
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
40

94
12

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  1
6 

Se
p 

20
04

R ole ofnon-m agnetic disorder in a doped U (1) spin liquid
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Recently we investigated a role ofnon-m agnetic disorder on the stability ofa U (1) spin liquid

(U 1SL)[cond-m at/0407151;Phys.Rev.B (R)accepted].In thepresentpaperweexam inean e�ect

ofthenon-m agneticdisorderon adoped U 1SL.In arecentstudy[cond-m at/0408236]wehaveshown

thatthedoped U 1SL showsdecon�ned m assivespinon excitationsin thesuperconducting phaseas

a result ofholon condensation. W e �nd that the m assive spinon is trapped by the non-m agnetic

disorder.O wing to the localized spin the non-m agnetic disorderactsasm agnetic one.

PACS num bers:74.20.M n,71.23.A n,73.43.N q,11.10.K k

Itisnow believed thatnon-m agnetic disorderinduces

a local m agnetic m om ent of S = 1

2
in underdoped

cuprates[1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. The localized m om ent is ex-

pected to result in a Curie-W eiss behavior of a m ag-

neticsusceptibility[1,3,5]and increaseantiferrom agnetic

correlations[2]. Despite ofthese successfuldescriptions

there exists controversy. Sachdev et al. claim ed that

em ergenceofthelocalm om entin a non-m agneticim pu-

rity can beunderstood by con�nem entofa spinon in the

underdoped cuprates[4,6].Butthepreviousstudies[1,3]

arebased on adecon�nem entphasewhich isdescribed by

a slave particle m ean �eld theory. Ithasbeen correctly

pointed out that in the slave boson m ean �eld theories

stronggaugeuctuationsm ediatinginteractionsbetween

the slave particles are not appropriately treated[7, 8].

Thus it is not clear that if strong gauge uctuations

are appropriately treated,the conclusions in the previ-

ous studies[1,3]are sustained. It is necessary to treat

both thegaugeuctuationsand non-m agneticim purities

on equalfooting.

Lastly Senthiletal.claim ed thatinstanton excitations

originating from strong gauge uctuations can be sup-

pressed bycriticaluctuationsofm asslessDiracferm ions

in the large avorlim it[9]. Asa resultan e�ective �eld

theory to describe a spin degree offreedom in the un-

derdoped cuprates is obtained to be Q E D 3 in term s

ofm assless Dirac ferm ions (spinons carrying only spin
1

2
)interacting via non-com pactU(1)gauge �elds[9,10].

Thestatedescribed by thiscritical�eld theory isusually

called a U(1)spin liquid (U 1SL).

Recently we exam ined a role ofnon-m agnetic disor-

der on the stability ofthe U 1SL using a renorm aliza-

tion group calculation[11]. In other words,we treated

both strong gauge uctuationsand non-m agnetic im pu-

rities on equalfooting. In the study we found that the

U 1SL rem ainsstableagainstweakdisorder.TheIR �xed

pointofQ E D 3 to govern theU 1SL isstableagainstthe

presenceoftheweak non-m agneticdisorderand thusthe

U 1SL issustained. This showsthatthe m asslessDirac

spinon isnotlocalized by theweakdisorderin theU 1SL,

which isin contrastwith the resultsoftheslaveparticle

m ean �eld theories[1,3].

