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Kink static properties in a discrete ®* chain with long-range interactions
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We study the discreteness effects on kink static properties in a one-dimensional anharmonic ®* chain
with a long-range interaction potential of Kac-Baker type. Using the Dirac’s second class constraints,
we show that the discrete kink experiences the periodic Peierls-Nabarro (PN) potential whose barrier de-
pends strongly on the range of interaction. Numerical calculations reveal that the dressing of the kink
profile by the lattice effects lowers the PN potential and considerably increases its barrier. It is seen that
the dressing and its effects tend to disappear when the range of interaction increases.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, considerable efforts have been concen-
trated on the propagation of nonlinear waves in a one-
dimensional anharmonic lattice. Important new features
have been outlined, which the more conventional contin-
uum approach fails to describe adequately; for instance,
the modulation of kink parameters obtained by Ishimori
and Munakata in their perturbation scheme to describe
the discrete sine-Gordon system,! the damped oscillatory
motion and the lattice pinning effects of short topological
solitons, the adiabatic dressing of kink, and the spontane-
ous emission of phonons.2”!* In non-Hamiltonian and
inhomogeneous lattices, the discreteness effects give rise
to other interesting phenomena. Peyrard and Kruskal
showed after numerical simulation that the velocity of a
discrete kink driven by a low external force evolves by
steps:'* that is, for a large range of applied forces, the
final velocity remains almost constant and then jumps to
another value where it is again constant for a new range
of the force. Those steps occur at some critical velocities
for which the emission of phonons, due to lattice
discreteness, is absent (e.g., the quasisteady states). It has
also been shown that in presence of small external field
and damping, a discrete kink moves like a damped-driven
particle in the Peierls-Nabarro potential.!>'® When the
external field increases, it destroys the symmetry of the
®* substrate potential and a discrete asymmetric kink
moves in a PN potential whose barrier is a decreasing
function of the external field.!® Recent studies reveal that
a kink can be repelled by a point mass impurity in the
discrete lattice,'’ ~1° a phenomenon which is absent in the
continuum limit.

As consequences of these phenomena due to lattice
discreteness, one observes a renormalization of kink
diffusion constant and other thermodynamical properties
of the lattice.?2 2340 Interesting results have also been
obtained in the dynamics of the two-component soliton in
a discrete hydrogen-bonded chain.?*

The efforts and results mentioned above have been lim-
ited to nearest-neighbor atomic interactions. In some
materials, however, such as metals or ferroelectrics,?>26
interatomic forces extend further than the nearest neigh-
bors. In continuum medium interesting properties are
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observed in such systems.

Pnevmatikos showed that additional coupling between
second-nearest neighbors causes subsonic solitonlike exci-
tations?’ and mentioned the splitting and blowup of soli-
tons due to competition between the first- and second-
nearest-neighbor coupling.?® A model of a nonlinear
one-dimensional lattice with a long-range coupling of
Lennard-Jones type was studied by Ishimori.?® The re-
sults show that the force range parameter contributes to
the dispersion relation. Moreover, the equations ob-
tained from the model are classified into three types: the
Benjamin-Ono equation, the Korteveg—de Vries equation
and a third one whose analytic solution is unknown.
Pokrovsky and Virosztek modified the Frenkel-
Kontorova model by replacing the spatial second deriva-
tive in the sine-Gordon equation by an integral operator
which contains both the short-range (local) and the long-
range (nonlocal) interactions.’® They came to the con-
clusion that the local theory cannot explain the observed
finite exponent that appears in the density of solitons but,
assuming a long-range (nonlocal) interaction, the theory
can give a finite exponent at zero temperature. Another
long-range potential is the well-known Kac-Baker poten-
tial,’’3? in which the interaction between the particles
falls off exponentially as the distance between them in-
creases. It has been used by many authors to analyze the
thermodynamics of systems such as the Ising,>!? the
Pott,>® and the ®* (Ref. 34) models. It has also been
used to investigate the effect of the range of interaction
on the properties of solitonlike excitations in a one-
dimensional anharmonic nonmagnetic chain®* and mag-
netic Heisenberg chain.*® One should refer to Ref. 26 for
another presentation and analysis of long-range character
of interaction between particles.

