
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
51

05
29

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  2

0 
O

ct
 2

00
5

Low -energy E�ective T heory for Spin D ynam ics ofFluctuating Stripes
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W e derive an e�ective Ham iltonian forspin dynam icsof
uctuating sm ectic stripesfrom the t-J

m odelin theweak coupling lim itt� J.Besidesthem odulation ofspin m agnitude,thehigh energy

hopping term would induce a low-energy anti-ferrom agnetic interaction between two neighboring

\blocksofspins". Based on the e�ective Ham iltonian,we applied the linear spin-wave theory and

found thatthe spin-wave velocity isalm ostisotropic forLa2�x SrxCuO 4 unlessthe structurale�ect

isconsidered. The intensity ofthe second harm onic m ode isfound to be about10% to thatofthe

fundam entalm ode.

PACS num bers:75.30.Fv,75.30.D s,75.10.Jm ,75.50.Ee

There’s stilla lot ofinterest on stripe physics [1,2].

The stripe m odulation was found in cuprate supercon-

ductor [3]ofthe sam ple La2� xSrxCuO 4 (LSCO ) in the

low-tem perature orthorhom bic (LTO ) structure. It is

also consistentwith theincom m ensuratem agneticpeaks

observed in the inelastic neutron scattering experim ents

[4],in which thepeakshiftfrom (�;�)towards(�;0)with

the derivation very nearto 2�� atdoping concentration

�. By partialsubstitution ofNd for La,the LTO lat-

ticestructureisdistorted to thelow-tem peraturetetrag-

onal(LTT)structure[5],in which thehorizontalstripeis

enhanced and the 
 uctuating (dynam ic)stripe becom es

m oreordered (static).

Theoretically,by the m ean-� eld analysisofthesingle-

band Hubbard m odel[6],there is a possibility that the

stripe phase is form ed. O n the other hand,by em ploy-

ing the Schwinger-boson m ean-� eld theory [7]to the t-J

m odel,itisfound thatthe spiralspin state [8]can also

give the deviation from (�;�)upon doping.However,it

wasstudied by m any approachesthattheuniform phase

isunstabletowardsphaseseparationin therangeofinter-

estratiot/J [9].O neoftheconsequenceofthephasesep-

aration isto form stripes,in orderto be consistentwith

theneutron scatteringexperim ents.Becauseofthestripe


 uctuation around theholedom ain,thespinsacrossthe

holedom ain should be anti-parallel.By considering just

a sm alltransverse
 uctuation ofthe stripe,itwasfound

thattwo neighboring spinsacrossthe hole dom ain feels

an anti-ferrom agneticinteraction ofcoupling J [10].

Although there isstillcontroversy aboutthe stability

ofstripes [11], in this paper, the fact that the 
 uctu-

ating sm ectic stripe phase is stable is our assum ption.

By including the Coulom b repulsion (which isneglected

in the t-J m odel),the holes can only phase separate at

m icroscopicscaleinstead offullphaseseparation.In or-

derto balance the hole kinetic energy and the Coulom b

repulsion,stripes is the sim plest solution am ong those

inhom ogeneousstatesatm icroscopicscale.

In thefollowing,wearegoing to derivethelow-energy

spin dynam icsfrom the2D t-J m odelofthesite-centered

stripealongy-direction.Theperiod ofholedom ain is2R

whereR � 1 in ourm odel.

Thehopping term H t in the t-J m odeliswritten as

H t = H
?
t + H

k

t

=
X

�

�

H
? ;�

t + H
k;�

t

�

(1)

whereH ?
t isthetransverse
 uctuation ofverticalstripes,

and H
k

t is the 1D kinetic m otion along the vertical

stripes.Now

H
? ;�

t = � t
X

�

X

i

0
�

c
y

i+ x̂;�;�
ci+ c

y

i+ 2x̂;�;�
ci+ x̂;�;� + :::

+ c
y

i+ R x̂;�;�
ci+ (R � 1)x̂;�;�

�

+ h:c: (2)

where� labelthesm ecticstripesand ix issum m ed over

the super-cellofperiod 2R.And also

H
k;�

t = � t
X

�

X

i

0

c
y

i+ ŷ;�;�
ci;�;� + h:c: (3)

In the weak coupling lim it, t � J, the 
 uctuating

stripe induces a charge-density wave along x-direction.

