arXiv:cond-mat/0406460v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 21 Jun 2004

The road from one hole to the stripe phase
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Abstract

In this paper, i is shown how a single stripe and a stripe phase grow from ndividualholes in low
doping regin e. In an e ective low -energy description ofthe t-Jm odel, ie., the phase stringm odel, a
hole doped Into the spin ordered phase w ill induce a dipolar distortion in the background P hys. Rev.
B67,115103 (2003)]. W e analyze the holedipole con gurations w ith lowest energy under a dipole—
dipole interaction and show that these holes tend to arrange them selves Into a regular polygon.
Such a stabl polygon con guration will tum into a stripe as the num ber hole-dipoles becom es
them odynam ically lJarge and eventually a uniformm stripe state can be form ed, which constitutes an
energetically com petitive phase at low doping. W e also brie y discuss the e ect of Zn in purities on
individualholedipoles and stripes.

PACS numbers: 7127+ a,71.10-w

I. NTRODUCTION

T he stripe phenom enon isone ofm any interesting and novelpropertiesobserved in high-T. cuprate superconductors.
Static stripes were rst experin entally found in Laj.qgS1.12Ndy.aCul " by neutron scattering, where narrow elastic
m agnetic superlattice peaks located at ( (1  2x); ;0) and chargeorderpeaksat 4 (1 x);0;0) areclearly identi ed
at doping concentration x = 0:118. This result is interpreted as that the dopant-nduced holes collect in dom ain
w alls that sgparate antiferrom agnetic AF) antiphase dom ains. T his picture is also supported by the x—ray di raction
experin ent® . Tn La, S1.Cu0 4 com, pounds, people have also tried to use dynam icalstripesto explain the cbservation
by the jne]astjc neutron scatteringe, where narrow m agnetic peaks at the AF wave vectors, ( (1 "; ;0) and
(; @ );0) with " 2x .at low energies were found. Somewhat sin ilar ncomm engurate dynam ic m agnetic

uctuations were also J:eportedl. in YBC O..oom pounds. Nuclkar quadruple resonance NQ R )&, m uon spin resonanoé
and m agnetic susceptibility m easurem entd? all verify the evidence of stripe .n La, xS1r.CuO 4. Stripes have also been
observed In the oxygen-doped La,CuO 4 using nuclear m agnetic resonance WM R) techniques. T hese experim ental
results suggest that the stripe instability m ay be extensively present in the cuprates as a com peting order, which
contrbutes to the com plexity of the phase diagram .

T he existence of the stripes In a strongly correlated electron system was actually rst pred:ct:ed'9 by Zaanen and
G unnarsson kefore the experim ental discovery. They found the stripe m ean— eld solution In a two-band Hubbard
m odel, n which holes doped into the parent antiferrom agnet generally tend to arrange them selves into straight lines
aligned parallel to each other, ie, the charged stripes. Since the experim ental discovery of the static stripes in the
cuprates, theoretical investigations of the stripe and striperelated physics have been conducted very intensively in
the high-T. eld. Num erical studies ofthe t-dm odelby the DM RG present con icting conclusjans as to the existence
of stripe phases in its ground state, which m ight be caused by the strong nie-size e ects?d. Recent theoretical
developm ents in the stripe physics have been reviewed in Refsky

So farthem ost oftheoretical studies on the origin ofthe stripes in the cuprates are eitherbased on phenom enological
theories or focused on the static ones at the m ean— eld level. To truly understand the m icroscopic origin ofthe stripe
phase and its com petitive relation w ith the hom ogeneous phases (incliding superconductiviy), one needs to know
when a stripe can be m elt and be broken into pieces, nam ely, what i is m ade of, and when i can becom e stable
against various kinds of uctuatiqnale ects.

Recently, it has been shown%4t9 that there exists a m ore stable ekm entary ob Ect, known as a hok dipok, in
the low doping son ordered phase described by the t-J m odel. Such a charge + e entiy can be regarded as a dipole
com posed ofa charged vortex (centered at a spinlessholon) and a neutralantivortex w hich is selftrapped In realspace.
D ue to the so—called phase string e ect, an in nite (logarithm ic divergent) energy is needed if one is to \destroy" such
a com posite by separating two poles of the dipole In niely far away.

