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T hem odynam ics of strongly disordered spin ladders

Eddy Yusuf and Kun Yang
N ational H igh M agnetic F ield Laboratory and D epartm ent of P hysics,
F lorida State University, Tallahassee, F lorida 32306

W e study antiferrom agnetic tw o-leg spin-1/2 ladders w ith strong bond random ness, using the real
space renom alization group m ethod. W e nd the low —tem perature spin susceptibility of the system
follow s non-universal power law s, and the ground state spin-spin correlation is short—ranged. O ur
resuls suggest that there is no phase transition when the bond random ness increases from zero; for
strong enough random ness the system isin a Gri th region wih divergent spin susceptibility and

short-range spin-spin correlation.
I. INTRODUCTION

O nedin ensional (ID) spin system s are of interest tq
physicists since the early days of quantum m echanlcsk
Considerable e ort has been devoted to the theoretical
study of antiferrom agnetic A F) spin chains, where som e
of the very few exact solutions of interacting H am itto-
nians In physics were obtained 2t and rem arkably rich
low -energy physics were uncovered using various non-—
perturbative m ethods® Tnterest in these system s were
also enhanced by the ,recent experin ental realization
of such m odel system sf due to technological advances.
M ore recently, considerable attention has focused on anw
other class of 1D spin system s, nam ely AF spin Jadders?
These system s are made of two or m ore coupled spin
chains. The physics of such system s are closely related
to, but even richer than the soin chain system s. Fur-
ther m otivation for study of these system s com es from
the sin ilarity In structure between these system sand un-
doped cuprates, and the discovery of superconductivity
In them once charge carriers are ntroduced via doping.

T he ubiquitous random ness is known to have partic—
ularly strong e ects in low-dim ensional system s. Re—
cently, there has been rather extensive theoretical stud-
ies of e ects of disorder n spin chains. M ost of these
studies are based on the cekbrated real space renor-
m alization group RSRG) method introduced by M a,
D asgupta and Hu M DH) in,the study of AF spin-1/2
chain w ith bond random ness,? and Bhatt and Lee i the
study of m agnetic properties of doped sem iconductorss
This m ethod was elaborated and extended in great de—
tail by Fisherf and applied (often with nontrivial ex—
tensions) by a number of gther,authers te various dis-
ordered spin chain m odelsgAdntaiaindaiag variety of
disorderdom inated phases have been found, whose low —
energy physics is qualitatively di erent from their disor-
der free counterparts. W hilk the quantitative accuracy of
the RSRG relies on the presence of strong random ness,
it hasbeen shownt that even if the strength of random -
ness is weak, i tends to grow as the RSRG proceeds to
Iower and lower energy scales, thus giving qualitatively
correct (and som etin es asym ptotically exact) low -energy
behavior. Indeed, m any predictions of RSRG have been
con m ed by complem entary analytical and num erical
studies using other m ethods.

C om paratively speaking, relatively few studieshave fo—
cused on e ects of random ness on spin ladders. E ects
of doping by non-m agnetic in purities (or site dilation)
have been studied using quantum M onte C arld® 28 and
m apping to D irac ferm ions w ith random m ass92¢ The
stability ofthe pure ladders against various types ofweak
random ness hasbeen studied by O rignacand G iam ach£%
using bosonization. In the present paperwe study a two—
kg AF spin-1/2 ladder with strong bond random ness,
using the RSRG . W e believe our work is com plem entary
to the previous studies, as the e ects of bond random —
ness and site dilution are quite di erent, and the RSRG
isparticularly suiable for studies of system sw ith strong
random ness.

