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It isproposed that a tw o-dim ensionalm agnetic superstructure closely related to the onem entioned
recently by Christensen et al. constitutes a viable interpretation of the fourfold splitting of the
magnetic ( ; ) peak in lJanthanum cuprates. (T his splitting is usually interpreted as evidence for
stripes.) T he superstructure in question has the topology of a square crystal of m agnetic vortices

w ith approxin ate periodicity 4a

4a. This vortex crystal exhibits no m agnetic antiphase lines.

It is shown that such a superstructure is m agnetically stable in the approxim ation of staggered
spin polarizations and that it should be accom panied by charge m odulation characterized by charge

peaks at the positions observed experim entally.

T his com m unication ism otivated by the recent w ork of
Christensen et al.[l] reporting signi cant new results of
m agnetic neutron scattering In Laj.gNdg.4Sra2Culy.
T he above authors interpret their resuls as establishing
\beyond reasonable doubt" that the m agnetic order in
Laj.ugN do .4S1.12Cu0 ¢4 is one-din ens:iona]Jy (ID) mod—
ulated. They nevertheless give an exam pl of a non—
collinear two-din ensional (2D ) m odulation, which they
state would be consistent w ith experin ent, but which
they rule out asunphysical. H ow ever, the reason for such
a conclusion seem s to be that the above 2D m odulation
containsunnecessary elem ents obscuring the basic idea of
the authors to consider the coherent superposition oftw o
1D m odulations w ith orthogonal wave vectors and or—
thogonalspin polarizations. A sshown n Fig.l, a straight—
forward im plem entation of this idea reveals an interest-—
Ing m agnetic topology, which has not been discussed so
far In the context of cuprates: nam ely, the square lat-
tice of m agnetic vortices. T he relevant picture In Ref.[ll]
contains lines of nonm agnetic sites connecting the vortex
cores. T hese lnesm ask the vortex nature of the pattem
and m ake i look unphysical. Figure 1, however, high—
lightsthe sim ple fact that a 2D interpretation ofthe four-
fold splitting ofthe m agnetic neutron peak at ( ; )I[2,3]
does not necessarily lead to antiphasem agnetic lines (the
Iines of zero ornearly zero spin polarization, along which
the antiferrom agnetic A F) order changes sign). The an—
tiphase lines are unavoidable, only when one lim its one—
self to a collinear 2D superstructureld, |5, |€] referred to
as a grid, or checkerboard [see Fig. 2@)]. The result
of Christensen et al.,, lndeed, constitutes a strong piece
of evidence against a grid, but not against a m agnetic
vortex lattice. T he purpose of the present Rapid Com —
munication is to clarify this m atter and to discuss the
m ost obvious properties of the latter superstructure.

Figure 1 contains two versions of the m agnetic vor-
tex lattices having spin polarizations consistent w ith the
experin ent of Refl[l]. These Jattices are comm ensurate
and can be labeled as \sitecentered" Fig. 1@)], and
\bond-centered" Fig. 1({)]. The experin ent indicates

that the m agnetic m odulation is incom m ensurate, but
the follow ing discussion will be am enable to this case.
For, com pleteness, Fig. 2 represents three other m odu-
lations: grid, \radial" vortex lattice, and the coherent
superposition of two helical ham onjcs| allofwhich ap-
pear to be inconsistent w ith the experim ent of Refl[l],
but can, possbly, exist as uctuations at higher energies.
In particular, it is worth noting that the superposition of
two helical ham onics shown in Fig. 2 (c) should be ac-
com panied by 1D diagonal charge m odulation.

Now the question arises whether the superstructures
shown in Fig.l are unphysical. T his isnot obviousat all.
B reaking the 2D AF ordervia the creation ofvortex pairs
is the weltknown m echanian ofthe them alB erezinskii-
K osterlitz-T houless transition [7,[8]. It is, therefore, con—
ceivable that doping can induce sim ilar physics. Un-
like vortices induced by tem perature, the doping-induced
m agnetic vortices should have cores, w hich attract doped
charge carriers. This, in tum, leads to the repulsion be-
tween vortices. As a result, it is easy to in agine that
m obile m agnetic vortices exhibiting W ignercrystallike
correlationsexist generically in cuprates, but only in 1/8—
doped lanthanum cuprates do these vortices freeze Into
an actualcrystal. Som e very relevant theoretical studies
ofm agnetic vortices w ith charged cores occupied by sin-—
gk holeswere reported in Refs.[9,110,111,/12]. H owever, if
the spin textures shown In Fig.1 are actually present in
1/8-doped cuprates, they contain tw o holes perm agnetic
vortex.

