already atT = 0,leading to a strongly disordered spiral

phase. Experim ents have in fact shown that the corre-

lation lengths in the SG regim e are rathershortand of

thesam eorderastheperiodicity oftheIC m odulation.16

W hile this is in accordance with the expected presence

oftopologicaldefects,thecorrelation lengthsaresoshort

thatthecondition �� jqsj
� 1

isnotful�lled.Theregim e

where spiralcorrelations becom e dom inant is therefore

barely reached,and the RG scaling predictions cannot

be welltested.

W hile qualitatively the experim entaldata supports a

description oftheSG phaseasa strongly disordered spi-

ralstate,both the extrem ely short correlation lengths

and ourlim ited understanding oftopologicaldefectspre-

venta m orequantitativecom parison.

However,oursuggestion thatthe incom m ensurability

ofthespinsisrelated to ordered dipolarfrustration cen-

ters can be directly tested experim entally on co-doped

sam ples La2� xSrxZnzCu1� zO 4. Zn replaces Cu in the
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CuO 2 planesand e�ectively rem ovesone spin. Zn dop-

ing leadstherefore to a dilution ofthe AF butdoesnot

introducefrustration.Dilution isnotverye�ectivein de-

stroying the AF orderand pure Zn doping (with x = 0)

leadsto a destruction oflong-rangeorderonly atperco-

lation threshold thatoccursforx � 41% .50 Surprisingly,

forverysm allSrconcentration x � 0:02itwasfound that

co-doping with Zn can increaseTN .
51 Thisisrem arkable

asboth kindsofim puritieslead to a reduction ofTN in

singly doped sam ples. A possible explanation for this

behavior was suggested by K orenblit et al.52 They put

forward an argum ent,thatZn im purities,ifplaced close

enough to the localized hole state,willdestroy the frus-

tratingnatureoftheholebound state.W hiletheirm icro-

scopicpictureoffrustration isa classicalone,aZn im pu-

rityisalsoexpected tostronglyinuencethepropertiesof

thebound holestatewithin am orerealisticquantum m e-

chanicalpictureoffrustration.Although Zn couplesonly

weakly to thespin degreesoffreedom ,ifplaced neara Sr

donor,itdisturbsthesym m etry around theSratom and

m odi�esthe nature ofthe bound hole state. Asthe Zn

im purity breaksthesublatticepseudo-spin degeneracy of

the bound hole,the orientation ofthe dipole m om entis

no longerannealed butbecom es quenched. Anotheref-

fectofthebreakingofthesublatticesym m etryisthatthe

weightofthebound holewavefunction nearthewavevec-

tor(�=2;�=2)orequivalentpointswillbereduced.Asit

isthesewavevectorswhich areresponsibleforfrustrating

the spin background,one would expect a reduction or

possibly a com pletedestruction ofthefrustration caused

by thehole.Hence,thee�ectivedensity ofdipoleswillbe

renorm alizedtox ! x(1� z)wherem ustbecalculated

from a m icroscopic theory (experim ents indicate that

isoforder2).52 Co-doping with Zn then hastwo e�ects:

First,it lowersthe am ountoffrustration in the sam ple

and thus increases the correlation length,which would

explain theexperim entally observed increaseofTN with

z for x = 0:017.51,52 Furtherm ore,the e�ect ofquench-

ing the dipole m om ents willbe the sam e as destroying

them altogetherwith respectto theincom m ensurability,

astheincom m ensurability isdeterm ined solely by theor-

dered m om ents. Thus,co-doping with Zn willlead to a

decrease ofthe incom m ensurability by a factor 1 � z.

In contrast,within a stripe picture,co-doping with Zn

isnotexpected to changetheincom m ensurability asthe

holedensity isnota�ected by Zn doping.Previousm ea-

surem ents in the superconducting phase (x = 0:12 and

x = 0:14),wherethestripem odelisbelieved to bevalid,

haveshown thattheincom m ensurability indeed rem ains

intact upon co-doping with Zn.53,54,55. W ithin a stripe

picture,theonly e�ectofZn co-doping in theSG regim e

should be pinning ofstripes,which would lead to a re-

duced correlation length.56 Therefore,neutron scattering

experim entswithin the SG regim e ofZn co-doped sam -

plescould clarify the debate,ifthem agneticincom m en-

surability observed in theSG regim eisto beinterpreted

within a stripe ora frustration based m odel.

