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A bstract

W e investigate m elting ofstripe phasesin the overdoped regim e x > 0:3 ofthe two-dim ensionalt-t
0
-U Hubbard

m odel,usingaspinrotation invariantform oftheslaveboson representation.W eshow thatthespin andchargeorder

disappearsim ultaneously,and discussa m echanism stabilizing bond-centered and site-centered stripestructures.
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It is now wellestablished that the doped cuprates

show m any highly unusualpropertiesboth in norm al

and superconductingstate.Am ongthem ,stripephase,

discovered in theory [1]and con� rm ed by experim ent

[2],attracted a lot ofinterest.Instead ofm oving in-

dependently,theholesintroduced to an antiferrom ag-

netic (AF)M ottinsulatorself-organize eitheron site-

centered (SC) nonm agnetic dom ain walls (DW ) sep-

arating AF spin dom ains,or on bond-centered (BC)

DW m adeoutofpairsofferrom agneticspins[2].Such

a tendency towards phase separation is fascinating,

and o� ers a fram ework for interpreting a broad class

ofexperim ents,including thepseudogap attheFerm i

energy observed in the angle-resolved photoem ission

(ARPES) spectra ofLa2� xSrxCuO 4 (LSCO ) for the

entire underdoped regim e (0:05 6 x 6 0:125),repro-

duced within thet-t
0
-U Hubbard m odel[3].Therefore,

we argue that this m odelis su� cient to investigate

genericfeaturesofstripephases.

Two m ain scenariosfora driving m echanism ofthe

stripe phase have been proposed [4].In the � rst one

stripesarise from a Ferm isurface instability with the
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spin driven transition [1]; then spin and charge or-

dersim ultaneously,orchargeorderfollowsspin order.

The second scenario com es from Coulom b-frustrated

phase separation suggesting that stripe form ation is

com m only charge driven,and thechargeordersetsin

� rstwhen thetem perature islowered.However,slave

boson studiesofthetwo-dim ensional(2D )t-t
0
-U Hub-

bardm odelshowed thatthespinsusceptibilitydiverges

whilethechargesusceptibility doesnot[5],so them i-

croscopicorigin ofthestripeinstability isunclear.

W einvestigatethem echanism leading to phasesep-

aration and the m elting ofverticalBC and SC stripe

phasesin the overdoped regim e (x > 0:3,where x =

1 � n and n is an average electron density per site)

ofthe 2D t-t
0
-U Hubbard m odel.W e em ploy the spin

rotation invariant slave boson (SB) representation of

the Hubbard m odel[6],and perform the calculations

on larger(up to 144� 144)clustersthan thosestudied

recently [7].Thisallowsoneto obtain unbiased results

atlow tem peratureT = 0:01t.

Forthe m odelparam etersforLSCO :U=t= 12 and

t
0
=t= � 0:15,weobtain thatthem oststableSC stripes

are separated by d = 4(3)lattice spacingsatdopings

0:124 6 x 6 0:2 (0:2 6 x 6 0:34),respectively.As

shown in Fig.1(a),increasing doping stabilizestheSC

stripeswith a singleatom in theAF dom ains.Also for

the BC stripes the size ofthe AF dom ains decreases

with increasing doping,varying from d = 5 (0:10 6
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Fig.1. M elting ofverticalB C and SC w ith increasing doping

x at T = 0:01t:(a) the free energy �F (black line) and inter-

action (grey line) energy gain in the stripe phases; (b) local

charge densities �ni relative to their average values;(c) local

m agnetization m i;(d) double occupancies �D i relative to the

values in the param agnetic phase (scaled by a factor 1

3
for the

d = 2 stripe).In panels (b)-(d) the black (grey) curves corre-

spond to the strongly (weakly) polarized sites,respectively.

x 6 0:13)through d = 4 (0:13 6 x 6 0:19)and down

to d = 3 athigherdoping,asthereisnoBC con� gura-

tion with d = 2.Forboth typesofstripes,thedistance

between them is locked to four in a sizeable doping

range above x ’ 1

8
,in agreem ent with neutron scat-

tering experim ent[8]and with theory [3]forLSCO .

In Fig.1(a) we show the energy gain ofthe stripe

phaseswith respecttotheparam agneticphase�F .Re-

m arkably,thedi� erencein energy between thebestSC

and BC stripesissm allerthan both theaccuracy ofthe

calculations,and the resolution ofFig.1(a),suggest-

ingthatquantum  uctuationsm ightbeim portant.W e

characterize the m elting ofstripes by their SB local

averages:density ni =
P

�
hni�i,m agnetization m i =

jhS
z

iij,and doubleoccupanciesD i = hni"ni#i.

In the d = 2 SC stripe, reported here for the

� rst tim e,the two �ni(x) curves are sym m etricalin

Fig.1(b).In contrast,in the d = 3 BC stripe there

are two sites with weak m agnetic m om ents per one

strongly polarized site. W e note that,unlike in the

SC phase,the variation in density is largest on the

strongly polarized sites in the BC phase.The m ag-

neticm om entsm i vanish forboth typesd = 3 stripes

at the sam e doping x = 0:375 [Fig.1(c)],suggesting

thatthey originate from thesam einstability.

Them icroscopicm echanism stabilizingthed = 2SC

stripesappearsto di� erm arkedly from theone stabi-

lizing thed = 3 ones[9].Ford = 2 [Fig.1(d)],there-

duction ofdouble occupancy isstrongeston the m ag-

neticsites,and thecorrespondingreduction ofinterac-

tion energy islarger than the gain offree energy [see

Fig.1(a)].Thusthe m echanism leading to the form a-

tion ofthed = 2 stripe isprim arily local,m aking use

oftwocom plem entary e� ectshelping toreducedouble

occupancy:� nitem agnetization atm agneticsitesand

reduced electron density at nonm agnetic ones.Even

though such a state looses kinetic energy,the gain in

the interaction energy overcom pensatesthisloss,sta-

bilizing thisorderin a widedoping rangex 6 0:485.

In contrast,for d = 3 stripes,both contributions

to the free energy are substantially decreased while

stripe orderstartsm elting already atx < 0:3 m ainly

by fasterrem oving doubleoccupanciesfrom thestripe

DW than from AF dom ains leading to gradually dis-

apearing m agnetic m om ent upon doping.Therefore,

both potentialand kinetic energy (including the su-

perexchange)cooperatetostabilizestripeswith d > 2.

In fact,forboth d = 3 stripes,the m echanism isdop-

ing dependent.In thesm allm agnetization regim e,the

interaction energy playstheleadingrole.However,un-

dera furtherdecrease ofholedensity,thisgain nearly

saturates(atx ’ 0:33),and thegain in thekineticen-

ergy starts to dom inate.M oreover,it is only slightly

largerfortheSC stripe com pared to theBC one,and

thereforeitiseasily com pensated,m ainly by thepres-

ence of� nite m agnetic m om entsatBC dom ain walls.

Asacom m on feature,thespin and chargeorderdisap-

pear atthesam ecriticaldoping.Therefore,in theab-

senceoflongerranged Coulom b interaction thecharge

orderisalwaysaccom panied by thespin order.

Sum m arizing,wehaveinvestigated them icroscopic

m echanism s responsible for the form ation ofthe ver-

ticalBC and SC stripesin the extended 2D Hubbard

m odel.Interestingly,wefound thatBC and SC stripes

rem ain nearly degenerate,and both spin and charge

ordervanish sim ultaneously when they m elt,dem on-

strating a cooperativecharacterofthestripeorder.
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