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The ordering of weakly coupled random antiferromagnétie- 1/2 chains, as relevant for recent experi-
mentally investigated spin chain materials, is considéhedretically. The one-dimensional isotropic Heisen-
berg model with random exchange interactions is treatedenigally on finite chains with the density-matrix
renormalization-group approach as well as with the stahdamormalization analysis, both within the mean-
field approximation for interchain coupling, . Results for the ordering temperatifa and for the ordered
momentm, are presented and are both reduced with the increasingddisagreeing with experimental ob-
servations. The most pronounced effect of the random ginglecept appears to be a very large span of local
ordered moments, becoming wider with decreasingconsistent withuSR experimental findings.

PACS numbers: 05.60.Gg, 25.40.Fq, 71.27.+a, 75.10.Pq

I. INTRODUCTION a substantial reduction @fy as well as the ground state (g.s.)
T = 0 ordered magnetic moment, relative to the disorder-
free ¢ = 0,1) materials. Theoretical treatments so far sug-

1/2 spins on a one-dimensional (1D) chain represents one ested even the opposite tréhdevealing the Qiﬁi(:_ulties_ of
B eoretical approaches. The central theoretical issueials

the prototype and most studied quantum many-body mod X . ) . X ,
b yp a y y connection with experiments is to what extent and in which

for strongly correlated electrons, being at the same time re ) . ) X
gy g roperties the singular behavior of quantum RS physics re-

alized nearly perfectly in several materials. Since 1D spirFJ

systems do not exhibit any long range order even at temperz';ir-]ains reflected in the long-range AFM order at Igw The

tureT = 0, the ordering appears through the interchain coydim of this paper is to present results of numerical and &naly
pling. The ’ordering Néel temperatufe, emerging in weakly ical calculations which show that under the presence of weak
coupled AFM chains is by now well described theoretically (but not gxtremely vyeak) interchain coupling treated wathi

being confirmed by numerical calculatidrend experimental a mean-field approximation (MFA) randomness reduces both

investigations on materials with quasi-1D spin systems Ty as well asmo, which is in agreement with experiment.
. - . . We also present evidence that the RS phenomena is reflected
The quenched disorder in intrachain exchange coupling

' . . o fh large distribution of/” = 0 local ordered moments,; being
reveals in 1D spin chains qualitatively new phenomena a

I theoretical and imental chall c o th Tonsistent with preliminary experimental restfts
well theoretical and experimental challenges. - tven In e, paper is organised as follows. In Sectibrwe in-

case of unfrustrated AFM random Heisenberg chain (RHC§roduce the model and the MFA approximation. In Section

it has bﬁg& Stﬂorv?h u?ng theo rbent?rmallz_atlon-gf_rto?p l(RG Il we introduce the numerical method and present results on
approac at thel  — ehavior Is quaiitatively staggered susceptibility and transition temperature.s i

changed by any disorder leading to the concept of random S.i%llowed by presentation of results for ordered moments and

glets (RS). The signature of such state is the singular €curi their distribution in SectiontV. In SectionV we discuss re-

like - diverge_nce of the uniform susceptibility, (7" — 0)°. ults obtained by RG and in Sectidth we compare our re-
Su_ch be_hawor was als_o found for exactly S.Olvable.mOdeEults in more detail with experiment. Conclusions are gaen
of impurities coupled with random exchange interactions e end in SectioW !l

the host Heisenberg chain, but only for strong randonthess '
Refreshed theoretical interest in RHC phenomena has been

stimulated by the synthesis and experimental investigatd II. MODEL
novel materials representing the realization of RHC, iripar
ular BaCuy(Si;_,Ge,);07;>'911 and Cu(py)(Cl,_.Br,),*? . e .
compounds. Experiments confirmed theoretically predicted Our goal is to understand properties in particular the erder

xo(T)®3, but revealed also novel features as large and strongl{'d " the quasi-1D RHC model, which is given by quenched