Because of the amount of interesting phenomena ap-
pearing in the continuum long-range interaction systems,
it is convenient to investigate the discreteness effects in
such systems. In a recent paper,’’ following earlier work
by Willis, El-Batanouny, and Stancioff on the discrete
sine-Gordon chain,” we have used a discrete ®* chain
with long-range interaction of Kac-Baker type to present
the first results on the subject. An important conclusion
obtained was that the barrier of the Peierls-Nabarro (PN)
potential vanishes as the range of interaction increases.
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In this paper, we complete the previous study by
analyzing the dressing in terms of the interaction parame-
ter. We discuss the dressing effects on the static proper-
ties of the kink in the discrete lattice. The plan of the pa-
per is as follows.

Section II deals with the presentation of the long-range
interaction chain and the resulting kink solution. The de-
tails related to the mathematical formalism and the re-
sults of the preceding paper are given in Sec. III. A ma-
trix equation for the discrete fluctuations (or dressings)
correcting the kink profile is established. A numerical
analysis is used to evaluate the spatial variation of dress-
ing and to compute its effects on the PN potential. We
present our conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. THE ®* CHAIN
WITH LONG-RANGE INTERACTION
AND ITS KINK SOLUTION

The discrete model under consideration consists of a
one-dimensional chain of N ions, each of mass m, with an
equilibrium spacing b between neighboring ions. m and b
are set equal to unity. The ions are assumed to interact
through a long-range interatomic potential of the Kac-
Baker type. Thus, the interaction force between the par-
ticles of the chain falls off exponentially with the separa-
tion. The long-range coupling coefficient has the form

_J(—p)yli

y, =T

; By (2.1

where J is the elastic constant of the lattice and r defines
the range of interaction, with 0=<r <1. |i —j| is the dis-
tance between the ions of sites i and j. The virtue of this
particular interaction, commonly encountered in physical
systems such as the Ising or ferromagnet lattices, is that
the range of interaction can be varied continuously. In
addition, each particle lies in the ®* substrate potential
so that the total potential energy of the discrete chain is

1 1
U= 2 2 Viyi—y; )2+ " > (y2—1)? (2.2a)
JFi i
and the Hamiltonian is given by
H =% Syi+U, (2.2b)
i

where the summation is over the N particles. y; is the
displacement field of the ith ion from its equilibrium site
x; =1.

The prefactor (1—r) in Eq. (2.1) is chosen to ensure
that the total potential experienced by one atom due to
all others is finite in the thermodynamic limit (when N
goes to infinitive). This is equal to J. The range of in-
teraction increases with ». For r =0, the model reduces
to a nearest-neighbor problem. The limit »— 1, which
should be taken only in the thermodynamic limit, corre-
sponds to the infinite-range problem.

The equation of motion derived from Eq. (2.2) is

yi—(1=20y;+y’=L;, (2.3)

where the auxilliary quantity L;, a function of the set of
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displacements of all ions (other than the ith ion), is
defined as

L=20 5 gy, (2.4)
ro s
Following the recursive relation
(r+r HWL,=L, \+L;_,
+——J(1:r) Wity —2m),  (2.5)

we make the continuum approximation y;(¢)—y(x,t) and
L;(t)—L(x,t), to obtain the partial differential equation

ryxxtt+[‘](1+r)_r]yxx +r(y3)xx

—(1—r4y,+y3—y)=0. (2.6)

Equations (2.3) and (2.6) have two phonon solutions: os-
cillations about the top (y =0) of the double well and the
oscillations about the bottom (y=x=1) of the well.3**
For r =0, Eq. (2.6) reduces to the well-known ®* contin-
uum equation.>’

Neglecting the fourth-order term in limit of the contin-
uum approximation, Eq. (2.6) leads to large amplitude
kink solutions y(x,?) given by the implicit formula’*

x—Vt
+ =
V2E
172 ) 1/2
_ 1 . —1 o
3 2’ sinh +o y
143 12
+(1+30)"%tanh ~! ————2—5 vy,
1+o0+20y
(2.7
where
e U2(1— 2
§2:J(l+r) r I;(l r) (2.82)
(1—r)
and
’
o=———. (2.8b)
(1—r)*?

y(x,t) is a topological soliton solution with the width
measured by & and that propagates with the constant ve-
locity V in absence of thermal effects or perturbations.
The positive (negative) sign corresponds to kink (an-
tikink).