It is interesting that sym m etry argum ents sim ilar to

those justused to discussZn co-doping also give a sim -

ple explanation for the absence ofany incom m ensurate

signalin Lidoped La2Cu1� yLiyO 4. For sm ally,these

com poundsshow a m agnetic phase diagram which isal-

m ost identicalto Sr doped sam ples57 with the notable

exception that the m agnetic correlationsalwaysrem ain

com m ensurate.58 Like Sr, each Liatom introduces an

excesshole in the CuO 2 plane which,at leastfor sm all

doping concentrations, rem ains weakly localized to its

dopant.The im portantdi�erence isthatLireplacesCu

in thecrystaland thushasa di�erentsym m etry with re-

spectto them agneticsublatticeordering than a Srhole.

Speci�cally,thesublatticeposition oftheLiatom breaks

the pseudospin degeneracy presentin Srdoped sam ples.

Assum ing thatotherwise the origin offrustration isthe

sam e,the only di�erence between Srand Lidoped sam -

plesisthatthe dipole m om entassigned to theLibound

hole is quenched,whereas the one ofthe Sr hole is an-

nealed.Thus,ordering ofthese m om entsand the devel-

opm entofincom m ensurate correlationscannotoccurin

Lidoped sam ples.

In conclusion,wehavepresented adetailpictureofthe

dipolem odeloffrustration and discussed itsapplicability

to the weakly doped regim e ofcuprate m aterials. M ost

ofthekey characteristicsofthesem aterialswerealready

known tobein accordancewith them odeland weshowed

that incom m ensurate correlationsappear also naturally

within the dipole picture. W e extended the com m en-

surate m odelto allow for a description ofthe resulting

disordered spiralspin phases. Finally,we suggested an

experim entwhich would allow toverify whetherthefrus-

trationbaseddipolem odelorthestripepictureisrealized

within the weakly doped regim eofcuprates.
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A P P EN D IX A :SU (2) R EP R ESEN TA T IO N

Theorthonorm albasisnk can berelated toan elem ent

g ofSU (2)through g�kg� 1 = nk� �,or

n
a
k =

1

2
tr
�
�
a
g�

k
g
� 1
	

(A1)

Forthe derivativeone �nds,using @�
�
gg� 1

�
= 0,

@�n
a
k =

1

2
tr
�
�
a
@�g�

k
g
� 1 + �

a
g�

k
@�g

� 1
	

=
1

2
tr
�
�
k
�
g
� 1
�
a
g;g

� 1
@�g

�	
: (A2)
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Introducing g� 1@�g = iA �� � and with
�
�i;�j

�
=

2i�ijk�
k one�nds

@�n
a
k = 2�ijkA

i
�n

a
j: (A3)

Therefore,we have(with p1� = p2�)

pk� (@�nk)
2
= 4pk�

�
�ijkA

i
�n

a
j

�2
= 4pk� (�ijk)

2
�
A
k
�

�2

=
2

t�

h

A
2
� + b

�
A
z
�

�2
i

; (A4)

with t� 1� = 2(p1� + p3�)and bt
� 1
� = 2(p1� � p3�).

A P P EN D IX B :EX PA N D IN G T H E EN ER G Y

FU N C T IO N A L IN ’
i

To do the RG ,weintroduceg = ~gexp(i’ �� ),where

’a are fast �elds uctuating with wavelengths [�� 1;1]

and ~g has only slow uctuations in the range [0;�� 1].