T-dependent spread of local NMR spin-lattice relaxation Intrachain) random exchange couplings; and constantin-

times+'4 which has been reproduced within the simple RHc!erehain coupling/.,
model®.
H=)» JijSij Sit1,;+J Sij - Siy, (1)
The existence of weak but finite interchain couplingsin ; J PG T * WZ” ! !
quasi-1D RHC compounds and related AFM ordering at low ’
T < Tx open a new perspective on the RS systénidixed  whereS areS = 1/2 spin operators. The isotropic Heisen-
BaCuw(Si;_.Ge,)20,° as well Cu(py)(Cl;_,Br.).'? show  berg coupling is assumed both within the chaifa ( with i

The antiferromagnetic (AFM) Heisenberg model $f=
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denoting sites in the chain agdienoting different chains) as ~ We evaluaten,(7") andy(T") using the finite-temperature
well as for the interchain term and;j’) run overz, nearest- dynamical density matrix renormalization group (FTD-
neighbor chains. E.g., neutron scattering results for pur®MRG) method®?* on a finite chain withZ sites and open
systen® BaCw,Si,O; show that the interlayer coupling is in boundary conditions. In the FTD-DMRG method standard
fact only twice weaker than the intralayer one. Takingiritoa 7' = 0 DMRG targeting of ground state density matrix
count also a further non-frustrating diagonal couplilghe  p° = |0)(0| is generalized with finit&” density matrixp” =
MFA becomes rather well justified at least on the lowest non{1/2) >, |n)e~/T(n|. Next, the reduced density matrix
trivial level. Further more, in the same referetfdehas been is calculated and then truncated in the standard DMRG-like
shown, that for the pure non-random chain using the MFAmanner for basis optimization. The limitation of the FTD-
with the properz;, = 4 andJ, = (1/4)[2|J,| + 2|J,| + DMRG method are at low" finite-size effects, which are
4|Js|] < J, yields very good estimates fd@iy andm,. Here  rather small due to large accessible system with DMRG al-
we used the same notation as in REBwith J, being intra-  gorithm and which are even further reduced with randomness.
chain coupling,/, and.J, interchain couplings ands inter- The quenched randomf; are introduced into the DMRG
chain non-frustrating diagonal coupling. We thereforemdo procedure at the beginning ghire algorithm. Infinite algo-
the same:; and use for comparison to experiments the sameithm is preformed for homogeneous systgm= J and the
J1 . This holds also for doped material, but with less clear rolerandomness af; is introduced in the first sweep. In this way
of disorder on/; which we discuss again in Sectidfh. the preparation of the basis in thigfinite algorithm is per-
Still we expect in analogy to other quasi-1D spin systefns formed just once and for all realizations &fs, while larger
that the main ordering features should be captured by the MFAumber of sweeps (usually 5) is needed to converge the ba-
for interchain coupling and by the effective 1D RHC with the sis within thefinite algorithm for randony;. After finite algo-

staggered field s provided that/; <« J;, rithm, magnetizatiorS?) at desiredl” is calculated at every
, site of the chain withinneasurements part of DMRG proce-
HMF =" JiS;-Sit1—he » (—1)'S;. (2)  dure. Furthermore, for systems wiil > 0 we employ also
i i random configuration averaging and typicaNy. = 10 real-
Within the MFA the staggered field is given by, = izatior_ls for finite" is sufficien'F due to¢, being_macrosc_opic
—z1Jims with the staggered magnetizatiom, =  quantity with modest fluctuations between different digord