In Ref. 37, we have simplified the implicit kink solu-
tion (2.7) by the following hyperbolic tangent wave form

Yg(x,t)=tanh[K(x —V1)], (2.9)
where
2=_L (2.10a)
2CHr)
with
crp=LUutr—r (2.10b)
(1—r)?
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C(r) is the speed of sound and L,=K '=Vv2¢
[V << C(r)] defines the spatial extension of kink in the
nonrelativistic regime. It increases indefinitely as the
range of interaction increases (see Fig. 1). Since we are
dealing with a discrete kink (short kink), our calculations
are limited to small values of the range parameter r.

There are two facts which support the validity of the
approximation (2.9). First, the soliton profile given by
Eq. (2.7) suffers slightly because of the approximation.
The slight difference between the two profiles decreases as
r decreases and for long-range interaction with small am-
plitude (the more discrete kink), the profiles are quite
identical. Second, the soliton energy obtained in the con-
tinuum limit from Eq. (2.9) is

2V2 . 2V2p?
Eg="""¢g+2"°7 .
k=36 % (2.11a)
which approximately corresponds to
2V72 189 831
Ex="2¢|1+—=0———~02
K= 3 5116407 " 30607
Vvt 2 o 17
+ =4+ ———0? 2.11
e |3 15 2527 |’ (2.11b)

derived from the implicit solution (2.7) (see Ref. 34).
However, one can note that the error between the two ex-
pressions increases with an increasing range of interac-
tion. For instance, for r=0.1, the error is 2.9%; for
r=0.4, it is only 5.5% which is still acceptable. But, for
r =0.5, the error reaches 12.6% which already corre-
sponds to a poor approximation. Fig. 2 shows the plots,
for comparison, of expressions (2.11a) and (2.11b) as func-
tions of the long-range interaction parameter.

III. ANALYSIS OF DRESSINGS
AND THE EFFECTS ON THE PN POTENTIAL
IN A ®* CHAIN WITH LONG-RANGE INTERACTION

In line with the discrete kink formalism,’ the displace-
ment field y; is separated into a single kink yx [X(¢)] plus
the dressing term ,;(¢) which accounts for the discrete
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FIG. 1. Kink width L, as function of the long-range interac-
tion parameter for J =1.5.
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FIG. 2. Comparison, with respect to r, between the soliton
energy obtained from the implicit solution (full curve) to that
obtained from the approximated wave form (dashed curve) for
J=1.5.

correction of the continuum kink and for phonons radiat-
ed by the kink while propagating in the lattice. That is,
we set

Y =yLIX(D]+9,(1) ,
where

yE[X(t)]=tanh{K[i —X(t)]}

(3.1)

denotes the continuum kink at the discrete lattice point i.
The dynamical variable X (¢) represents the kink center
position. We remind the reader that in the continuum
limit, X(¢#) is linearly time dependent [i.e., X(#)=Vt]. As
it has been shown earlier [see Ref. 37 and Eq. (3.4) hereaf-
ter], this is not the case in the discrete limit where X (¢)
possesses a rich dynamical behavior.!!1420

Decomposition (3.1) adds two more degrees of freedom
to the system, corresponding to the collective coordinate
X (t) and its conjugate momentum P. Then, in order to
conserve the original number of degrees of freedom, the
system is subjected to two constraints, which give a func-
tional link between the new variables and the field yg.
They are

(O =Z)’Ii<m1/’i:0
i
and (3.2)
C,= 2}’1'}(1)171‘20 .
i

The subscript (1) stands for the derivative with respect to
X. p; is the conjugate momentum of ;.

Constraints C; and C, tend to minimize the fluctua-
tions in the vicinity of the kink’s center and allow a
canonical transformation of the original coordinates y;
and y; to new variables X, P, i;, and p;. They have been
shown to be second-class constraints in Dirac’s terminol-
ogy*®41:42 since their Poisson brackets do not yield zero,
thus violating the requirement that C;=0 and C,=0.
Because of these constraints, the formalism developed by
Dirac’s for constrained dynamical systems has to be ap-
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plied in order to derive the evolution equations of the
variables X, P, ¢;, and p,.%’

In Ref. 37, we have used this formalism to show that
the kink of the discrete ®* chain with long-range interac-
tion is subjected to the potential force