W hilk -the present work was being complted, a
p]:epn'ntfzn appeared on the cond-m at archive, in which
the authors used the RSRG as well as the density m a—
trix renomm alization group to study various disordered
ladder m odels. W hile our work certainly overlaps w ith
theirs, there exist twomaprdi erences. (i) Ref.;22 o
cusesm ainly on the distrdbbution ofthe gap separating the
ground and rst excited statesin nite clusters, whilewe
study mainly them odynam ic properties and spin-spin
correlation functions. (i) Ref. 24 has studied nite-size
laddersw ih length up to 512. In ourwork we have stud—
ied Jadders w ith length up to 20,000, nearly a factor of
40 bigger. The larger size is crucial to us for obtaining
low ~tem perature, large distance behavior of the them o—
dynam ic quantities and spin-soin correlation fiinctions
respectively. W e will com pare our results w ith those of
Ref. 22 and previous studies w henever appropriate.

Our manh results are summ arized as Pllows. We

nd the them odynam ics of the two-leg spin ladder re—
m ains non-universal, and the spin-spin correlation re—
m ains short-ranged, even in the strong-random ness lim it.
This is very di erent from the randam-AF spin-1/2 or
spin-1 chain, whereweak (or spin-1/28%1) orsu ciently
strong (Br spin-1t324) random ness drive the system into
the Random Singlkt RS) phase w ith universal therm o—
dynam ics and power-aw soin-spin correlation. Forsu -
ciently strong random ness, the spin susceptbility of the
ladders exhibits power-law divergence as the tem pera-—
ture T ! 0: (T) T ,where varies continuously
w ith random ness strength. Combined wih shortrange
soin-spin correlation, this is characteristic of quantum
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G ri th behavior. Such behavior appears to persist even
when the interchain coupling of the ladder ism ade very
weak, suggesting weak interchain coupling imm ediately
destabilizes the RS phase that controls the low -energy,
long-distance physics of the decoupled chains.

T he rem ainder of the paper is arranged as ©llow s. In
section ITwe introduce the m odelH am ittonian we study,
brie y review the RSRG method and is application to
random spin chains, and discuss the necessary extensions
weneed tom ake in orderto apply it to the ladder system .
In section ITT we present our num erical results. In sec—
tion IV we discuss the in plications of our results, m ake
contact w ith related theoretical and experin ental w ork,
and state our conclusions.

II. MODEL AND THE
RENORMALIZATION-GROUP SCHEM E

Consider an antiferrom agnetic nearest-neighbor
Heisenberg spin-1/2 ladder. The Ham itonian for a
two-leg Jadder is given by:

% 1x R
H = I35 4,3 Sr1; 7t
i=1;3=12 i=1

K iS i;1 5.;2 7 (l)

whereN isthe number of spins on a single chain, S j;5 is
a spin-1/2 operator, and the positive coupling constants
Ji;5 (couplings along the chains, or legs ofthe ladder) and
K ;i (couplings between the chains, or along the rungs of
the ladder) are distributed random ly according to som e
probability distributions Py (Ji;5) and P, K ;).

In this work we use, the real space renom alization
group RSRG) method? to study the Ham iltonian (1).
W e begin by brie y review ing its application to the ran—
dom AF gpin-1/2 chains to illustrate the basic ideas be—
hind i. In this approach one identi es the strongest cou—
pling of the system , say, J, that couples spins 2 and 3,
and the two neighboring spins that are coupled to this
strongly coupled pair. T he H am iltonian ofthis four-spin
cluster is given by

H:H0+HI; (2)
w here

Ho = J252 S
Hi Ji1S1 $+J3S3 S 3)

In the presence of strong random ness, J,, being the
strongest coupling in the system , is likely to be much
stronger than other tw o couplings J; and J;. In this case
to a very good approxin ation spins 2 and 3 form a sin—
gkt pair in the low -energy states ofthe entire system and
becom e lnert. The weak perturbation H 1 to this pair in—
duces virtual transitions to the excited (or triplet) states
of Hy; the main e ect of such virtual transitions is to

Induce an e ective coupling between spins 1 and 4 ofthe
form :

Here = JS1 S5 @)

to second order in H 1, J is given by :