(1/L)3,(—1)i(S?) and(...) denoting thermal average. We realizations. Fofl’ = 0 we use smalleV,, = 5, since stan-
will further on consider random quenchell and assume dard DMRG method and larger systenis & 800) can be
their distribution to be uncorrelated uniform boxed dimgri ~ US€d- _ _ o

tion with J — 6J < J; < J + 6J ands.J < .J. For ex- X~ can be evaluated via dynamical susceptibijity(r, w),
perimental examples more appropriate distribution wowld b Still we use mostly the alternative approach by evaluat-
binary one, but it has been veriff€dhat qualitative features INg m. at finite 7' and h,, and then usingx(T) =

do not depend essentially on the form of the distribution. Intima.—oms(T, hs)/hs. Within this approach numerical re-
the following we use unitd = 1 and setig = /i = 1. sults are more robust or reliable since only static quastiti

are calculated and finite size or boundary effects can be re-
duced, e.g., by considering only sites close to the middk of
III. STAGGERED SUSCEPTIBILITY AND NEEL chain. Still, limit h; — 0 is hard to reach numerically, but at
TEMPERATURE finite T small fieldh, ~ 0.01 suffices.
Results fory, used to extractly with Eq. (3) are for

Within the MFA for the interchain coupling the instability Severald.J SE‘PW“ in Fig.1a. FordJ = 0 analytical
towards the AFM ordering and the ordering temperafiye ~ @PProache$?’ suggest that fof” — 0

are determined by the staggered static susceptibjlityf a
1D chain and the relatidr®1920 Xy = ay/In(b/T)/T, (4)
20 |1 |x(Tn) = 1. (3)  and also higher order corrections are discu&seRlesults for

randomd.J # 0 shown in Fig.la clearly indicate that increas-
Such a relation is commonly derived within the randoming§.J reducesy. and consequently leads to a systematic de-
phase approximation approach but is generally coming frongrease off'y (for fixed ./, and./) as shown in Figlb. Fig.1la
the selfconsistency (linear response) relation at thesttian  also reveals that, (T') qualitatively changes with increasing

ms = X« (Tn)hs independent whether the system is cfédn  disorder. While for pure case tfe — 0 behavior in Eq. 4)
or disordered within the chalf?. Clearly, it is valid within  is well followed, for larges.J > 0.5 we find that

MFA since h, is assumed as the averaged one, wRiléT")

corresponds to a macroscopic value (equivalent to disorder B =¢ [T an(d/T)]_l , (5)
averaged one). It is expected that even in strongly disor-

dered systems the conditions for E®) @re well satisfied established by RS and with a modified RG approach discussed
for z,|J. | < J. It should however be noted that some further on, fits numerical results better. Since our tempera
quantitative correction as discussed for clean systéh$ ture span is quite limited)(1 < 7" < 0.25 for §J = 0 and

(z. — kzy with & < 1 due to quantum fluctuations) to 0.05 < 7" < 0.25 for §J = 0.8) we can not extract pre-

Eq. (3) might be relevant. cise values of the parameters and even less comment on the
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ms(hs) for 6J = 0 shows rather stronger increase witfy,

which cannot be reconciled with E¢g)(simply by just in-
1or creasing prefactor. Linear dependence shown in Figb
. suggests different exponemt £ 1/3) or possibly some loga-
= ol rithmic corrections.
Results in Fig.2a,b show that disordef/ leads to a de-
crease of staggered magnetizatian in our hg-regime. A
0 possibility of increaseth; with increased.J remains at very
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 low hs < 0.0001 as suggested in Fig@b. We investigate and
03 T discuss it later also with the use of RG method. Ordered mo-
’ ! ! ! T 2,0, =015 mentm and its decrease with/ for different values of | J |
z1JL =02 is presented in Fig2c.
== ZJ_JJ_ =0.25 n
21J1 =03
(b)
0 - ! - - 1 1 0
0 0.2 04 06 08 1 1.2 S
87
Figure 1. (Color online) (& dependence of . for various random-
nessdJ. Black, dashed line represents RS fit, E5), {or 6J = 0.8.
Shown is also a fit for pure case to Eg).( (b) Decrease of Néel hs
te.mperatureTN with randomness J for variousz, J, . Calculated [T Eq. (6) ' ]
with L = 80. . 6 =00 (b) et
o 0J=08 e
¢ 01 ¢ R eecs
functional forms. However, numerically obtained stagdere £ .l
susceptibilityy . (T) for random systemé(/ = 0.8) is better e e % — o it Yo }ég' Eg;
fitted or described with Eq5J than Eq. 4) and vice versa for e 5.J = 0.8 fit to Eq. (7)
the pure casej(/ = 0). Note that in the latter case, quantum - - -
Monte Carlo give®3° a ~ 0.30-0.32 andb ~ 5.9-9.8, while 0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1
for random case this is the first report (see Apperfdixat hs
least to our knowledge) of the estimated parameter values. 03 L e 211 = 0005 —e— z,J, =01 |
Experimentally significantlTy/J < 0.02 (J./J < ' —— 21J1 =001 e 2z J) =02
0.02)1918 requiresy, > 12.5 (with z; = 4), which is at ..oy e = 005 |
present beyond the reach of the FTD-DMRG method. In §
order to analysé/’y we chose modest values of J, = © |
0.15,...,0.3, presented in Figlb. Still, for the smallest con-
sideredz, J; = 0.15 we get reduction ofl'y by a factor , ,