In the present paper we investigate an e�ect of the

non-m agneticdisorderon a hole doped U 1SL.Notonly

strong gauge uctuations and non-m agnetic im purities

but also hole doping is treated on equalfooting. Re-

cently weshowed thatholedoping to theU 1SL can give

rise to seriouschange in the U 1SL[12]. In the study we

claim ed thatcondensation ofholons(representing doped

holes)resultsin aferm ion (spinon)zerom odein thepres-

enceofan instanton potential.Asa resultinstanton ex-

citations are suppressed and thus decon�nem ent ofthe

spinons and holons are expected to occur. Further,in

the superconducting phase resulting from holon conden-

sation we found thatthe zero m ode givesrise to a m ass

to the Dirac ferm ion[12]. Asa consequence the m assive

spinonsaredecon�ned in theunderdoped superconduct-

ing state. W e callthisspin state a gapped U 1SL. This

decon�nem ent m echanism is totally di�erent from that

in the undoped U 1SL. In the U 1SL criticaluctua-

tions ofthe Dirac spinons are expected to suppress the

instanton excitationsand thus the m asslessspinons are

decon�ned[9,10].W e�nd thatthem assivespinon in the

gapped U 1SL islocalized in thenon-m agneticdisorderin

contrastwith thecaseofthegaplessU 1SL.In thecriti-

calU 1SL them asslessspinon rem ainsdelocalized even in

thepresenceoftheweak disorder[11]asdiscussed above.

O wing to the localized spin the non-m agnetic disorder

actsasm agneticone.

First we review a one dim ensionalhole doped M ott

insulator. Reviewing this,we can understand a role of

doped holes in a M ott insulator. Further,we willsee

thatdoped holesin a two dim ensionaldoped U 1SL play

a sim ilar role as the case ofthe one dim ensionaldoped

M ott insulator. W e consider the t� J Ham iltonian to

describea doped M ottinsulator

H = � t

NX

i= 1

(c
y

�ic�i+ 1 + h:c:)+ J

NX

i= 1

Si� Si+ 1: (1)

In the absence ofhole doping hopping ofelectrons de-

noted by the �rstterm issuppressed and thusthe t� J

Ham iltonian is reduced to the Heisenberg Ham iltonian

describing a quantum antiferrom agneticspin chain.Low

energy physics of the quantum spin chain can be de-

scribed by a non-linear � m odel with a Berry phase

term [13]. Utilizing C P 1 representation,one can repre-

sentthe non-linear� m odelin term sofbosonic spinons
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interacting via com pact U(1) gauge �elds in the pres-

ence ofthe Berry phase[13]. In the case ofintegerspin

the Berry phase is ignorable. Strong quantum uc-

tuations originating from low dim ensionality lead the

bosonic spinons to be m assive[13]. The integer spin

chain becom esdisordered.Them assivespinonsarecon-

�ned via a linearly increasing gauge potentialin a dis-

tance which results from M axwellkinetic energy ofthe

gauge �eld[14,15]. As a consequence m esons (spinon-

antispinon bound states,herespin excitons)areexpected

to appear[14,15].In thecaseofhalf-odd integerspin the

Berry phase playsa crucialrole to cause destructive in-

terferencebetween quantum uctuations,thusweakening

quantum uctuations.O wing to the Berry phasecontri-

bution the half-odd integerspin chain isexpected to be

ordered.Butlow dim ensionality leadsthesystem notto

beordered butto becritical[13].Asa resultthespinons

are m assless[14,15]. The m asslessspinonsare expected

to be decon�ned[15]because criticaluctuations ofthe

spinonscan weaken gaugeuctuationsvia screening.

Now we consider hole doping to the spin chain.

Then hopping of doped holes is adm itted. Shankar

showed thatthedoped holesarerepresented by m assless

Diracferm ionsand the ferm ionicholesinteractwith the

bosonic spinonsvia U(1)gauge �elds[16]. A low energy

e�ective �eld theory isobtained to be[16]

S =

Z

d
2
x

h
1

2g
j(@� � ia�)z�j

2
+ m

2
jz�j

2

+
u

2
(jz�j

2
)
2 � iS���@�a�

i

+

Z

d
2
x

h
� A �(@� + ia�) A + � B �(@� � ia�) B

i

:(2)

Herez� isabosonicspinon (spin)and  A (B ),a ferm ionic

holon (charge) in a sublattice A(B ). The spinons and

holonsinteractvia thecom pactU(1)gauge�eld a�.g
� 1

isa sti�nessparam eter,m 2,a m assofthe spinons,and

u,astrength ofself-interaction[15].A detailed derivation

is given by Ref. [16]. A key question is what an e�ect

ofthe m assless Dirac ferm ions on spinon dynam ics is.