J1J
F= 225 0 ®)
2J,

In essence, the RSRG procedure replaces the four soin

cluster by spins 1 and 4, which are the active degrees of
freedom at low energies, with a new e ective AF bondJ”

that couples them . J is typically m uch weaker than the

originalbonds (J;;J2 and J3) so the bond distrbution

broadensand the energy scale is low ered. T he decin ation

doesnot change the lattice structure ofthe chain, asafter

spins 2 and 3 are decin ated, spins 1 and 4 becom e near—
est neighbors, thus the new e ective Ham iltonian still
describes an AF spin-1/2 chain with nearestneighbor
Interactions, and this procedure can be repeated. The

renom alization schem e is depicted in F ig. :lja.

W hen we apply this technique to the ladder system s,
som e new features not encountered before appear, and
corresponding m odi cations to the soin decin ation pro—
cedure descrbed above need to be m ade. Firstly, the
structure of the ladder gets distorted as soon as RSRG
is applied, in contrast to the chain case. This situation
requires us to keep track of the structure of the system
as we decim ate the soins and bonds. Secondly, when
one decin ates strongly coupled spin pairs, both AF and
ferrom agnetic ) e ective bonds are generated; these F
bonds can lad to e ective spins higher than spin-1/2
at low energies. The initial renom alization step for the
Jadder is illustrated In Fig. b, from which we can see
how the ladder structure is distorted and ferrom agnetic
Interactions are generated. T hese generated F bonds are
m uch weakerthan the orighhalbonds that get decim ated.
However as we m ove on, m ore and m ore soins get deci-
m ated and the energy scale is lowered so at som e point
the generated ferrom agnetic bonds can becom e in por-
tant because i m ight be the strongest bond in the sys—
tem . This soin pair, nstead of form ing a singlet, form a
triplt oran e ective spin-1 ob fct at low -energy. C learly
larger spins can also be generated by RG as energy scale
gets owered. This situation is illistrated in Fig. dc. In
short, we need to keep track of both the lattice struc—
ture, and size of the spins, together w ith the coupling
constants (which can now be either AF orF) in ourRG
procedure.

Now we tum the discussion to som e technical details
nvolved in the application ofRG schem e to ladder. F irst
considertw o spins connected by a strongAF bond. T hese
two spins are also coupled to the other 4 soins as shown
n Fi. :}:b W e will m ake a slight change of notation
for our discussion here jist for sin pliciy. W e label the
spins participating in the processby number 1 - 6. The
Ham iltonian for the 6-spin cluster is given by

H =Hy+ Hy; (6)



w here

Ho J2382 S

Hr = J12S1 S+ J34S3 S+ J2582 S§+ J36S3 T
(7)

where Ji; is the bond between S; and S 4. This 6-spin

problem is quite com plicated to solve but it can be sin -
pli ed using the fact that we can treat H; as a pertur-
bation to H ¢, especially when the random ness is strong.
Tt is easy to see that to second-order, H ;1 only generates
pairw ise interaction am ong the soins. It is thus only nec—
essary to nclide a pair of spins coupled to the two soins
connected by the strongest bond, when we consider the
e ective interaction between them . This fact smpli es
the calculation as we can now- reduce a 6-spin cluster
problm to six 4-spin clister®4 which can be clhssi ed
Into threedi erent typesof4d-soin clusters as represented
by: spin 1, 2, 3, and 4 (1234), (1235), and (2356). The
Ham ilttonians for these clusters are given by :

Hi = J238S2 S+ J12S1 S+ J34S3 35
Hz = J2382 S§+ Ji2S1 S+ J2582 S
Hsz = J2352 S+ J2552 S+ J36S3 S:  (8)

H, has the sam e fom as Eqs.@) and ('_3) which lead to
the recursion relation Eq.(:_ﬂ) . C luster 1235, given by the
Ham iltonian H,, is a new cluster structure not encoun—
tered in the chain case. Second order perturbation cal-
culation show s that there is a new negative e ective In—
teraction between S; and Ss given by :