of ~ 2 for 6J = 0.8. This is in contrast to previous RG

study*® discussed later on, but in agreement with experimen-

tal observation§1217,

IV. STAGGERED ORDERED MOMENT

In order to determine th& = 0 average staggered ordered
momentm, for particular.J, and disorde®.J as a solution
to MFA self-consistency relatior-hs/(z;J1) = mg(hs),
we first evaluate the g.smg(hs). Again finite-size effects
are largest for the pure cas&/( = 0) but in reliable regime
(hs > 0.0001) we can make a comparison to the analytica
result obtained from Refl,

(6)
with » = 0.637 andg = 1/3. In Fig. 2b we compare Eq.6)

Figure 2. (Color online) (&' = 0 staggered magnetization vs.
hs for various randomnes$J. (b) Logdog plot of m, vs. h, for
0J = 0,0.8. ms(hs) for §J = 0 deviates from prediction in Eg6)
in exponenty and prefactor. The result fors.J = 0.8 shows a RS
like behavior given with Eq.7). Fits of parameters for Eq6) or (7)
are for regime).0001 < h < 0.01. (c) Self-consistent solution for
staggered magnetization, vs. §J for differentz, J, .

A novel feature introduced by disorder is the distributién o
local ordered moments. To avoid the influence of open bound-
ary conditions we calculate local staggered = (—1)"(S?)
from the middle of the chain modeled with E®) (and for
the MFA self-consistent fields, at particularz; J, . Evenin
a uniform staggered fieldl; momentsm; are found to vary
from site to site and depend on the concrete random con-

to our DMRG results and reveal substantial differences. OufigurationJ;. We present the probability distribution func-
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tion (PDF) in Fig.3a for different randomness/ and fixed therefore represents one of a fé#3? confirmations of the
z1J1 = 0.05, while in Fig. 3b we show it for fixedd./ RS phenomenology.
and differentz J, . It is evident from Fig.3a that for large With RG procedure one can make also predictions for
disorder and smalt, J, the PDF largely deviate from the finite-T" results (see Refs5 and6), which are obtained by
Gaussian-like form. Moreover, the relative spread of itistr  preforming RG steps as long as some Hamiltonian parameter
tion A = o,,,, /m( can become eveAA > 1. (e.g. exchange coupling) is larger th@n while for the re-
maining system with all effective parameters belbya high
16 __ . . T result is used. In our case with the system in finite mag-
LN netic field h,, these fields do not get reduced with RG and
therefore roughly set the lowest energy scale. This meats th
for T < hs one can perform the RG to the end and obtain
T = O result forallT < h,. OnceT becomes abovg, all
steps with/J < h cannot be performed and for this remaining
system the high¥ result (ns roughly linear ink,) should be
used. This leads fdi; < T to a random singlet like predic-
tion for staggered magnetization, = hc[T In*(d/T))]" !,
and straightforwardly for the staggered susceptibilityegi
in Eq. 6). Staggered susceptibility has the same functional
form as a RS prediction for uniform susceptibifit> v (7),
which can be expected for random system with no transla-
tional symmetry and strongly local correlations. In Fig.we
show that our numerical calculations with FTD-DMRG give
support to this RS prediction.