On the other hand, since each hole dipol is selftrapped in real space, is kinetic energy is suppressed. Thus
the potential energy (from In purities, for nstance) and the dipole-dipole interaction between two holes w ill becom e
dom inant. In the absence of disorder or in purities and w ithout considering the longtrange Coulomb repulsion,
an inhom cgeneous instability has been found In such a system and in particular various stripe instabilities were
suggested'l-g- to occur. In other words, if a stripe does form in this system , hole-dipoles described above w ill becom e
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the elem entary building blocks. C onsequently the uctuations and dynam ics of stripes aswell as the m elting of them
m ay be understood and m athem atically described from a new angl based qn the holedipoles.

In this paper, we shall ollow up the stripe instability pointed out in Refld and dem onstrate m athem atically how
a stabk stripe can grow from individual holedipoles by starting with only a few of them . W e nd that these nite
num ber of hole-dipoles generally form a regular polygon w ih a m inim ized potential energy, which is stable against
the perturbations. W ith the increase ofthe hole num ber, the polygon eventually evolves into a stripe and then stripes
as the hole concentration becom es nite in the them odynam ic lim it, which result in the stripe phase. W e further
consider the Zn in purity e ects on both hol dipoles and stripes and predict that stripes can be easily destroyed in
the presence of random zincs.

IT. THE MODEL
A . The phase-string m odel

W e start wih the two-dim ensional t-J m odel. At half lling, i tums into the Heisenberg m odel w ith a good
description of the m agnetic properties In the cuprates. The M arshall sign rule is Hundt? i the ground state of such
am odel, where the Ipsoftwo antiparallel soins at opposite sublattice sites are alw ays accom panied by a sign change
In the ground-state wave function: "#! ( 1) #". Upon doping, however, this M arshall sign rule w ill get frustrated
by the m otion of the doped holes. W hen a hole hops from site to site, a sequence of  signsw illbe left behind which
cannot be repaired by spin— Ip processes and is called phase—strjng‘lEf.

T he phasestring theory is developed to accurately handle the phasestring g-ect in the t-J m odel. This theory is
based on a new kind of slaveparticle form ula in which electron operator readd’

o =hib ( Jet; ®

where hi-’ is a bosonic \holon" creation operator and by is a bosonic \spinon" annihilation operator, satisfying the

follow ing no double occupancy constraint
X
h'h;i+ bl b = 1: @)

H ere the nonlocalphase factor et precisely keeps the track of the singular part of the phase string e ect aswellas
the ferm ionic statistics of the electron operator; as de ned by

A 1 T 3)
w ith |
X X )
f= mmh@ 2) ny 1 @)
161
and
X
D= mmh@  z2)n): ®)

%1

The e ective phase-string m odel of the tJ Ham iltonian is given by

x h i X h i
Here = & e®s5 h'hj+He: I e?s B +Ho; @)
hiji hiji
w ith 4, t, & J. Them ost In portant and unique structure of the phase-string theory is a m utualdual relation in
(t_d) : For holons, a spinon sin ply behaves lke a ux-tube and for spinons, a holon also behaves lke a ux-tube,
which are described by the lattice gauge eldsA fj and Aki‘j as follow s:
X 1 X b
S
Aij = E (ny); (7)
C ;2C
and
X h X h
Aij = — ny; ®)
c rc

for a closed path C wih nklJ and nrl1 denoting spinon and holon num ber operators, respectively.



B. Holesasdipoles

In the phase-string theory, the soin— i operator is de ned as

51 = ( blbsexp i} ; ©
w ith

b= Iz z)n? 10)

In the AF spin ordered phase, the spinons are Bose condensed, ie., < by >4 0; with the soins lying In the xy
plne. The polarization direction of the spin ordering is detem ined by S; = ( 1} < bl, >< by > exp i
From this, we can see that besides the sign ( l)i, which re ects the staggered AF order, there is an additionalphase
exp i }1‘ Introduced by holons, which represents a tw ist of the spins w ith respect to each holon. Nam ely, each tin e
when one circles around a holon once, a 2 rotation is found. in the direction of the spin ordering. The resulting
soin con guration is called a m eron (spin vortex) Fig2 ofRequ]. A meron costs an energy w hich is logarithm ically
dependent on the size of the system . And for two holons, the Induced spin tw ists are in the sam e way such that there
exists a repulsive jnteraction between them . Tn order to rem ove such an unphysical energy divergence, an antin eron
should be induced? near every holon-m eron to cancel out the spin tw ists at large distance. An antin eron is de ned
by:
h i
b ! B exp iz# b