The m asslessDirac ferm ionsareshown to killthe Berry

phasee�ect[17].In ordertoseethisweutilizeastandard

bosonization m ethod[16,17]

� A �@� A =
1

2
(@��A )

2
, � B �@� B =

1

2
(@��B )

2
;

� A � A =
1
p
�
���@��A ,

� B � B =
1
p
�
���@��B :(3)

Here �A and �B are bosonic �elds in each sublattice.

Inserting these into the aboveaction Eq.(2),we obtain

S =

Z

d
2
x

h
1

2g
j(@� � ia�)z�j

2
+ m

2
jz�j

2
+
u

2
(jz�j

2
)
2

i

+

Z

d
2
x

h
1

2
(@��+ )

2
+
1

2
(@��� )

2

+ i

r
2

�
�� ���@�a� � iS���@�a�

i

(4)

with �+ = 1p
2
(�A + �B )and �� = 1p

2
(�A � �B ).Shift-

ing the �� �eld to �� +
p

�

2
S,we can easily see that

theBerry phaseterm iswiped outfrom theaction.Thus

half-odd integerspin chainsarenotdistinguishablefrom

integer spin chains. The bosonic spinon in the doped

half-odd integerspin chain isexpected to bem assivelike

thatin the undoped integerspin chain.Butthe spinons

herearenotcon�ned in contrastwith thecaseofinteger

spin chains[16,17].Integrating overthe�� �eld,we�nd

thattheU(1)gauge�eld becom esm assiveand thusitis

ignorable in the low energy lim it. Asa consequence the

m assivespinonsaredecon�ned.A U(1)spin liquid with

m assivespinon excitationsem ergesin a doped antiferro-

m agneticspin chain.Ifweintroduce an electrom agnetic

�eld A �,we obtain a coupling term ofi

q
2

�
�+ ���@�A �.

Integrating over the �+ �eld,we obtain a m ass ofthe

electrom agnetic �eld. Thisim pliessuperconductivity in

the doped spin chain,which is consistent with the re-

sultofShankar[16].In sum m ary,doped holeslead a spin

degree offreedom to be a gapped U 1SL and a charge

degree offreedom to be superconducting. It should be

noted thatthisresultisexactin thelow energy lim it[16].

Aswillbeseen below,theserolesofthedoped holesin a

one dim ensionalM ottinsulatorare very sim ilarto that

in a two dim ensionalone.

Now we investigate a role of non-m agnetic disorder

in this m assive U 1SL. An im purity action is given by

Sim p =
R
d2xV (x)jz�j

2[18]. Here V (x) is a random po-

tentialresulting from quenched disorder. The random

potentialisrandom only in spacebutstaticin tim e,i.e.,

V (x) = V (r). W e assum e that V (r) is a gaussian ran-

dom potentialwith < V (r)V (r0) > = W �(r � r0) and

< V (r)> = 0. Integrating overthe m assive U(1)gauge

�eld a� and using the standard replica trick to average

overthe gaussian random potential,we obtain an e�ec-

tiveaction in the presenceofnon-m agneticdisorder

Seff =

Z

drd�

NX

�= 1

h
1

2g
j@�z��j

2
+ m

2jz��j
2
+
u

2
(jz��j

2
)
2

i

�
W

2

Z

drd�1d�2

NX

�;�= 1

jz��(�1)j
2
jz��(�2)j

2
: (5)

Here �;� are replica indices and the lim it N ! 0 is to

be taken at the end. In the above a localcurrent in-

teraction originating from integration over the m assive

gauge �eld a� is not explicitly taken into account be-

cause itis expected to be irrelevant(m arginally)in the

low energy lim it.From thise�ective action one can eas-

ily see a fate ofthe spinon. It is wellknown that the

non-m agnetic disorder results in localization ofm assive

particlesin (1+ 1)D [11,19]. The spinon is trapped by

the disorder. The non-m agnetic disorderis expected to

actasm agneticdisorderowing to the trapped spinon.