Forthe1-loop calculation,weneed to expand nk and A
k
�

up to second orderin ’a.W e then �nd

n
a
i =

1

2
tr
�
�
a~gexp(i’ �� )�iexp(� i’ �� )~g� 1

	

= ~nai +
i

2
tr
�
�
a~g
�
’ ��;�i

�
~g� 1

	

+
1

2
tr

�

�
a~g

�

’ �� �
i
’ �� �

1

2
(’ �� )

2
�
i

�
1

2
�
i(’ �� )

2

�

~g� 1
�

+ O (’3)

= ~nai + 2�ijk’
j~nak + ’

j
’
k
R
ai
jk + O (’3); (B1)

where

R
ai
jk =

1

2
tr

�

�
a~g

�

�
j
�
i
�
k �

1

2
�
j
�
k
�
i�

1

2
�
i
�
j
�
k

�

~g� 1
�

:

Itturnsout,thatin theRG wewillonly need thediago-

nalcom ponentsofR ai
jk with j= k which have the m uch

sim plerform R ai
zz = � 2(�zqi)

2
~nai (weputherej= k = z

to m ake clearthat z is not a silentindex,the equation

also holdsforj= x;y).Sim ilarly,we�nd

A
i
� =

1

2i
tr
�
�
iexp(� i’ ��)

�
@� + ~g� 1@�~g

�
exp(i’ ��)

	

= ~A i
� +

1

2
tr

�

�
i

�

@�’ �� +
1

2i
[’ ��;@�’ ��]

+ i

h
~A ���;’ ��

i

+ ’ �� ~A ��� ’ ��

�
1

2
(’ ��)

2 ~A ��� �
1

2
~A ��� (’ ��)

2

��

+ O (’3)

= ~A i
� + @�’

i+ �ijk’
j
@�’

k + 2�ijk’
j ~A k

� � 2~A i
� ’

2

+ 2~A ��’ ’
i+ O (’3): (B2)

A P P EN D IX C :P R O PA G A T O R O F T H E ’
i

FIELD S

As already m entioned, there is a sm all spatial

anisotropy in the sti�nesses pk�, i.e. pk1 6= pk2. W e

shallkeep here the spatialdependence ofthe sti�nesses

pk� up to �rst order in the anisotropy,assum ing that

the anisotropy �, which we de�ne through pk1=pk2 =

1+ �,is independent ofthe k index. Thus we can ab-

sorb the anisotropy into the t� param eter while b re-

m ains isotropic. W e then de�ne ts =
p
t1t2 and t1;2 ’

(1� �=2)ts. Forfuture use,we also de�ne the isotropic

sti�nesses pk =
p
pk1pk2. It is not clear whether the

isotropyofbispreservedundertheRG and wehavem ade

no attem ptto write down the RG equationsin presence

ofanisotropy.In principle,ifbrem ainsisotropic,the re-

sults obtained below allow to determ ine the ow ofthe

anisotropy param eter � under the RG .For possible fu-

ture use,we willtherefore keep the perturbative expan-

sion with the anisotropy. The results used in the body

ofthiswork havehoweverbeen obtained foran isotropic

t�= ts,i.e.�= 0.

W eneed to expand theexponentialexp(� HP )and in-

tegrateoutthe’i �elds.Taking theaverageoverthe’i

�eldsisdonewith theG aussianterm H’ ofEq.(18).The

propagatorforthe ’i isthusquite sim ple and becom es,

to lowestorderin the anisotropy �

C
i(x) :=



’
i(x)’i(0)

�

’
=

ts

2(1+ b�iz)

Z
d2k

(2�)2

eik� x

k2

�

1+ �
k21 � k22

2k2

�

� (�(k;�)� �(k;1)): (C1)

The IR cuto� is provided by the function �(k;�). A

sharp cuto�,�(k;�)= �(k� �� 1)hasthedisadvantage

ofproducing a long-ranged C i and we therefore adopt

instead �(k;�)= [1+ (k�)� 2]� 1,which rendersC i short

ranged.

In ourRG calculation wewillm ainly need C i(0)which

hasthe form

C
x(0)= C

y(0)=
ts

4�
ln�+ O (�2); C

z(0)=
1

1+ b
C
x(0):

Anotherusefulform ula is

t
� 1
�

Z

d
2
x (@�C

x)
2
=
1

2
C
x(0)+ O (�2): (C2)

A P P EN D IX D :R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N

W ecan im m ediatelydiscardallterm softhird orhigher

powerin ~A � astheseterm sareirrelevantin a RG sense.