AU /X =3 yiV[(W; +yk P —(1 =20, +yE)—L)] ,

(3.3)

where L; is now associated to ¢; + yk. Neglecting the 1;
contribution, we show that U(X) can be reduced to the
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Fourier series

E

= " ~Uy+— X

U(x) U0+221rn cos(2mnX)=U, Py cos(2mX)
(3.4)
with
r J(1+r)—r

=— I,+J, |,

" 6(1—r) o
where

L, =8n?mK?sinh ~Ynn?/K)[2(g,+1)/3—4(q,+1)g,+4)/15],

J, =24K*msinh ~(n7?/K)[ —54(g, +1)(q, +4)(g, +9)(g, +16)/567+788(q, +1)(g, +4)(q, +9)/315
—142(q, +1)(g, +4)/15+8(g, +1)/3],

and
g,=(mn/K)?* .

The quantity Epy=E; /7 is the PN pinning potential
barrier, well known in the theory of crystal dislocations.*?
It vanishes as the elastic constant J and the range of in-
teraction increase (see Fig. 1 of Ref. 37 and Fig. 5 hereaf-
ter). When the kink width increases, E, vanishes and the
kink potential energy reduces to the X-independent term
U,. The effect of the lattice discreteness is characterized
by a shift in the kink rest energy. In the first approxima-
tion, this shift is obtained after a fourth-order Taylor ex-
pansion of the auxilliary quantity L; while deriving the
kink potential energy (see Ref. 40). U, is then given by
the expression

2rK 3
15(1—r)?

J(l+r—r 1
3r 7

Uy,=EQ — , 3.5)

where E is the kink rest energy in the continuum limit.
It therefore appears that the kink rest energy in the
discrete lattice is less than the continuum value. Such
lowering has also been obtained recently by other au-
thors.?>%3 It should certainly be more pronounced if one
takes into account the dressing contribution while calcu-
lating the kink rest energy (see, for instance, Fig. 4 where
the dressing lowers the level of the PN potential).

In the dynamical regime, the velocity of the kink is
therefore modulated by the PN potential. At small veloc-
ities, the kink may be pinned in the PN well. When this
happens, the kink oscillates about the bottom of the po-
tential with the frequency «, defined as follows:

wp=(27E,/My)"*, (3.6)

where M,=4K /3 is the kink dimensionless mass (see
Ref. 37). wp is also a decreasing function of the long-
range interaction parameter r.

In view of analyzing the dressing amplitude (ignoring
the phonons part) and its effects on the PN potential seen
by a kink, one has to solve the problem obtained after ex-

f

tremization of the potential (2.2a) with respect to the
dressing field 1, [after substitution of y; by yL(X)+¢;].
For a kink centered at the equilibrium position of the
periodic PN potential, one obtains after some algebra the

matrix problem
AY=F, (3.7a)

where 1 and F are column matrices respectively defined
by

=Y |, (3.7b)
F=|F, |, (3.7¢)
with

Fy=r[(f P+ 0k P 1T +r) —rlpk k™

—(P2+ DL+ [r+H1—27(1+1) )k . (3.74d)

A is a tridiagonal matrix with elements defined by
(A)y=—[3r(p™ D2 —r+J(1+r)18,,_,
+[3(r2+ 1Dy 2 +2J(1+ 1) —(r24+1)15;,
—[3r(y D2 =r+J(14+118; 1, , (3.8)

where §; ; is the Kronecker delta.

In this state, the constraint C; is automatically
satisfied in the calculation of ¢; from eq. (3.7). This fol-
lows the parity of matrix elements and F;. But, for a kink
in nonequilibrium points of the lattice, a Lagrange multi-
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plier a(X) which multiplies the constraint is required.
Indeed, in nonequilibrium points, the PN force draws the
kink and prevents a static dressing. This is done by add-
ing the constraint C; with an undetermined multiplier to
the original potential.!” That is,

U—U+alX) SyiVy; . 3.9)

This procedure, known as quasistatic approach, provides
the external force to balance the PN force in order to
keep the dressing static. The minimization of the new
potential leads to

AV=F—a(X)(r*+1)Y , (3.10)
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FIG. 3. Dressing ¢; (X10%) as a function of the distance
from the kink center for elastic constant J =1.5 and (a) » =0
and (b) » =0.1.
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FIG. 4. Peierls-Nabarro potential U(X) vs the position X in
a unit cell of the lattice for » =0.05 and J=1.5. The upper
curve is the potential without dressing contribution and the
lower one includes the dressing effects. Due to dressing, the po-
tential is lowered and its height is increased (see Fig. 5).

where

Solving Eq. (3.10) for ¥ and multiplying the obtained
equation by the transposed [ Y{!']7 of the column matrix
YY), we use the constraint C, to obtain

1
r’+1
The static dressing is then obtained by substituting Eq.
(3.11) into Eq. (3.10).