PDF

PDF

mg

Figure 3. (Color online) Probability distribution functioof m, at VI. COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENT
T = 0 for (a) various values of J and fixedz, J, = 0.05, and (b)
for fixed 6J = 0.4 and various: J, . Thin, vertical lines represent

; Turning to the experimental realizations of random spin
mo for givené.J and.J, . 9 p p

chains, two systems have been studied so far with magnetic
ordering at lowT’, namely BaCu(Si; _,Ge,),0;%%17 and
Cu(py)(Cl,_.Br,)2*?, and for the former a clear evidence of
1D RS physics has already been detectedlfor T4

V. REAL SPACE RENORMALIZATION GROUP Its magnetic properties can be well described by a simple
bimodal distribution of AFM in-chain exchange constahts
For better understanding and interpretation of abovetesulnamely J; = Ji,.Jo with probabilitesz and1 — z, re-

within the RS concept we perform similar real space renorspectively, and by weak interchain couplifg < J;. Al-
malization group procedure as introduced by Dasgupta anthough our treatment assumes a uniform distribution of the
Ma® and used also in Refl6 and where strongest bonds are €xchange constants, it should be able to capture general fea
eliminated and reduced effective couplirig; is introduced. tures of BaCu(Si; —.Ge,)2 07, particularly with Ge concen-
We generalized the procedure for finite and calculation of ~ trationz ~ 0.5%5.

m, and give more technical details in the AppenixWe The experimental data that are most relevant to our calcu-
perform RG procedure numerically on a large system and biations areu-SR experiments, from which the magnitude of
carrying it to the end together with evaluation of staggeredno can be inferred. In full agreement with our predictions,
magnetization for different starting staggered fields we obin both Cu(py}(Cl;_,Br,),*? and BaCu(Si—,Ge;)207*7,

tain mg(hs) for T = 0. A simple RS argument suggest that 7o and the ordering temperatufEy were found tode-

in a finite h, all spins with effective coupling.¢ < h, are  crease with increasing disorder. This said, the drop in
fully polarized, while the ones wit.g > h, form singlets BaCuw(Si;_.Ge,);0; appears more abrupt than predicted.
and contribute only weakly to the staggered magnetization©One of the possibility would be that the strength.bf and
Since the portion of spins witti.z < h, in a RS theory is  even its sign may be locally affected by disorder as observed

o In"%(n/h,)®, one expects for small, in Ref. 10. This may also be an indication of MFA limita-
tions and possibility that a wide distribution with longlai
mB¥(hg) oc In"?(n/hy). (7)  of local moments or effective local fields used in the MFA

(not taken into account due to used constant averaged field
We confirm this RS prediction with our numerical RG (Ap- h,), could affect the results. It is thus compelling to che€k, i
pendixB), andT = 0 DMRG results shown in Fig2b at initial staggered field, in Eq. ) should be taken from ade-
low hg, since they deviate from simple power law behaviorquate distribution of the local moments;} = —z, J, {m;}
of Eq. 6) (linear inlog-log plot) with a substantial upward and if wide distribution of initialk; fields could affect the re-
curvature, nicely captured with EG7)( Our result in Fig2b  sults in Fig.3. We check this in two ways: (i) by taking ran-
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dom h; with exponential distribution, and (ii) by taking the crystallographic muon sites, the distribution can not be
distribution of m; (and thush;) from another realization of unambiguously extracted from such experiments.