Next we consider a two dim ensional doped U 1SL

which issuggested to describe physicsofthe pseudogap

phase[9,10]. The problem ofhole doping to the U 1SL
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isexam ined in thecontextofa SU(2)slaveboson theory

developed by Lee, W en, and coworkers[20]. Following

W en and Lee,we consider the staggered ux phase as

an ansatzforthe pseudogap state.In the staggered ux

phasea spin degreeoffreedom isdescribed by Q E D 3 in

term softhe m asslessDiracspinonsinteracting via com -

pactU(1)gauge �elds. Doped holesare represented by

holonscarrying only a charge degree offreedom [21]. In

the SU(2)slave boson theory the holonshave two com -

ponentsin association with theSU(2)sym m etry[22].An

e�ectiveLagrangian fortheholon �eld isgiven by a non-

linear � m odelcoupled to the spinons via the com pact

U(1) gauge �eld[20]. The problem ofhole doing to the

U 1SL is investigated by an e�ective Lagrangian in the

staggered ux phase[12]

Z =

Z

D  �D z�D a
3

�e
�
R
d
3
xL
;

L = � ��(@���� �
i

2
a
3

��
3

�� ) �

+
1

2g
j(@���� �

i

2
a
3

��
3

�� )z�j
2
+ V (z�)

+ G � ��
k
��  �z

y
�

k
�z� +

1

2e2in
j@ � a

3j2: (6)

Here  � is a 4 com ponent m assless Dirac ferm ion with

an isospin index � = 1;2, and z�, a phase �eld of a

holon doublet[22].V (z�)isan e�ectivepotentialforeasy

planeanisotropy,resultingfrom contributionsofhigh en-

ergy ferm ions[12,20].g� 1 � x isa phase sti�nessofthe

holon �eld with holeconcentration x,and G � x,a cou-

pling constant between spinon and holon isospins. �k

acts on SU(2) isospin space. ein is an e�ective internal

gauge charge. The spinons and holons interact via not

only the gauge�eld a3� butalso theirisospins.The cou-

pling between the spinon and holon isospinsisexpected

to result from gauge interactions m ediated by the tim e

com ponentoftheSU(2)gauge�elds[12].Sim ilarconsid-

eration can be found in Ref. [20].The kinetic energy of

the gauge �eld results from particle-hole excitations of

high energy quasiparticles. Utilizing this e�ective La-

grangian, recently we showed that antiferrom agnetism

(AF M ) can coexist with d � wave superconductivity

(dSC )[12]. The AF M results from the Dirac ferm ions

and the dSC ,holon condensation. Holon condensation

is shown to result in a zero m ode of a nodalferm ion

(spinon)in a singleinstanton potential[12].Thusinstan-

ton excitationsaresuppressed.Thecouplingbetween the

spinon and holon isospins is very crucialfor existence

ofthe zero m ode. Ifthe term is ignored,the ferm ion

zero m ode isnotfound[24]. Since the coupling constant

G is proportionalto hole concentration x,there exists

no ferm ion zero m ode athalf�lling. Suppression ofin-

stanton excitationsresulting from theferm ion zerom ode

leadstodecon�nem entofthespinonsandholonsatT = 0

K in underdoped superconducting phase.Further,an in-

stanton in thepresenceoftheferm ion zero m odeinduces

a ferm ion m ass[12]. The m ass results in AF M [23,24].

Thusthe AF M ofthe nodalferm ionsisexpected to co-

existwith thedSC in theunderdoped cuprates.Despite

thecoexistencetheAF M haslittlee�ecton thedSC [12].

Asaresultasuperconductortoinsulatortransition in the

underdoped region isfound to fallin theXY universality

classconsistentwith experim ents[25].

Now wederivean e�ectiveaction forthem assiveDirac

ferm ionsaswedoEq.(5)in (1+ 1)D .Perform ingastan-

dard duality transform ation ofthenon-linear� m odelfor

the holon �elds[12,15],we obtain

S =

Z

d
3
x

h

j(@� � ic"�)�"j
2
+ j(@� � ic#�)�#j

2

+ V (j�"j;j�#j)+
1

2�
j@ � c"j

2
+

1

2�
j@ � c#j

2

+
1

2e2in
j@ � a

3j2 � i(@ � a
3
)�(c"� � c#�)

+ � ��(@���� �
i

2
a
3

��
3

�� ) � + m  
� � �

i

: (7)

Here�"(#) isa vortex �eld with isospin "(#)and c"(#)�,

its corresponding vortex gauge �eld m ediating interac-

tions between the vortices. V (j�"j;j�#j) is an e�ec-

tivepotentialincludingvortexm assand self-interactions.