Term ssecond orderin ~A � renorm alizet� and b,whereas

term slinearin ~A � areresponsiblefortherenorm alization

ofthe disordervariance�.

First,wenotethattheterm sH 2,H 3 donotcontribute

to therenorm alization,aswaspointed outforthecalcu-

lation oftheRG forthedisorderfreesystem in Ref.[43].
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Thisisbecausetheseterm sarelinearin ’ whilethey do

not involve a disorder �eld Q�. For an abelian theory,

such term s cannot contribute because the fast ’i �elds

and the slow ~A � �eldshave theirsupportin orthogonal

partsofthewavevectorspace.Here,forthenon-abelian

case,thisargum entisnotsu�cientbecausethe ~A � �elds

are not linearly related to the �elds g. For the present

non-abelian theory thisisnonethelesstrue,although an

explicitcalculation isrequired to see this. Forexam ple,

H 2
2 doesnotcontribute,becauseitscontribution isbuilt

from term s ofthe form (we om itthe upper iindices of

C i and A i
� here forsim plicity)

Z

d
2
x

Z

d
2
x
0 ~A �(x)~A �0(x0)@�@�0C (x � x

0) (D1)

To evaluate this term ,we change to center ofm ass (y)

and relative(y0)coordinatesand then perform agradient

expansion in the relative coordinate. O nly the lowest

order contribution is ofinterest,as higher order term s

involve a localcoupling ofthe type A � (@�)
n
A �0 with

n > 0 which are irrelevantfrom a scaling pointofview.

Thelowestorderterm isthen

�

Z

d
2
y ~A �(y)~A �0(y)

Z

d
2
y
0
@�@�0C (y0) (D2)

which vanishes because the lastintegralis zero. In the

following wewillom itH 2 and H 3 from the analysis,be-

cause term sinvolving them do notcontribute.Thiscan

be shown foreach term in a way sim ilarto the one just

shown.

W e wantto �nd the RG equationsup to second order

in t� and �.In thenth orderofthecum ulantexpansion

ofF , Eq.(19),we only need to consider term s which

havea totalnum berof’ and Q � �eldslessthan 2n+ 2.

Thisisbecauseeach term ofordern carriesa factorst� ns
from the prefactorsofthe term sin H p and each pairof

’ (Q �)producesa factorts (�).

W e begin �rstwith the term srenorm alizing t� and b,

where we give a detailed calculation only for the term s

up tosecond orderin H p.Thecalculation ofhigherorder

term sisquitelengthy although conceptually easy and we

thereforejustpresentthe resultsofthe calculation.

1. Term s w hich renorm alize t� and b

a. Firstorder in H p

Thereisonly oneterm quadraticin ~A � which contributes,H 4 (the ’
i averageoverH 3 iszero).

� hH4i’c = � 4
b

t�

Z

d
2
x

�

�zjk�zj0k0 ~A
k
�
~A k

0

�

D

’
j
’
j
0
E

’
�

�
~A z
�

�2 

’
l
’
l
�

’
+ ~A z

�
~A l
�



’
z
’
l
�

’

�

= � 4
b

t�

Z

d
2
x

"

(�zjk)
2
�
~A k
�

�2
C
j(0)�

�
~A z
�

�2 X

l

C
l(0)+

�
~A z
�

�2
C
z(0)

#

= � 4bt� 1�

Z

d
2
x

�

~A 2
� � 3

�
~A z
�

�2
�

C
x(0): (D3)

b. Second order in H p

Term swith odd num bersof’i orQ � are zero afterperform ing the ’i and disorderaverage.There are then only

two term sweneed to consider,H 2
1 and H 2

c1 (H
2
c3 hasa totalofsix ’

i and Q i
� �eldsand doesnotcontribute and H2

term sdo notcontributeasm entioned above).ForH 2
1 we have

1

2

h

H

2
1

�

’c

i

D
=

1

2



H

2
1

�

’c
(D4)