Ji. Fig. 4 depicts comparison between these two methods, to-

gether with constant staggered field (as in Bpcalculated

for L = 800 and one fixed realization of;. In Fig. 4a we

present three distributions of the staggered magneticsfigld VIL. CONCLUSIONS
and in Fig.4b corresponding cumulative distribution function
(CDF) of magnetic moment;,. It is clear from the later that In conclusion, we have shown that at fixed averdgend

the distribution ofm,; do not depend strongly on distribution interchain coupling/, the disorded.J > 0 leads to a de-

of h; and even more importantly for MFA, all considered dis- crease of Néel temperatufg; as well as to reduced g.s. or-
tributions give very similar averages of,. We would like to  dered staggered moment, in a very broad range @t/ > 0
note that in Fig.4 we present one of the most critical cases(and regime studied here). This is duextg being smaller
with small averaged fields with resulting very broad distrib for random system than for a pure system in a relevant regime
tion of m;, and that even in this case the constant fields osee Fig. 1a), which is in contrast with the uniform suscep-
fields with very wide distribution give very similar resufts  tibility xo(7" — 0) which approaches constant for pure case
distribution of moments. but divergesx 1/[T'In?(3/T)] for 6.J > 0. This is analogous

to Eq. 6) and a direct signature of RS scenario leading at low
T to formation of local singlets and almost free spins. The ef-
fect of disorder aty = = is less dramatic than fer = 0 since

to the leading order (neglectingg corrections) both pure and

107t

— constant . Exponenéial
02 ° from moments

10-3 > 0J > 0 cases reveal, « 1/T. However, in a random case
= X is still larger thany, (same holds also for structure factor
107! as shown in Fig. 15 in Ref31) and the system still tends to

) AFM order.
10 Numerical results forn(hs) atT = 0 in Fig. 2a,b show
10-6 . i . . that in the regime with largér; (e.g.,hs > 0.0001 for §.J =
0 200 400 600 800 0.8) the average moment, (and in turnmg shown in Fig2c)
site 4 decreases with increasiig. On the other hand, EqH)( (7)
1 . . . and results in Fig2 suggest a regime of very loi, wherem
— constant (mg) could be increased by > 0. This could be relevant
08 F 7T gggor‘g‘;fgg?ts . only for largerd.J and for very small/, (< 0.001 for 6J =
0.8) which would lead to enhancédy andm with increased
w 061 1 8.J or in other words, twrder by disorder. Such behavior
g 04 | | was actually predicted by MFA and RG treatménbut is

’ contrary to the one mainly discussed here, as well not found

02 L e , in materials of interest.

. . The most striking effect of the RHC physics and of anoma-

lous RS response in the ordered phase is however the distri-
bution of local momentsn;, as manifested by POF;) in

Fig. 3. It is evident that the relative distribution width
Figure 4. (Color online) Dependence of the magnetic momésat d increases withhJ but even more importantly with decreas-

tribution (for fixedJ;) on the magnetic field used in the mean-field ing _ZLJL' _Th's is a clear _|nd|cat|o_n that alj(_)malous width
approximation, as calculated fdr — 800 sites. Panel (a) shows originates in the RS physics and is not trivially related to

three distributions of staggered fields with the same aeevafue  iNitial /. For example, the same or constant results in
(Jhs]) = 0.0004; constant one, exponential distribution, and dis- increased relative width of distributiom{, if 2, J, is de-

tribution from numerical simulations (see text for detpilPanel  creased (see Figb). It should be noted that for largér/

(b) shows corresponding cumulative distribution funct{@bF) of  evenm; < 0 becomes possible (moments locally oppo-

magnetic momentn;. Vertical lines represent values of average, site to local ﬁe|d§)4, This means that at small, < J and

which are practically the same for all three distributiohs o Strong'y reduced”N the PDF width can become |arge, ie.
A~ 1.