where #5 = Im h(z; Z):Here z{ denotes the coordinate of the center of an antin eron labelled by k. As a resulk
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to describe the soin tw ist, w ith z &+ ieﬁ:Herethemeron and antim eron are centered at e7“;J:espectjyely. At
Tij>> B¢ Jone obtains a dipolar tw ist
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i . (14)
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T he energy cost of such a dipole con guration is given as the follow J'ng'ign
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which is nite. In the above, S5a® = 5" i? (a is the lattice constant). This m eron-antin eron spin con guration is
called a ho]e—djpolélq‘ig- . The displacem ent connecting the centers ofa m eron and an antin eron can be de ned as the
dipole m om ent here. The dipole m om ent, is-determ ned by the two din ensional Coulomb gas theory by a standard
KT renom alization group RG) methodﬂq"lél. Near half lling x ! 0 we estin ate the centers of a m eron and an
antin eron as the lattice constant hgy 1= 1 a.

At the end of this part, we note that in som ewhat di erent contexts, the concept of,hele dipoles has been also
suggested by di erent authors through di erent approaches. It is raised In references?92) that the doped holes
Introduce a local ferrom agnetic exchange coupling betw een their neighboring cu? , which brings frustration to the
background antiferrom agnetisn . The frustrating bond acts lke a m agnetic dipole. From this picture, they studied
the suppression of antiferrom agnetic correlationsby the hole-dipoles, and the m agnetic phase diagram w as obtained.
Tt is also pointed out In referenc?? that the doped holes in the form of holespinpolaron interact w ith each other
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FIG.1l: The variables .n formula(16) is shown. For two dipoles indexed by k and k , r,, 0 denotes the distance between their
centers, ex and eco denote theirm om ents, and ’ x and ’ o denote the angles betw een theirm om ents and the line which connects
their centers.

through dipolar potential. Tt is Just the excitation ofthese spin-polarons that fom s the stripe2324. I referenc??, an
analogy was given between the doped holes in the AF background w ith the H e m puriy in the licquid H e'. Asaresul,
it is also found that the m obilk-hole creates a long-range dipolar spin-back ow . And in reﬁrenoe%, the Interaction
between the holes is m ore carefully considered, including the longrang Coulom b interaction, the dipolar potential,
and the short-range attraction. T he com peting of these Interactions leads to the com plicated phase diagram , which
Includes the diagonal stripe.

ITII. OPTIM AL CONFIGURATIONS FOR MULTI-HOLE-DIPOLES

A holedipok is selflocalized!d in space w ith the suppression of its kinetic energy. If there is an in puriy, such a
hole-dipole can be easily trapped around, whose e ect w illbe discussed In Sec. IV . In this section, w e shallconsider the
In purity-free case, in which the hole dipol can be located anywhere in real space due to the translational sym m etry.
For m ultinum ber hole-dipoles, the dipole-dipole interaction w ill determ ine the gpatial con guration of them . In the
follow ing we start w ith the case oftwo holedipoles rst.

A . Energy-m inim alcon guration for two hole-dipoles

Fortwo dipoles well separated from each other, the Interaction energy is given byi%

A\l #
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in which the size ofthe djpoles is xed by ro: The alignm ents of two dipoles are shown in Figl.
U nder the interaction C_lé) , two dipoles w illad just their dipole m om ent directions to arrive at the lowest energy. It
is easy to see that the condition to m Inin ize their potential energy at a xed distance is

"y + "o=0; modulb 2 ; @a7)



FIG.2: Con guration for three djpolesm arked by 1, 2, and 3. T he arrow s indicate the m om ents of the dijpoles.

which results in an attractive potential energy,

B e

. 2 ° (18)
FkxoJ
Two dipoles will then m ove closer and closer until reach a least distance 2ry = 2 xoj detem ined essentially by the
size of the dipoles. W hen the distance between two dipolks are near 21y, the potential descrbed by {16) usually is
no longer correct. H ow ever, we shall use the form ula Qé) approxin ately at Jyxoj” 2rp and take the positions of the
dipoles as continuous variables by ignoring the discrete lattice sites In the follow ing considerations of n-dipole case.
Then the probkm is reduced to a m athem atical one to search for the optim um con guration for the n-dipokes which
interact with each other through C_l-g'), under the constraint that the distance between any two dipoles should be no kss
than twice of the average dipok m om ent Reyoj= 2xy.