J12J25

Jie =
15 2J23

< 0; 9)

ie. we have a ferrom agnetic Interaction. P hysically this
is due to the fact that S; and S 5 are both coupled anti-
ferrom agnetically to S, ; this m akes it favorable to have
S1 and S s paralkelto each other, thusan e ective ferro-
m agnetic bond is generated. C luster 2356, given by the
Ham iltonian H 3, lJooks alm ost the sam e as cluster 1234
except that spin S5 and S ¢ are already connected by an
originalbond Js¢. This origihalbond w ill be renom al-
ized when Jo3 is decin ated togetherwjth J2s and J36 .
T he renom alized bond is then given by :

J25J36

Ts6 = Jsg +
56 56 2J23

(10)
T he generated interaction between S5 and S¢ is anti-
ferrom agnetic because they are sitting on the opposite
sub-lattices.

A s discussed earlier, the e ective F bonds generated
by RSRG can lad to form ations of e ective spins w ith
size Jarger than 1/2. W e thus need to incorporate this
possbility In our schem e, and generalize the H am ittonian
n Eq.@) and (_I’;) by giving arbitrary sizes to the spin
operators in the Ham iltonian and by having either sign
for the couplings. W e treat H 1 as a perturbation to H g

asbefore. In the space ofdegenerate ground states ofH g,
the spins S1 and S, form a state ofm axin um totalspin
S = S; + S3 Por ferrom agnetic (J, < 0) or of m inin um
totalS = H, Si3jrantiferrom agnetic (J, > 0) whike
the spins S; and S, can point In any direction. The
degenerate ground states span the H ibert space H which
is the product space of the soin spaces S1, S, and Sy4.
H: will partially lift the degeneracy n H and induce an
e ective Ham ittonian in H . The e ective H am iltonian
can be caloulated using the progction theorem £3:

Herse = PHP; (11)
where P is the profction operator that proicts the
full Ham ittonian H Into the subspace where S ism ax—
num (M inin um ). The detail of this calculation is avail-
able in Ref. !10. Here we jist give the nalresult. A frer
the strong bond is decin ated, we can write down the
e ective Ham iltonian Herre as :

Here = J151 S +J38 3 + oconstant; 12)
w here
SE+ 1)+ S,(G,+ 1) S3(53+ 1)
J = Ji;
25 (S + 1)
SES+ 1)+ S3(S3+ 1 S, (S, + 1
7 - ( ) 3(S3 ) 2 (S2 )J3; 13)
25 (S + 1)

where S = $, S3jdepending on the sign ofJ,.

In thecasewhere J, > 0 and S; = S3, the ground state
of the strong bond is a singlt and there is no e ective
soin keft after decim ation. Second-orderperturbation ex—
pansion yields a non—zero interaction between S; and Sy

3175
J,

2
J= ESZ Sz + 1) 14)

Tt can be shown that the cases discussed above exhaust
all possible situations we m ay encounter when applying
the RSRG to a spin ladder.

In in plem enting the RSRG procedure outlined above,
one ndsthat each spin is coupled to m ore other spins as
m ore and m ore soins are decin ated, and the couplings
can be eitther F or AF. There is, however, one m apr
sin pli cation due to the bipartite nature of the original
lattice, which isalso ofphysical im portance aswe discuss
below . In the beginning we have a lattice structure w hich
can be divided into two sublattices A and B) in which
soins in sublattice A get coupled only to spins in sublat—
ticeB .Aswerun ourRG procedure this isno longertrue.
Not only spoins from the sam e sublattice can get coupled
together but also the sizes of the spins are no longer the
sam e. Tt becom es a relevant question to ask where to put
an e ective spins form ed by two spinsw ith di erent sizes
and w hat the types of Interactionsare between thise ec—
tive son w ith the rest ofthe lattice. W e apply them a pr-
ity rule in cur RG scheam e to ncorporate this situation.
The idea of this rule is to put the e ective spin form ed