The most interesting experimental observation for Regarding the experiment, our results of decreasing
BaCuw(Si;_,.Ge,)207 is a drastic broadening of the distri- mg and ordering temperaturé,y with increasing disor-
bution of local static moments in the magnetically orderedder agree with observations of theSR experiments on
staté’. This behavior is consistent with our predictions borneCu(py),(Cl;_,Br,)2? and BaCu(Si, _, Ge, ) 07". Further-
in Fig. 3. Unfortunately, making a quantitative comparison more, we are able to capture with the microscopic model the
beyond a qualitative agreement is not feasible at preseninteresting experimental observation of the drastic beoéth
sincep-SR measures the distribution of local magnetic fields,of the distribution of local static moments in the magnéljca
not magnetic moments. Due to the presence of severardered state of BaG(Si,_,Ge,),071".

1074 1073 1072 1071
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bond (from site 1 to 4) parameters. However, as the elimi-
nation procedure advances the four lowest states of the four
site Hamiltonian do not necessarily have the charactereof th
Appendix A: Temperature fits ground state on eliminated bond (sites 2, 3) i.e. they dolhot a
have large overlap with it and some state with the character
of higher lying state on sites 2 and 3 might become low and
among first four low lying states of the four site Hamiltonian
Eq. @) Eq. ©) This does not happen if{;"** and.J;,"** are much smaller
- b c | d than.J35"**. In such case we choose four eigenstates of the 4
0J =0 ]0.3702] 9.8 |1898 | oo site Hamiltonian with the largest overlap with the grouratest
6J = 0.8]0.0647| — o0 |18.55|82.56 on eliminated two sites (sites 2, 3). These four states dpan t
part of the relevant low energy Hilbert space that we would
like to keep and are close to the states kept in the second orde
procedure in Ref5.

From this four stateg4;) with energyE;, i = 1,...4) we
build new effective Hamiltonian for the remaining sited€si
1, 4) by first constructingd 1234 = ), [¢;) E;(¢;] and then
tracing out the eliminated sitel,, = Zm (123 H1234]123).
Herelio3) are basis states for eliminated sites (sites 2, 3). New
H, is the new Hamiltonian in the basis of remaining sites (1

We numerically performed similar renormalization group and 4) and from which one can read new effective parameters
procedure as introduced by Dasgupta and Mtad modified it like J&F, JiZ, hq, hy and energy of integrated out sitéss.
to include the staggered magnetic fiéldand extended it for Similar procedure can be used for determining the parame-
calculation of staggered magnetization, similarly as done ters of new operators that we are interested in. For example,
in Ref. 16. In the original procedure the bonds with largést ~ operatora; 5§ + a2S5 + a3S5 + a4S7 is transformed into
were eliminated which we replace by subsequent eliminatiomew operato@i; S + a4.S; + o023 after integrating out sites (2
of bonds with largest/*. In the presence of broken rota- and 3), while in this case the parametersas andoss need
tional symmetry due to staggered magnetic fie)dJ** does  to be optimally chosen and small relative error (typicalfy o
not equal/?* at further steps of the elimination process. Inthe10~5) can appear by approximating the operator in the basis
case ofh, = 0 the criteria equals to the original one used byfor remaining sites (1 and 4) by just three parameters.
Dasgupata and Maand.J#* = J7*. Justification of/#* for In this way one eliminates the two sites, obtains new effec-
elimination criteria is also that it is the only non-diagbele-  tive parameters for the Hamiltonian and operator on the new
ment of the Hamiltonian and that fdf* = 0 the ground state  bond (connecting site 1 and 4) and can proceed with the new
is a simple product state or Neél state, which can be exactlgtep of RG or by choosing next two sites to eliminate. The
obtained by arbitrary order of the elimination steps predid ground state energy and expectation value of the operator in
that elimination is performed to the end. For finifeproper-  the ground state are obtained by preforming the RG to the end
ties also other energy scales lifg* andh; are importantand (eliminate all sites) and summing dlks ando»s for the en-

Table I. Values of fitted parameters of E4) &nd Eq. §) to the pure
(6J = 0) and randomdJ = 0.8) datasets (see Fid).

Appendix B: RG procedure

need to be considered. ergy and the operator expectation values, respectively.
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