Tt is possble to show that the vortex crystal shown
In Fig. 1 is stable m agnetically in the case of nearest-
neighbor Heisenberg exchange in the approxim ation of
staggered spin polarizations; ie. an exotic interaction is
not necessary to stabilize i. T he energy of the nearest—
neighbor H eisenberg interaction on a square lattice is:

NN
E=J Si3  Sn @)

ijm > i;n> J

where (ij) and (mn) are the pairs of square lattice in—
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FIG.1: (@) M agnetic (site-centered) vortex lattice produced
by the coherent superposition of two one-dim ensional spin
ham onics (shown above). (o) Bond-centered version of the
sam e vortex lattice.

dices, S;; are the Iocal staggered spin polarizations, and
J is the [positive] exchange constant. Superscript \NN "
In plies that sites m n) are the nearest neighbors of sites
(ij). A ccording to Eq.[Il) each spin should experience a

Iocal ed:
XN
hj_j =J Smn® (2)
mn
The locally stable con guration should have hij #" Sy
for each lattice site, which can be shown as follow s.T he
relevant (nonhelical) soin ham onics can be presented as

5)l; Q)

whereg; = (@;0) and g; = (0;9) are the wave vectors
ofthetwo ham onicsand S4, and Sq, arethe correspond—
Ing polarization am plitudes, ri; are the radius vectors of
the Jattice sites, op a7 and a is the lattice period. T he
experim ent of Ref.[llindicates that S;, ? g1 and Sq,? g2
T he substitution of Eq.[3) into Eq.[) gives

Sis= ( V™I Bgsh@ 5)+ Sesh @

hij= 4J COS2 % Sijs 4)
which is, indeed antiparallel to S, for each lattice site.

Equation [@) is, in fact, valid r an arbitrary relative
ordentation of Sy and Sy, w ith respect to each otherand
w ith respect to g; and g, and also for the superposition
of two helicalm odes w ith wave vectorsg; and g,. This
m eansthat all superstructures shown In Figs.1 and 2 are
locally stable. Yet the vortex lattice appears to be m ore
stable m agnetically than the diagonalgrid. A diagonal
grid dividesthe system into AF clusters, w hich can rotate
as a whole wihout Increasing (or wih decreasing) the
m agnetic energy of the system . T he vortex lattice does
not a ord such cluster rotations.

U sing Egs.[d) and [@) it is also possble to express the
totalm agnetic energy ofthe system as

s? +s82 ; 6))

da
E = JNc:os:27 2+ sl

where N isthe totalnum ber of lattice sites. Like Eq.[d),
Eqg. [@) holds or any m utualorientation of Sy, and Sg, .
T herefore, by changing the relative angle of Sy, and Sq, ,
it is possble to produce a whole fam ily of locally sta—
bl 2D spin m odulations having the sam e exchange en—
ergy. This fam ily ranges from vortex lattices (Sg, ? Sqg, )
to diagonalgrid (Sq, B4, ). Such an unusual degeneracy
should presum ably be lifted, once the energies of doped
charge carriers are taken Into account.

Tt is quite obvious from Fig. 1 that the m agnetic vor-
tex lattice should be accom panied by an approxim ate
4a  4a m odulation of the charge density sim ilar to the
one observed by scanning tunneling spectroscopy In other
cuprate fam ilies[13, 114, 115]. Technically, this m odula—
tion can be obtained as ollows: In the Landau-type
expansion [L6], the local charge density 5 should cou-
ple to the square of the local spin polarization Si5 and,
thereby, becom e proportional to i, ie.

iy = s:l%j = th sin® @1 B)
+2068q g)sh@ 5 sn@ 5B
+ 82 s’ @ B): ©)
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FIG .2: (a) Diagonal grid superstructure. () \Radial" vor-
tex lattice (obtained from Fig. 1(a) by rotating all spin po-
Jarizations by 90 degrees). (c) Coherent superposition of two
one-din ensional helical ham onics.