For the numerical calculation, we have considered a
chain of N =200 particles. The kink is located at the

a(X)=

(Y TA IR Y P1Ta ~ty)) . 3.11)

5

10 EPN]O'O“
1.0\
0.1 TR SUN VN T T S S SR B S’
0.00 0.05 0.10

FIG. 5. Log plot of the PN barrier E; (X 10°) as a function
of the long-range interaction parameter ». The upper curve for
the barrier with dressing and the lower for the barrier without
the inclusion of dressing (for J =1.5).
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FIG. 6. The pinning frequency «p (in hundreds) as a function
of rfor J=1.5.

middle of the chain in order to avoid the end effects.
Since the dressings are localized around the kink core, we
have truncated the matrix A by attributing the value zero
to 1; when i is not contained in the integer domain

[int(5L,),N —int(5L,)] ,

where int(5L,) is the integer obtained from the conver-
sion of real 5L, to the integer type. The parameter L,
being the kink spatial extension.

Figure 3 shows the plot of dressing versus the distance
i —X from the center of kink. It follows that the con-
straint C, is satisfied since the product y;‘"y; is an odd
function. We also see that the amplitude of the dressing
decreases when the range of interaction increases [com-
pare Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)].

When 9, is added to yj, one obtains around the kink
center a small deviation from the zeroth-order kink
profile. Although the deviation is small, even for a kink
width equal to the lattice spacing, it has considerable
effect on the PN potential. Indeed, the inclusion of dress-
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ing lowers the level of the PN potential and considerably
increases its amplitude. This is seen in Fig. 4 where we
have calculated for 200 lattice particles the potential U
[see Eq. (2.2a)] using first the kink solution y(X) (the
upper curve) and second the dressed profile yi(X)+1;
(the lower curve). The lowering, which has been shown
analytically for the kink rest energy near the continuum
limit, is due to the discrete nature of the lattice.

The PN barrier E, and the PN frequency wp have been
calculated for various values of the range of interaction.
The results are shown in Figs. 5 and 6. In Fig. 5, we have
given a log plot of the PN barrier (with and without
dressing) as a function of the long-range interaction pa-
rameter r. Both Figs. 5 and 6 show the decreasing
behavior of E; and wp when r increases. This result
confirms that presented in Fig. 1 of Ref. 37 from the ana-
lytic expression (3.4).

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the strongly anharmonic
W* lattice complicated by the addition of the long-range
interatomic coupling in the case where the discreteness
effects cannot be neglected. The virtue of the specific in-
teraction potential chosen, the Kac-Baker type, is that
the range of interaction can be varied continuously.

We have shown that the lattice generalized potential
depends strongly on the long-range interaction parameter
r. As the range of interaction increases, the pinning and
trapping processes tend to disappear since the PN barrier
decreases rapidly. We have also shown that the dressing
lowers the PN potential and increases the PN barrier.
The dressing amplitude tends to disappear when the
range of interaction increases.

The studies similar to those considered here have been
carried out for the sine-Gordon model with the Kac-
Baker long-range interaction potential. The closed-form
(implicitly) kink solutions have already been obtained.*
Extensions should also concern other laws of long-range
interparticle interactions such as the power laws (i.e., the
Coulomb repulsion or the dipole-dipole interaction of
charges particles) where interesting results have already
been obtained for the Frenkel-Kontorova model.

1y. Ishimori and T. Munakata, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 51, 3367
(1982).

2J. F. Currie, S. E. Trullinger, A. R. Bishop, and J. A.
Krumhansl, Phys. Rev. B 15, 5567 (1977).

3S. Aubry, in Solitons and Condensed Matter, Vol. 8 of Solid
State Science, edited by A. Bishop and T. Schneider (Springer,
Berlin, 1978).

4Anthony D. Novaco, Phys. Rev. B 22, 1645 (1980).