B. Three and four holedipoles

Now let us consider three dipoles case. In Fig2, three holedipols are m arked by 1, 2, and 3, respectively.
Suppose the rst and second dipoles are located at ( h;0), with the angles between their dipole m om ents and the
line connecting them tobe ' . Then we want to nd out what is the optin al location for the third dipole. From
Fig. 2, it is easy to see that for the dipolesm arked by 1 and 3, one has

o= 3 19)
and for 2 and 3, one has
! 2= 1+t 2 3t (20)
Then one nds
= L+ s @1)

D e ning the coordinate of the third dipolke by (x;y), we get

/' = arctan ( Y ) + arctan ( Y ); (22)
x+ h x+ h
and thus
Yy Yy
tan’ = tan arctan( ) + arctan ( )
+ h x+ h
2h
_ y . 23)

x2+y2 '



FIG .3: Fortwodipoles 1 and 2 w ith their centers xed at ( h;0) and the anglesbetween theirm om ents and the line connecting
their centers to be ’ , the track of the center of dipole 3 to optin ize the direction of its m om ent is a circle which passes the

form ertwo dipoles, centering at (0; h ctg’ ), wih the radiush c¢sc’ . The directions of the three dipoles are along the tangent
of the circle

. r=h csco

o
(0,-h ctge)

FIG .4: W hen the dipol 4 is added, it should m ake an optim um con guration wih any two dijpoles. A s a resul, it locates on
the sam e circle m entioned in Fig3.

such that

2+ (+

= ——: @4)

>From {24), we can see that the track of (x;y) is jist a circle passing through dipolke 1 and 2, centered at (0; h=tan’)
wih a radiusR = h=sih’ . From the know ledge of geom etry, it is easy to see that the m om ents of these three dipoles
w ill all point along the tangents of the circle, as shown in Fig. 3.

T hen the energy-m inin al con guration for three holedipoles is cbtained as an equilateral triangle. The m inin al



Interaction energy for three hole-dipoles is
d d 15

V2 3 22q0—2
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wih Jyxoj= P 3R and R is radius of the circle crossing three djpoles.

W hen the fourth hole-dipol is added, it should rstm ake up an optin alcon guration w ith the dipolk 1 and 2, and
thus is located on a circle as discussed above. T hen by furtherm aking up an optin alcon guration w ith the dipole 1
and 3, t willalso be located on an another circle passing through the dipole 1 and 3. Since the dipole 3 is already on
a circle determm ined by 1 and 2, w ith its dipole m om ent along the tangent, the circle determ ined by the dipole 1 and
3 is the sam e as that determ ined by the dipol 1 and 2, and so is the one determ ined by dipol 2 and 3. _

T he sam e argum ent is applicable to n dipoles. So the optin alcon guration forn dipoles under the potential C_lg')
willbe always on a circle, w ith each dipole m om ent along the tangent of the circle and the proportional spacing for
each dipole. Such con guration is just a reqular polygon w ith n edges. To low energy the radiis of the circle R will
shrink until the length ofevery edge is equalto them ininum 2y,

2r0
! — (26)
2sin —
n
Them inin al interaction energy ©orn hole-dipoles (n is a odd num ber) is
d d X 1
A 28 e
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Ifn is even number, the m Inin al Interaction energy is
X1 11
Vd d 2argn|2 + = ——1: 29)
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N um erical sin ulations forup to n = 30 dpoles also show that for these interacting dipoles, the optin ized con gu-—
rations w ith m inim ized totalenergy are alw ays regular polygons as discussed above.

C . Stability of the regular polygon con guration

In this part we will show the stability of the regular polygon con guration for hole-dipoles. For a regular polygon
con guration, the distance betw een tw o nearest dipoles has reached them Inin al2ry . But the distances betw een other
pairs of dipoles have not arrived at their m Inimum . M athem atically, i should be proved that the con guration is
stable against perturbations.