There’s two alm ost degenerate ground states for H
? ;�

t ,

j Siand j T i,which areexpressed as

j Si =
1
p
2
(j 1i� j 2i) (4)

j T i =
1
p
2
(j 1i+ j 2i) (5)

where

j 1i = a0j� � #"� #"� � i+ a1j� � #"#� "� � i

+ a� 1j� � # � "#"� � i+ ::: (6)

j 2i = a0j� � "#� "#� � i+ a1j� � "#"� #� � i

+ a� 1j� � " � #"#� � i+ ::: (7)

The basis ofj 1i and j 2i are di� erent by the up and

down spins. The corresponding coe� cients are equal.
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Two subspacesfj 1ig and fj 2ig areorthogonalto each

other.By Eq.(4),which isan orthogonaltransform ation

from j 1iand j 2ito j Siand j T i,two subspacesH S

and H T spanned by fj Sig and fj T ig respectively are

also orthogonalto each other. Eq.(2)can be written in

the following m atrix form underthe abovebasis,i.e.,

H
? ;�

t = (� t)

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

0 1 1 0 :::

1 0 0 1 :::

1 0 0 0 :::

0 1 0 0 :::

...
...
...
...
...

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

O
(� t)
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B
B
B
B
B
@

0 1 1 0 :::

1 0 0 1 :::

1 0 0 0 :::

0 1 0 0 :::

...
...
...
...
...

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

(8)

where the two identical (2R + 1)-dim ensional m atri-

cescorrespond to two orthogonalsubspacesspanned by

fj Sig and fj T ig.Sim ultaneously,theHeisenberg term

in the t-J m odeliswritten in the m atrix form

H
? ;�

J
= (�

3J

4
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C
C
C
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Now becausetwosubspacesH S and H T areorthogonal

to each other,the � rst-order correction to the ground

stateenergy due to perturbed term H
? ;�

J
is

E
(1)

S
= h SjH

? ;�

J
j Si+ O (J2=t) (10)

E
(1)

T
= h T jH

? ;�

J
j T i+ O (J2=t) (11)

and no correction to the wavefunction since two sub-

spaces are orthogonal. Solving the eigenproblem for

H
? ;�

t givesthetransversedensity �(x)in (� R;R)to the

leading ordercan be obtained from the

�(x) = jhxj Sij
2 = jhxj T ij

2

=
�

1+ 2=�

�

1+ cos(
�x

2R
)

�

(12)

and repeat for a period 2R. It would be convenient to

de� ne ~q0 = (q0;0), where q0 = �=(2R). The charge-

density waveinduced by stripe
 uctuation is

�(~r)= � + �1 cos(2~q0 � ~r)+ �2 cos(4~q0 � ~r)+ ::: (13)

where�1 =
4�

3(2+ �)
and �2 = � 4�

15(2+ �)
.

Eqs.(10)-(11) tells that two alm ost degenerate states

are splitby an energy di� erence E
(1)

T
� E

(1)

S
,and hence

the energy di� erence between two \block ofspins" is

J
0= 2R�(E

(1)

T
� E

(1)

S
)=

2J�R2

R + 1
(14)

Substitution ofq0 = 2�� givesJ0 = J=(2(1+ 4�)). No-

ticealso thattheenergy di� erencepersitebetween anti-

phase and in-phase becom es J0=(2R) = J�=(1 + 4�),

which isalm ostlinearin � for� � 1.For� = 1=8,energy

di� erence isJ=12 ’ 130K (take J = 135m eV ),which is

consistent with the observation ofthe incom m ensurate

peak up to around 100K [4].