= 2t� 1� t
� 1

�0

Z

d
2
x d

2
x
0 ~A i

�(x)
~A i

0

�0(x
0)�ijk�i0j0k0 (1� b�iz + 2b�jz)

� (1� b�i0z + 2b�j0z)

D

@�’
j(x)’k(x)@�0’

j
0

(x0)’k
0

(x0)

E

’

The four point average can be decom posed according to W ick’s Theorem . Nonzero contributions arise from the

contractionshjk0ihj0kiand hjj0ihkk0i.W eagain em ploy an expansion ofH 2
1 in therelativecoordinateand keep only

the zeroth orderterm ofthe expansion.Thisyields

1

2



H

2
1

�

’c
’ 2t� 2�

Z

d
2
x ~A i

�
~A i

0

� �ijk�i0j0k0 (1� b�iz + 2b�jz)(1� b�i0z + 2b�j0z)
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� (�jj0�kk0� �kj0�jk0)

Z

d
2
y @�C

j(y)@�C
k(y)

= 4t� 2�

Z

d
2
x

�
~A i
�

�2
(�ijk)

2
(1� b�iz + 2b�jz)(1� b�iz + b�jz + b�kz)

�

Z

d
2
y @�C

j(y)@�C
k(y): (D5)

W ith use ofEq.(C2),we �nally �nd

1

2



H

2
1

�

’c
= 2t� 1�

Z

d
2
x

�

~A 2
�(1+ b)+

�
~A z
�

�2
b(b� 3)

�

C
x(0) (D6)

The othersecond ordercontribution is

1

2

h

H

2
c1

�

’c

i

D
= 8
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0
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~A i

0

�0

+ �i0l0m 0~na
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b
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: (D7)

Using

h

Q b
�(x)Q

b
0

�0(x
0)

i

D
= �bb0 ��� 0 �(x � x0)�,�abc�a0bc0 = �aa0 �cc0 � �ac0�ca0 and the orthonorm ality ofthe nk,we

�nd aftersom ealgebra
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D
= 2�b2 t� 2�

Z

d
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�

~A 2
� +

�
~A z
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�2
�

C
x(0): (D8)

Higherorderterm scan be evaluated in m uch the sam e way asthe �rstand second orderterm s,although the large

num berofindicesm akestheirevaluation m oretedious.W ethereforerefrain herefrom adetailed presentation ofthese

term sand juststatethe results.

c. Third order in H p

Term sofsecond orderin ~A 2
� areproduced by (H 1 + H c1 + H c3)

2
(H c2 + H c4).However,only the term sH 1(H c1 +

H c3)(H c2+ H c4)haveeven powersofQ �.Term swith eightorm ore’ and Q � �eldsagain donotcontributeto second

orderin �;t�.Thusweareleftwith only H 1H c1H c2 .W e �nd

�

h

hH 1H c1H c2i’c

i

D

= � 2�t� 2� b
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~A 2
�(1+ b)+
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~A z
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�2
(b� 3)

�

C
x(0): (D9)

W efurtherneed to considerterm softhetype(H c2 + H c4)
2H 4.O nly H

2
c2H 4 haslessthan eight’,Q � �eldsand even

powersofboth �elds.W e �nd
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h
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2
c2H 4
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= � 2�bt� 1s t
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x(0): (D10)

d. Fourth order in H p

Possible contributionsarise from the term s (H 1 + H c1 + H c3)
2(H c2 + H c4)

2. Discarding term s with ten orm ore

’i,Q � �elds,weareleftwith H
2
c2H

2
1 and H

2
c2H

2
c1.However,theconnected partofthe’

i averageofH 2
c2H

2
c1 iszero(its

�nite disconnected partsenterthe renorm alization ofthe disorder,seebelow),and the only contribution istherefore

1
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h

H

2
c2H

2
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’c

i

D
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� 1
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� 1
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Z

d
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x
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~A 2
�(2+ b)(1+ b)+
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~A z
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�2
b(b� 7)

�

C
x(0): (D11)

Term softheform H 4(H c2 + H c4)
3 do notcontributebecausetheirdisorderaverageiszero.Higherorderterm sin H p

do notcontribute because they eitherinvolvem ore than fourQ � term sand aretherefore ofhigherorderthan �2 or

they do notcontain �nite connected parts.Forexam ple,the term


H 4H

4
c2

�

’c
decom posesinto productsofaverages

ofhH 4i’c or


H 4H

2
c2

�

’c
and



H 2
c2

�

’c
.