1. Perturmation for changing the direction of a dipole m om ent

F irst we change the direction ofa dipolem om ent from i’s origihaldirection " to’ ¢+ ' :The change ofthe total
energy orn holedipoles (n is a odd num ber) is

d d o X
\% 24
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FIG .5: W hen moredipoles are added, they should all locate on the circlem entioned in Fig3 and Fig4. Heren = 6 isdisplayed.

&

’ 2rD

FIG .6: The optinum con guration forn dipoles. T heir centers form a regular polygon. Them om ent of each dipole is directed
along the bisector of each externalangle. Here n = 6 is disgplayed.

w ih Jy jde ned by C_2-§') O n the other hand, ifn is even num ber, the energy di erence is

X' 1 1
v 44 Zp ——+ Z———1("F> o0: 31)
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W hen m ore hole-dipoles change the directions of their m om ents sim ultaneously, the energy cost is sim ply the sum
of all the positive energy cost by every change.

So the regular polygon con guration is stable against changing the directions of the dijpolemoments v ¢ 4> 0.
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FIG.7: A perturbation is in posed to the optinum con guration, Jde, the regqular polygon. Here n = 4 is displayed. Each
dipole has a perturbation in the position and direction ( xi; vi; i). The dipole 0 and dipole 1 are xed at the origin point
and on the x axis respectively, as the totalpotential has global SO (2) Invariance.

2. Perturmation for changing the positions of the centers of the dipoles

N ext we change the positions of the centers of the dipoles. In Fig.7, the case ofn = 4 isshown asan exam pl. The
position and direction of each dipok arem arked in Fig.7. Here 2r; is set to be 1 for convenience. The dipole 0 and
dipok 1 are xed at the origin point and on the x axis respectively. Each dipol has a perturbation in the position
and direction ( xi; vi; 1). A fler this perturbation, we can expand the potentialup to st order. Taking dipole 1
and dipole 2 as an exam pl, we have

Vi = F (32)
t
am ong w hich
Vo = 2015 : 33)
For the num erator,w e have
PiH .= 04 14 5, 2 10 G4)

In the above equation, ; and , denotes the changes In the directions of the m om ents of dipol 1 and dipolk 2,
while 1, denotesthe change in the direction of line connecting dipol 1 and dipolk 2,

2= & %)=l= x %5 (35)
T hus the change In the num erator is zero to the st order of the perturbation. For the denom inator, we have

g, = (x 357+ 0+ w)

1+2 p+o(X; %) x %): (36)

Asa resul, up to the rst order perturbation, the potential becom es:

A%
Vi = 0 - W+ 2Vy v+ of 35): 37)
1+ 2 w»



10

In the sam e way, w e expanded the potential am ong other dipols, and obtained the follow Ing expansion ofthe total
potentialup to the rst order perturbation ,

d d
Vier = (o1 + Vip + Vo3 + Voo + Vo3 + Vi3)

5
EVO(X1+ % 3+ »nt+t B): (38)

To satisfy the constraint that the distances between the centers of any two dipoles should be no less than 2ry, we
expanded the form ula of their distances to the rst order perturbation and have:

X1 0! m» 1;

X % ! I3 1;
v 0! #m 1;
vw 0! m3 1: (39)
>From (38) and {39), we obtained that:
Veor  0; 40)

w hich denotes that the change of the total potential is no less than zero up to the rst order perturbation.
O ur above dem onstration can be easily generalized to arbitrary n. For a generaln, we have

X ’ r
Viot = Vooosr(z ) : 41)

i3 i)

Up to the rst order perturbation, we have:

2@ 2 (x )+ 26 ¥ (w )
Veor = Vo R W wite ¥, @2)
ij i

T he constraint for the least distance between any two ad pcent dipoles reads:
Gir1= 2&:  Xe1)(x 1)+ 260 w1 (wn Y1) O 43)

Tt can be checked that
X

Veort = gV Bri+ 17 44)

in which
n 1 . .
go =2 sin[ @ 1)ﬁ1]=[s,m< i)=ni > o @)
8sin( =n)shn (2 =n)

>From ({43), (4) and §@5), we have

Vtot 0: (4 6)
>F rom 646), we know that the change of the total potential is no less than zero up to the rst order perturbation for
arbitrary n. W hen allthe x and vy are carefully chosen so that the "=" is realized In (43 {46) tums into