5V. L. Pokrovsky, J. Phys. (Paris) 42, 761 (1981).

6M. Peyrard and M. Remoissenet, Phys. Rev. B 26, 2886 (1982).

73. A. Combs and S. Yip, Phys. Rev. B 28, 6873 (1983).

8M. Peyrard and S. Aubry, J. Phys. C 16, 1593 (1983).

9C. Willis, M. El-Batanouny, and P. Stancioff, Phys. Rev. B 33,
1904 (1986).

10p, Stancioff, C. R. Willis, M. El-Batanouny, and S. Burdick,
Phys. Rev. B 33, 1912 (1986).

IR Boesch, C. R. Willis, and M. El-Batanouny, Phys. Rev. B
40, 2284 (1989).

12p. Woafo, T. C. Kofane, and A. S. Bokosah, Phys. Lett. A
160, 237 (1991).

13p. Woafo, T. C. Kofane, and A. S. Bokosah, J. Phys. Condens.
Matter 4, 809 (1992).

14M. Peyrard and M. D. Kruskal, Physica 14D, 88 (1984).

15J. Pouget, S. Aubry, A. R. Bishop, and P. S. Lomdahl, Phys.
Rev. B 39, 9500 (1989).

16p. Woafo and T. C. Kofane, J. Phys. Condens. Matter (to be
published).

17Q. M. Braun and Y. S. Kivshar, Phys. Lett. A 149, 119 (1990).

180, M. Braun and Y. S. Kivshar, Phys. Rev. B 43, 1060 (1991).

19p. Woafo and T. C. Kofane, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 5, 4137
(1993).

20y, A. Combs and S. Yip, Phys. Rev. B 29, 438 (1984).



48 KINK STATIC PROPERTIES IN A DISCRETE &* CHAIN . ..

21C. Kunz and J. A. Combs, Phys. Rev. B 31, 527 (1985).

228, E. Trullinger and K. Sasaki, Physica D 28, 181 (1987).

23C. R. Willis and R. Boesch, Phys. Rev. B 41, 4570 (1990).

24R. Mefougue, P. Woafo, and T. C. Kofané, Solid State Com-
mun. 86, 393 (1993).

25C. Kittel, Introduction to Solid State Physics, 3rd ed. (Wiley,
New York, 1966).

260. M. Braun, Y. S. Kivshar, and I. I. Zelenskaya, Phys. Rev.
B 41, 7118 (1990).

27St. Pnevmatikos, C. R. Acad. Sci., Paris II, 296, 1031 (1983).

288t. Pnevmatikos, in Proceedings of the International Confer-
ence on Singularities and Dynamical Systems, edited by SP.
Pnevmatikos (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1984).

29Y. Ishimori, Prog. Theor. Phys. 68, 402 (1982).

30y, L. Pokrovsky and A. Virosztek, J. Phys. 16, 4513 (1983).

31G. A. Baker, Jr., Phys. Rev. 122, 1477 (1961).

32M. Kac and E. Helfand, J. Math. Phys. 4, 1078 (1973).

33K. S. Viswanathan and D. H. Meyer, Physica (Utrecht) A 89,
97 (1977).

10 159

343, K. Sarker and J. A. Krumhansl, Phys. Rev. B 23, 2374
(1981).

35M. Remoissenet and N. Flytzanis, J. Phys. C 18, 1573 (1985).

36R. Ferrer, Phys. Rev. B 40, 11 007 (1989).

37P. Woafo, T. C. Kofané, and A. S. Bokosah, J. Phys. Condens.
Matter 3, 2279 (1991).

38E. Tomboulis, Phys. Rev. D 12, 1678 (1975).

393. A. Krumhansl and J. R. Schrieffer, Phys. Rev. B 11, 3535
(1975).

40P. Woafo, T. C. Kofané, and A. S. Bokosah, J. Phys. Condens.
Matter 4, 3389 (1992).

41p. A. M. Dirac, Lectures on Quantum Mechanics (Academic,
New York, 1964).

42R. Boesch and C. R. Willis, Phys. Rev. B 42, 6371 (1990).

43F. Nabarro, Theory of Crystal Dislocations (Clarendon, Ox-
ford, 1967).

4P, Woafo, J. R. Kenné, and T. C. Kofané, J. Phys. Condens.
Matter 5, L 123 (1993).