2. Term s w hich renorm alize �

To �nd the renorm alization ofthe varianceofthe dis-

order distribution, we �rst collect allconnected term s

linear in ~A i
�. W e list the contributions order by order
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below.

a. Firstorder in H p

O nly three term s are linearin ~A i
�,H 1,H c1 and H c3.

However,both H 1 and H c1 have a zero ’
i average and

only hH c3i’c contributes.

b. Second order in H p

At second order there are contributions from

hH c1H c2i’c and hH 1H c4i’c.There isno contribution to

second orderin �,t� ofthedisorderrenorm alization from

hH c3H c4i’c becausethisterm hassix Q i
�,’

i.

c. Third order in H p

There are contributions from hH c1H c2H c4i’c,

H c3H

2
c2

�

’c
and



H 1H

2
c2

�

’c
. The term s



H c3H

2
c4

�

’c

and


H 1H

2
c4

�

’c
do notcontribute,asthey contain eight

orm oreQ i
�,’

i �elds.

d. Fourth order in H p

O nly one term contributes,


H 1H

2
c2H c4

�

’c
. Allother

term shaveten orm oreQ i
�,’

i �eldsorm orethan three

Q � �eldsand thusdonotcontribute.Thesam eargum ent

appliesto allterm sgenerated by higherorderofH p.

3. C alculating the renorm alized disorder variance

W enow m ustcalculatethevarianceofallterm satthenew length scale�� 1 which arelinearin ~A i
�.Thesearethe

term sjustfound aboveplusH c0.Thus,weneed to calculatethe varianceof

� Hc0 � hHc3i’c + hH c1H c2i’c + hH 1H c4i’c � hHc1H c2H c4i’c �
1

2
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2
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c2H 1
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2
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(D12)

To order�2,the following term scontributeto the variance.
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a. O n the calculation ofdisorder term s

As an illustration, we give details for the calculation of the variance term s for a relatively sim ple term ,h

hH c3i’cH c0

i

D
,and a m oreinvolved one,
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where we again used the orthonorm ality ofthe nk. Perform ing the sum m ation over the silent indices,one �nally

obtains
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W e now need to perform theaverageoverthe ’ �elds.Forconvenience,wesplitH1H
2
c2H c4 = A + B into two term s,

whereA correspondsto thepartofH 1H
2
c2H c4 which involvesthe�rstterm in thecurly bracketsin Eq.(D15)and B

correspondsto the second term in the curly brackets.ForhA i
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,weneed to calculatethe average
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which can be easily done via W ick’s Theorem . However,not allpossible perm utations ofpairings willcontribute.

Allterm s involving either ofthe contractions hidi or hj0k0i vanish as @�C
x(0) = 0. Although not im m ediately

apparent,term s involving the pairing hi00i000i also do notcontribute to one loop order. This can be seen only after

the com putation ofthe disorderaverage
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i

D
and a gradientexpansion sim ilarto the one em ployed below

Eq.(D1).Using thesam eargum entsasweused fortheterm (D1),allhi00i000icontractionscan then beshown to give

no contribution.Furtherm ore,allcontractionswhich are identicalup to a perm utation ofthe indicesi00 and i000 will

givethesam econtributionsafterthedisorderaverageistaken,asdiscussed below.W ethereforeonly writedown half

ofthe perm utationsand indicate the othersby f00$ 000g.Thus,we only need to keep the following term s,
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Letusnow perform the disorderaverage
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where the variablescarrying a tilde arise from the H c0 term . Again,we can use W ick’sTheorem to decom pose the

average. O fthe three possible perm utations ofpairings,two involve either ofthe two contractions hbb00i or hbb000i.