Vior = 0: @7

In such cases, we should have to check the second order perturbation in the potential energy as the rst oxder
perturbation is zero. W e again gave our proof forn = 4 as an exam ple. _ _

When x = w= w=0,and % = x = x,the"=" isrealized n (39) and hence {40 ). The rst order
perturbation of the totalpotential is zero, so we expanded it to the second order perturbation, and obtained

Xy
VtOl r2

53 T4
2V0 Vo V0
+ (x¢ 1+ @ x¥ 1+ @+ xP

= 2%

3 3
= 5%+ Vol xF + o(( x)); 48)
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and therefore,
3
Veo1 EVO(X)Z 0: 49)

So the change In the totalpotential is also no less than zero up to the second order perturbation.

In the case ofn > 4, we can carry out sim ilar expansion, and draw the sam e conclusion.

By the above perturbative expansion, we proved that the con guration shown in Fig. 6 is stable against local
perturbation in the positions and directions of the dipole m om ents.

D . Energetically m inim ized con gurations for in nite num ber hole-dipoles - stripes

In the above part, we have proved that n dipoles w ill arrange them selves to form a regular polygon to m inim ize
the energy. And the radius of the circle R w ill shrink until the length of every edge is equalto the m nimum 2r;.
Whenn! 1 ,theradiusofthecicckeR tum todvergeR ’ = *n ! 1 and a regular polygon w ill naturally
be stretched into a line (ie., a stripe), as shown in Fig. 8. Them inim al interaction energy for a regular polygon w ith
large num ber of holedipoles is about

1

d d 2 X
v 285 ——
kk© TkkoJ

' dn (50)

W hen a dipole leaves away from the line (a stripe), nite energy V ¢ ¢ willbe cost

X 1 X 1
v ddor 242 —— + 2} —
o Jxod S
2
_ g ( rf; 1)

24

where . = 2kry; and jrk032 = Pry j2 + ( rf. Thus the line shape con guration - stripe is stable against local
perturbation.

Tt is easy to see that such a \stripe" of charge carriers is em bedded in a dom ain wallofthe AF background. To see
this, we consider a stripe along the R-axis com posed of the hole-dpoles of a size £j= 1y and spaced by 1= #3J. Far
away from the R-axis, the total soin tw ist summ ed from {_lfi) is given by

o X k _ X €k Yik
k k I?k
" —sgnyi); 52)

when ;5 1o a:Hereyx = y; and xi = k + x; according to the de nition. T hus a phase shift is found across
the stripe w ith

= y>0 y<0=2 - (53)
Fora specialcase, = 2, the line becom es an antiphase dom ain wall
= po y0=2 —= : (54)

N am ely, a stripe com posed of hole-dipoles is topologically an antiphase dom ain wall

>F rom 054_:), we can also understand physically the reason why the holes tend to arrange them selves into a straight
line. W hen the holedipoles are distrbuted random Iy in the AF background, each dipol induces a spin twist as
described by (14), which costs additionalenergy. But when the hole-dipoles orm a stripe, the totaltw ist spins away
from the dom ain wallw ill be cancelled out such that the spin ordering on either side of the dom ain wall becom es
unfrustrated, jist lke at half- 1ling.

Yet there is a further advantage in the form ation of the stripe, ie, the kinetic energy of the holes can be gained.
Recall that an isolated hole-dipole cannot m ove freely as it is selftrapped in real space. But when the hole-dipoles
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C2r)

FIG.8:W henn ! 1 ,the reqular polygon shown in Fig.6 tums into a line. T he distance between the centers of neighboring
dipoles is 2ry .

§2r0;:

FIG.9: W hen m ore holes are doped to occupy a certain concentration of the lattice grid, parallel lines are form ed to m ake the
stripe phase

arrange them selves Into a straight line, the individual holes actually m ay m ove freely along the stripe such that a
delocalization energy can be gained. T his w ill correspond to a m etallic stripe case.