In the case ofthe grid superstructure (ie.wih Sq 84, )/
the above m odulation has the lkading ham onic corre—
soonding to the second tem on the right hand side.
Therefore, In this approxin ation, one expects leading
chargem odulation peaksto be rotated by 45 degreesw ith
regpect to the spin m odulation peaksH, 117, 118]. How—
ever, in the case of the vortex lattice, Sq, ? Sq, , and, as
a resul, the second term vanishes, leaving the rst and
third term s corresponding to wave vectors ( 2¢p;0) and
©0; 2g) as kading ham onics. These ham onics are not
rotated w ith respect to the m agnetic ones and, In fact,
have the sam e w ave vectors as those of the charge peaks
observed experim entally [, |3, 14, 119]. Landau expansion
then predicts no other charge ham onics for the vortex
lattice.

Beyond the Landau expansion, one should be con-
cemed w ith the am plitude of charge m odulation and the
resulting cost In tem s of the Coulomb energy. This
author has previously argued|[, |€] that, in the case of
a diagonalgrid, the Coulom b repulsion can conceivably
Jead to them odi cation of the Landau expansion resuls
by pushing the charge density away from the intersec—
tions of m agnetic antiphase lines. In that case, there are
four doped holes per intersection and also the localm ag—
netic energy cost of m oving a hole along an antiphase
line is zero. In the case ofthe vortex lattice w ith approx—
In ate periodicity 4a  4a, there are two doped holes per
vortex (around doping kvel 1/8); ie. less Coulomb en—
ergy is involved, and, besides, m oving a hole away from
a vortex core In any direction has local m agnetic en—
ergy cost. Therefore, it is less lkely than in the case
of the grid (ut not in possbl), that Coulomb repul-
sion would lead to a shift of the leading charge peaks.
Coulomb repulsion or other higher order tem s can also
lead to new charge peaks, which, if observed away from
the principal lattice directions, w ould falsify the 1D stripe
Interpretation[L7,[18].

Like the diagonalgrid, the m agnetic vortex lattice does
not have a preferred orientation to couple to the crys—
tal anisotropy of the low tem perature tetragonal (LT T)
phase exhbited by m ost m aterials, w here the static spin
m odulationsw ere cbserved . H ow ever, the roke ofthe LT T
phase can be the ollow Ing: The transition to the LT T
phase takes place from the nearby low tem perature or-
thorhombic (LTO ) phase as a function of tem perature
and doping. T his transition is ofthe rst order, because
neither of these two phases can be obtained from the
other by spontaneous sym m etry breaking[20]. The rst—
order phase transition as a function of charge carrier
concentration (doping) cannot proceed hom ogeneously,
because, In the viciniy of the hom ogeneous phase tran—
sition, the system becom es unstable tow ards phase sep—
aration. Since the transition is of the st order, the
phase separation cannot be suppressed com pletely by
the Coulom b energy associated w ith the uncom pensated
charge, but the Coulomb factor w ill certainly lim it the



scale and charge am plitude of the resulting inhom oge—
neous pattem 21]. Since the energy di erence between
the LTO and LT T phases should not be large, the LTO —
LTT transition alone is unlkely to induce a signi cant
am plitude of chargem odulations. H ow ever, if the system

is predisposed to a nanoscale phase sgparation, as seem s
to be the case, then the proxin ity to the LTO LT T tran—
sition can help to stabilize both the one-din ensionaland
tw o-din ensional charge m odulations.

Two holes m oving inside a m agnetic vortex would be
consistent at som e kevel w ith various superconductivity
m odels involring preform ed pairs alone or coupled to
a second ferm ionic com ponent. In particular, the two-
com ponent superconductivity m odel proposed earlier by
this authorlg, 122] in the context of a grid hypothesis
should be am enable to the case of m agnetic vortex lat-
tice by changing the topology of the second femm ionic
com ponent.

To conclude, the m agnetic vortex lattice appears to
be a viable interpretation of the fourfold splitting of the
neutron ( ; ) peak in lanthanum cuprates.

T he author is gratefulto T . Egam i for discussions re—
lated to this work.
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