Neither perm utation contributes. This is easily seen for the hbb00i contraction and the explicitly written term s in

(D17) because they allinvolve after the contraction a derivative ofC x(0) and thus vanish. The sam e term s also

do notcontribute forthe case ofa hbb000icontraction,which again can be seen with a gradientexpansion and using

argum entsanalogousto thosebelow Eq.(D1).Therefore,only oneterm ofthe disorderaveragem ustbe kept,
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The term sin (D17)which only di�erby a perm utation ofthe double prim ed and triple prim ed variablesgive then

identicalcontributions,as such a perm utation sim ply relabels the variables associated with the two H c2 term s inh
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The integration overx00 can now be perform ed with
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Therem ainingdoubleintegraloverx and x0can then again beapproxim ated with a gradientexpansion in therelative

coordinateand em ploying Eq.(D21).W e then obtain (wedenote the centerofm asscoordinateagain by x)
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where�k isde�ned through �1 = �2 = 1,�3 = (1+ b)� 1 and pkts=t� = pk�.Aftersom estraightforward algebra,one

�nally �nds
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The calculation of
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Finally,expressing allpk through band ts,oneobtainsfor

h

hA + Bi
’c
H c0

i

D

h

H 1H

2
c2H c4

�

’c
H c0

i

D

= 2�2t� 2� t
� 1
s

Z

d
2
x

���
~A x
�

�2
+

�
~A y
�

�2
�

(1+ b)(2+ b)

+

�
~A z
�

�2
2(1+ b)(1� b)2

�

C
x(0): (D25)

1
M .-H.Julien,Physica B 329-333,693 (2003),and refer-

encestherein.
2
B.I.Shraim an and E.D .Siggia,Phys.Rev.Lett.61,467

(1988).
3
B.I.Shraim an and E.D .Siggia,Phys.Rev.Lett.62,1564

(1989).
4
B.I.Shraim an and E.D .Siggia,Phys.Rev. B 40,9162

(1989).
5
M .Yu.K uchiev and O .P.Sushkov,Physica C 218,197

(1993).
6
S.W akim oto etal.,Phys.Rev.B 67,184419 (2003).

7
T.D om bre,J.Phys.(France)51,847 (1990);A.Auerbach

and B.E.Larson,Phys.Rev.B 43 7800 (1991).
8
S. Chakravarty, B. I. Halperin, and D . R. Nelson,

Phys.Rev. B 39,2344 (1989).
9
R.J.Birgeneau etal.,Phys.Rev.B 59,13788 (1999).

10
Ch.Niederm ayeretal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,3843 (1998).

11
F.C.Chou etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett. 71,2323 (1993).

12
F.Borsa etal.,Phys.Rev.B 52,7334 (1995).

13
B.K eim eretal.,Phys.Rev.B 46,14034 (1992).

14
C.Y.Chen etal.,Phys.Rev.B 51,3671 (1995).

15
S.W akim oto etal.,Phys.Rev.B 60,R769 (1999);ibid.

61,3699 (2000);S.W akim oto,S.Ueki,Y.Endoh,and K .

Yam ada ibid.62,3547 (2000).



23

16
M .M atsuda etal.,Phys.Rev.B 61,4326 (2000);ibid.62,

9148 (2000).
17

M .Fujita etal.,Phys.Rev.B 65,064505 (2002).
18

G .F.Reiter,Phys.Rev. B 49,R1536 (1994).
19

A.Ram sak and P.Horsch,Phys.Rev. B 57,4308 (1998).
20

R.J.G ooding,Phys.Rev.Lett.66,2266 (1991).
21

A.Aharony,R.J.Birgeneau,A.Coniglio,M .A.K astner,

and H.E.Stanley,Phys.Rev.Lett.60,1330 (1988).
22

J.Villain,Zeit.f.Phys.B 33,31 (1979).
23

L.I.G lazm an and A.S.Ioselevich,Zeit.f.Phys.B 80,133

(1990).
24

V.Cherepanov,I.Y.K orenblit,A.Aharony,and O .Entin-

W ohlm an,Eur.Phys.J.B 8,511 (1999).
25

A. N. Lavrov, Y. Ando, S. K om iya, and I. Tsukada

Phys.Rev.Lett.87,017007 (2001).
26

R.J.G ooding,N.M .Salem ,and A.M ailhot,Phys.Rev.B.