W ith a further increase of doping, m ore stripes w illbe form ed as shown in Fig. 9. For any two ad-poent stripes,
w ithout the spin frustration inside the dom ain between them , they will not gain additional energy by being closer.
Under a longrange Coulomb repulsion, a uniform stripe phase will be stable against a cluster form ation. In this
uniform stripe phase, the distances between tw o neighboring stripes are the sam e, which obviously is determ ined by
the hole concentration. It should be noticed that the regently found "checkerboard" pattem in the LDO S by the
STM in the cupratem ay digolay a new kind ofCDW order?}. Ttspossibility in the fram ew ork of the above m entioned
dipole picture is under further exploration when the long-range C oulom b repulsion is considered m ore carefully.
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FIG.10: W hen a hok and a Zn?" are doped Into the AF background sim ultaneously, they would like to attract each other
and ©m a zn?" -holon dipole. H denotes the holon, whilk zZn denotes the Z n?*

IV. THE EFFECTS OF ZN-IM PURITIES

A s em phasized before, the stripe form ation is intim ately related to the selfdocalization of individual hole-dipoles.
W e also have m entioned that disorder or im purities in the system m ay have an \am pli ed" e ect on localization.

In the llow ng we discuss the e ect of Zn in purities on holedipols as well as the stripe phase. It is wellknown
that doped Zn atom s w illbe present in the o of zn®" with a closed-shell structure, substituting the Cu?* sites in
the CuO , planes of the cuprates. In the t-J m odel, the site occupied by the zn*" m ay be in posed by a boundary
condition of an \em pty" site where no electron or hole can stay there at low energy.

Letusexam nehow a Zn in purity and a hole-dipole w ill interact. Inside a hole-dipole, those spins on a loop circling
the center ofthe antin eron w illhavea 2 rotation in theirpolarization directions. A s the radius of such a lIoop shrinks
continuously to the antin eron core, the spin polarization directions w ill change quigkly and becom es uncertain at the
core site. So a spin at the core site of the antin eron w ill just lke a "defect" span%, and the bonds which connect
the core spin w ith its surrounding spins can be thus viewed to be e ectively \cut o ", resulting an energy increase
roughly 43 (3° denctes the average superexchange energy foronebond). O n the otherhand, when a zn®t is doped
and replaces a nom alC u?* site, the bonds w hich used to connect such a Cu?" with its surroundingsare cut o wih
an energy cost approxin ately 4. But, ifsuch a zn®t isto replace the cu? sitting at the core of the antim eron
of a holedipole, no additional superexchange energy w ill be cost by breaking up those four bonds connected to the
In purity site. T herefore, it w illbe energetically favorable for a hole-dipole to be trapped by a Zn jm purity. A s shown
In Fig.l0, a Zn in purity locates at the center of the antin eron. E xperin entally, there is evidence?® that doped holes
are indeed trapped by the Zn in purities.

A ccording to the above discussions, a lJarge num ber of Zn In purities w ill not favor the stripe form ation, for they
tend to trap holedipoles around them selves. The random distrdbution of the Zn lads to the random distribution
of the holedipoles. If the Zn concentration is very low, then a stripe is expected to be easily pinned by a Zn, and
be bent In order to pass several zincs, as shown In Fig.ll. From the transport m easurem ent£4 and also from the
m uon-soin- relaxation (JISR) m easurem ent£, it is ound that a sm all am ount of Zn in purities are e ective for the
pihning. So we predict that Zn In purities are very e ective in destroying a stripe phase at low doping.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, i is shown that in the fram ework of the phasestring m odel, each hole doped into a soin ordered
phase at low doping will act as a dipole which is selftrapped In real space. W ih the suppression of the kinetic
energy, the dpol-dipol interaction between holedipoles w ill dom inate the low-energy physics in the absence of
disorder or in purities. W e dem onstrated In detailhow a few hole-dipoles collapse into a stable con guration of the
regular polygon, which tums Into a stripe (stripes) in them odynam ic lin it. C onsequently, we found that at a nite
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Zn

FIG.11: A stripe in ‘thepresenoeoftl’leZn2+ . The stx:'pehastopass‘theZr12+ ,and so is pinned.

concentration ofholes at low doping, a uniform stripe phase is highly com petitive. The e ects of In purities are also
discussed. W hen a Zn?" isdoped into the system , it generally tends to trap a hok around itselfto ©orm a Zn?" -holon
dipolk. A sa resul, the stripe w illbe pinned near the zn?*' site. Furtherm ore, we predicted that a nite concentration
of zincs can easily kill a uniform stripe phase.
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