There isthen an e� ective anti-ferrom agnetic coupling

term between two neighboring blocksofspins.Theanti-

phase described by j Si is oflower energy J0 than the

in-phase by j T i. Notice that it is di� erent from the

case that two neighboring spins acrossthe hole dom ain

interacts with an anti-ferrom agnetic coupling [10, 12].

The illustration ofhow to 
 ip a block ofspinsisshown

in Fig.2. Severalm ean-� eld type studiesneglecting this

low-energy interaction [13]cannotdistinguish anti-phase

and in-phase.

Becauseofno-doubleoccupancy atevery site,thespin

m agnitudealso form a period of2R,in which

S(~r) =
1

2
(1� �(~r))

= S0 + S1 cos(2~q0 � ~r)+ S2 cos(4~q0 � ~r)+ :::(15)

whereS0 =
1

2
(1� �),S1 = � 2�

3(2+ �)
,and S2 =

2�

15(2+ �)
.

Becauseofthe anti-ferrom agneticinteraction between

two blocksofspinsacrosstheholestripes,wecan deter-

m ineclassically thez-com ponentofthespin Sz(~r)which

gives

S
z(~r)ei

~Q � ~r= S
z
1 sin(~q0 � ~r)+ S

z
3 sin(3~q0 � ~r)+ ::: (16)

where ~Q = (�;�),S z
1 =

2

�
� 3�

2+ �
,and Sz3 =

2

3�
� 5�

3(2+ �)
.

Notice that the com ponents Sz2,S
z
4,and etc vanish be-

cause ofthe anti-phase sym m etry. Including the e� ect

from lattice distortion gives the sam e result. The non-

vanishing higher harm onic should have wavevector3q0,

5q0,and etc.Theschem aticdiagram oftheclassicalspin

stateisshown in Fig.1.

Estim ated up to the orderofm agnitude,the neutron

scattering intensity ism oreorlessproportionalto

Z

d~re�
~k� ~rhSz(~r)Sz(0)i

/ (Sz1)
2

h

�(~k � ~Q + ~q0)+ �(~k� ~Q � ~q0)

i

+ (Sz3)
2

h

�(~k� ~Q + 3~q0)+ �(~k � ~Q � 3~q0)

i

+ ::: (17)

For� � 1,(Sz3=S
z
1)

2 ’ 1=9.Substitute� = 1=8,theratio

is0.093.In general,theratiooftheintensitiesofthesec-

ond harm onic(~Q � 3~q0)to thatofthefundam entalm ode

(~Q � ~q0)isabout10% .However,thesignal-to-noiseratio

in currentneutron scattering experim ents[3]isnothigh

enough to observethesecond harm onicpeak.W eexpect

furtherexperim entson a largerpure single crystalm ea-

surem entcan verify our prediction. The � rst harm onic
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occuringat ~Q � 2~q0 vanishes.ForLSCO ,structurale� ect

atdopingconcentration � = 1=8enhancesthefundam en-

talm ode so thatthe second harm onic iseven harderto

be observed.

In orderto obtain thelow-energy properties,weapply

the linearspin-waveexpansion [14],i.e.,

Ŝ
z(~ri) = � (S(~ri)� b

y

ibi) (18)

Ŝ
� (~ri) =

p
S(~ri)bi (19)

Ŝ
� (~ri) =

p
S(~ri)b

y

i (20)

in which b
y

i’s and bi’s describe the quantum 
 uctuation

from the classicalground state. The e� ective Ham ilto-

nian forspin dynam icsis

H J = E 0 + 4J
X

i

S(~ri)b
y

ibi

+ 2J
X

i

�p
S(~ri)S(~ri+ 1)bibi+ 1 + h:c:

�

(21)

In the long-wavelength lim it,we replace the geom etric

m ean
p
S(~ri)S(~ri+ 1) by the arithm etic m ean (S(~ri)+

S(~ri+ 1))=2,and then perform the Fourier transform to

the variablesb
y

i and bi.Notice thatthe sitesofclassical

spin pointing up and down are m erged togetherin their

Fourierm odes.Then

H J = E 0 + 2S0J
X

~k

�

2b
y

~k
b~k + 
~kb~kb� ~k + 
~kb

y

� ~k
b
y

~k

�

+ S1J
X

~k

�

2b
y

~k+ 2~q0
b~k + 
~k� 2~q0

b~kb� ~k+ 2~q0

+ 
~k+ 2~q0
b~kb� ~k� 2~q0

+ h:c:

�

(22)

where 
~k = (cos(kx)+ cos(ky))=2,and the term sinvolv-

ing higherharm onicsare neglected.The Ham iltonian is

quadraticand in principlecan bestraightforwardlydiag-

onalized. Since we are only interested in the excitation

spectrum around ~k = � 2~q0,write

H Jj~k’ � 2~q0
=

X

~k’ 2~q0

�
y

+ M + �+ +
X

~k’ � 2~q0

�
y

� M � �� (23)

where�� = (b~k b~k� ~q b
y

� ~k
b
y

� ~k� ~q
)T and

M � = J

0

B
B
@

4S0 2S1 4S0
~k 2S1
~k� 2~q
2S1 4S0 2S1
~k� 2~q 4S0
~k� 2~q
4S0
~k 2S1
~k� 2~q 4S0 2S1

2S1
~k� 2~q 4S0
~k� 2~q 2S1 4S0

1

C
C
A

(24)

Note that it is the bosonic version ofthe spin-density

wave induced by charge stripesinstead ofthe ferm ionic

onedue to Ferm isurfaceinstability [15].

Diagonalize the Ham iltonian,we getthe gaplessexci-

tation at~k = � 2~q0,with the anisotropic spin-wave ve-

locities,in which

�~k= (kx ;0)
= 4S0J

�

1�
S21

4S2
0

sec2(q0)

�1

2

jkx � 2q0j (25)

and

�~k= (� 2q0;ky )
= 4S0Jjkyj (26)

O ne can estim ate the ratio ofthe anisotropic spin-wave

velocitiesby the aboveEqs.(25)-(26),

vx

vy
=

�

1�
S21

4S2
0

sec2(q0)

�1

2

(27)

ForLSCO ,q0 = 2��. vx=vy = 1 at� = 0. At� = 1=8,

vx=vy = 0:9997. W ithout the structurale� ect,one can

safely ignoretheanisotropyofspin-wavevelocities.How-

ever,perturbed structurale� ectcan bestraightforwardly

considered by including a term

� V
X

i

cos(2~q0 � ~ri)b
y

i
bi (28)

whereV > 0 enhancesthespin ordering ofm agnitudeof

period 2R. The term behaves asa perturbed term �M

to enhance the � rstharm onic com ponentS1 ofthe spin

m agnitude.

�M =
� V

2

0

B
B
@

0 1

1 0
0

0
0 1

1 0

1

C
C
A (29)

For perturbed V � t where the weak coupling lim it

isstillvalid,the density pro� le�(x)in Eq.(12)doesnot

vary.Eqs.(25)and (26)arejustm odi� ed by replacingS1
by S1 + V=(4J).At� � 1,we can estim ate

vx

vy
’

r

1�
V 2

4J2
(30)

Theanisotropy in theneutron scattering m easurem entis

around 0.75 [16].Eq.(30)givesan estim ateofV ’ 1:3J.

If the structurale� ect is strong enough (V=t>� 1),

forexam ple,in thesam pleoftheordered stripephaseof

La2NiO 4+ �,weshould gobeyond theweakcouplinglim it

such thatthedensity pro� lefound in Eq.(12)should also

depend on V . The case ofthe ordered stripe phase will

be reported elsewhere.
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FIG .1: Schem atic diagram ofspin state at doping concen-

tration � = 1=8 of LSCO (q0 = 2�� = �=4). The circles

representthe zero average ofspin direction.The dashed line

showstheenvelopeofthespin com ponentin z-direction.Any

two neighboring \blocks ofspins" feelan anti-ferrom agnetic

interaction ofcoupling J0.

FIG .2: Illustration ofthe 
ip ofa \block ofspins" from (a)

to (b).
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