49,6067 (1994).
27

C. G oldenberg and A. Aharony, Phys. Rev. B 56, 661

(1997).
28

N.Hasselm ann,A.H.Castro Neto,and C.M oraisSm ith,

Europhys.Lett.56,870 (2001).
29

N.Hasselm ann,A.H.Castro Neto,and C.M oraisSm ith,

Phys.Rev.Lett.82,2135 (1999).
30

B.P.Stojkovic etal.,Phys.Rev.B 62,4353 (2000).
31

P. Azaria, B. D elam otte, F. D elduc, and T. Jolicoeur,

Nucl.Phys.B 408,485 (1993).
32

S.K leeand A.M uram atsu,Nucl.Phys.B 473,539 (1996).
33

T.D om bre and N.Read,Phys.Rev.B 39,6797 (1989).
34

J.A.Hertz,Phys.Rev.B 18,4875 (1978).
35

W .Apel,M .W intel,and H.U.Everts,Zeit.f.Phys.B 86,

139 (1992).
36

K . Binder and A. P. Young, Rev. M od. Phys. 58, 801

(1986).
37

A.M .Polyakov,Phys.Lett.59 B ,79 (1975).
38

Y.Im ry and S.K .M a,Phys.Rev.Lett.35,1399 (1975).
39

M .W intel,H.U.Everts,and W .Apel,Europhys.Lett.

25,711 (1994).
40

J.M .K osterlitz and D .J.Thouless, J.Phys.C 6, L97

(1973).
41

H.K awam ura,J.Phys.:Condens.M atter10,4707 (1998).
42

M .W intel,H.U.Everts,and W .Apel,Phys.Rev.B 52,

13480 (1995).
43

M .W intel,PhD Thesis,Univ.Hannover93U7008 (1993).
44

S.Scheidl,Phys.Rev.B 55,457 (1997).
45

D .S.Fisher,Phys.Rev.B 31,7233 (1985).
46

T.Natterm ann,S.Scheidl,S.E.K orshunov,and M aiSuan

Li,J.Phys.IFrance 5,565 (1995).
47

M .-C.Cha and H.A.Fertig,Phys.Rev.Lett.74, 4867

(1995).
48

B.W .Southern and A.P.Young,Phys.Rev.B 48,13170

(1993).
49

B.W .Southern and H.-J.Xu,Phys.Rev.B 52,R3836

(1995).
50

O . P. Vajk, P. K . M ang, M . G reven, P. M . G ehring,

and J.W .Lynn,Science 295,1691 (2002); O .P.Vajk,

M .G reven,P.K .M ang,and J.W .Lynn,Sol.St.Com m .

126,93 (2003).
51

M .H �uckeretal.,Phys.Rev.B 59,R725 (1999).
52

I. Y. K orenblit, A. Aharony, and O . Entin-W ohlm an,

Phys.Rev.B 60,R15017 (1999).
53

K .Hirota,K .Yam ada,I.Tanaka,and H.K ojim a,Physica

B 241-243,817 (1998).
54

K .Yam ada etal.,Phys.Rev.B 57,6165 (1998)
55

H.K im ura etal.,Phys.Rev.B 59,6517 (1999).
56

C.M oraisSm ith,N.Hasselm ann,and A.H.Castro Neto,

Am .Instit.ofPhysicsConf.Proc.,554,209 (2001).
57

T.Sasagawa,P.K .M ang,O .P.Vajk,A.K apitulnik,and

M .G reven,Phys.Rev.B 66,184512 (2002).
58

W . Bao, Y. Chen, Y. Q iu, and J. L. Sarrao,

Phys.Rev.Lett.91,127005 (2003);W .Bao et al.,ibid.

84,3978 (2000).