� � g� 1 � x originates from the phase sti�ness with

the hole concentration x. m  is a m ass of the nodal

ferm ion. Suppression ofinstantonsoriginating from the

ferm ion zero m ode leads the U(1) gauge �eld a3� to be

non-com pact. In the superconducting state the vortex

�elds are not condensed. As a result the vortex gauge

�eldsrem ain m assless.Integratingoverthem asslessvor-

tex gauge �elds,we obtain a m assive U(1) gauge �eld.

W e note that in one dim ension integration overthe ��

�eld resultsin the m assive gauge �eld. Integrating over

the m assive internalgauge �eld,we obtain an e�ective

action forthe m assive spinonswhich isessentially sam e

asEq.(5)(in the absenceofthe disorder)

Seff =

Z

d
3
x

h
� ��@� � + m  

� � �

i

: (8)

Here a localcurrent interaction term 1

�
j� �� �j

2 gen-

erated by integration overthe m assive gauge �eld is ir-

relevant in the low energy lim it and thus can be safely

ignored. In sum m ary,holon condensation in the doped

U 1SL leads a spin degree of freedom to be a gapped

U 1SL and a charge degree offreedom to be supercon-

ducting.Thisisessentially sam easthe one dim ensional

case except the fact that the spinon is a ferm ion here

while itisa boson in onedim ensionalcase.

Now weexam inea roleofthenon-m agneticim purities

in the U(1) spin liquid with the m assive spinons. An

im purity action isgiven by[11]

Sim p =

Z

d
3
xV (x)� �0 �: (9)

Here V (x)isa random potentialasdiscussed in one di-

m ension.Itdoesnotdepend on tim e,i.e.,V (x)= V (r).
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W ealsoassum ethatV (r)isagaussian random potential

with < V (r)V (r0)> = W �(r� r
0)and < V (r)> = 0.Us-

ing the standard replica trick to average overthe gaus-

sian random potential,we obtain an e�ective action in

the presenceofthe non-m agneticdisorder

Seff =

Z

d
2
rd�

MX

k= 1

h
� �k�@� �k + m  

� �k �k

i

�
W

2

Z

d
2
rd�1d�2

MX

k;l= 1

(� �k0 �k)(�1)(
� �l0 �l)(�2):(10)

Here k;lare replica indices and the lim it M ! 0 is to

be taken at the end. This e�ective action is essentially

sam e as Eq. [5]except the fact that the spinons are

ferm ions here. It is wellknown that the m assive Dirac

ferm ion is localized by the non-m agnetic im purities in

(2+ 1)D [11].The non-m agneticim purity isexpected to

actasa m agnetic im purity.

W e believe thatthe localized m agneticm om entisnot

screened by other spinons. This is because the spinons

arem assiveand thusthereareno density ofstatesatthe

Ferm ienergy.Asaresultthelocalized m agneticm om ent

is expected to actas a free spin. W e think that this is

theorigin to causea Curie-W eissbehaviorofa m agnetic

susceptibility[1,3,5]and enhancem entofantiferrom ag-

netic correlations[2]. Butwe adm it that ourconclusion

isbased on T = 0 K calculation.Itisnotclearwhether

ourresultshold atT 6= 0 K .Thisisbecause an instan-

ton e�ectisnotclearly understood at�nitetem perature.

The role ofnon-m agnetic disorderin a doped U 1SL at

�nite tem peratureisleftforfuture study.

Hole doping to a M ott insulator leads a criticalspin

liquid to a gapped spin liquid in both one and two di-

m ensions. W e exam ined the role ofnon-m agnetic im -

purities in the gapped spin liquid. W e showed thatthe

m assivespinon islocalized in thenon-m agneticdisorder.

Thelocalized m agneticm om entin thenon-m agneticdis-

orderisexpected to explain theCurie-W eissbehaviorof

a m agneticsusceptibility[1,3,5].
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