1 2 3 4 Jp3 J12 J34 J14

A ABA + -+ -
A ABB + - - +
BABA + + + -
BABB + + -+

TABLE I:Som e possible sublattice com binations for S, = S3
and J,3 > 0

by two spinsw ith di erent sizes connected by AF /F cou—
pling on the sublattice where the larger soin is. Using
this rule we are ablk to show that two spins sitting on
opposite sublattices w ill always have AF couplings w hile
those sitting on the sam e sublattice w ill always have F
couplings. This is clearly true in the beginning; we will
show below the RG procedure com bined w ith them a pr-
iy rule preserves this structure. Physically this sin ply
re ects the fact that the nearest neighbor AF couplings
on a bipartite lattice has no frustration; they prefer the
soins In the sam e sublattice to be paralle], and in oppo—
site sublattices to be antiparallel.

Let us elaborate this idea In m ore detail to better un-
derstand the maprity rule. W e have seen in our dis—
cussion above that there are three di erent cases which
exhaust all the possble com binations encountered in our
RG procedure. First, we have two soins w ith the same
size connected by AF coupling. Second, two spins w ith
the sam e or di erent sizes connected by F coupling and
third, two spinsw ith di erent sizes connected by AF cou—
pling. These three cases are shown in Fig. :_]:b and c. In
the 1st case we do not have to worry about applying the
m aprity rule because there is no e ective soin form ed.
The con guration is shown on as cluster 1234 on Fig.
db. W e jist use the recursion relation derived in Eq. @)
to detem ne the type of interactions between the soins
w hich were the third nearest neighbors. Som e ofthe pos—
sible sublattice com binations forthis case is shown in Ta~
bl @) . Here it is clearly shown that two spins sitting on
opposite sublattices w illhave AF interactions and those
sitting on the sam e sublattice have F interactions.

The con guration for the second case is shown on F ig.
:g:c. W ehavealready seen from Table {:[) that fortwo spins
to have a ferrom agnetic coupling, they m ust be sitting on
the sam e sublattice. In this case there is no am biguity
where to put the e ective spin. W e can choose thee ec—
tive spin to be located on the site where etther S, or S 3
isused to be Iocated. W e can  gure out the sign of the
renom alized couplings in the sam e way as it is done In
Tabl C_i) . The renom alized coupling is given by :

15)

W ith this recursion relation and m a prity rule, we can
determ ine the sign of the renom alized couplings for all
com binations possble. This is shown in Tablk (:_Ep . The
conclusion that AF coupling is always on opposite sub-—
lattices and F coupling is always on the sam e sublattice

1 2 3 Sefe J23 J12 Ji2
A BB B - + +
B BB B - - -

TABLE II: Possbl sublattice com binations for and Jz3 < 0.
The coluimn Serr gives us the sublattice where we put the
e ective spin.

1 2 3 Sere J23 J12 J12
A AB A + - -
BAB A + + +

TABLE III:Possible sublattice com binations for S, > Sz and
J23 < 0. Sers gives us the sublattice where we put thee ec—
tive spin.

rem ains valid.

The last case iswhen S, § S3; and Jy3 > 0. The
maprity rule tells us to put the e ective spin on the
sublattice of the spin w ith bigger size. IfS, > S3, we
put the e ective spin on the sublattice n which S, is
sitting and vice versa. The recursion relations for the
couplings are given by the equation :

S+ 1

Jip= Jp———m—:
2ty st 1

1e)

The type of Interaction between the e ective spin and
the rest of the lattice is shown in Tabk (II), where we
take an exampl S; > S3. The result is the same as
the two previous cases where AF coupling is always on
opposite sublatticesand F coupling isalwayson the sam e
sublattice. Should we change S, < S3, the result would
rem ain valid. Table @:I-;b show sthe con gurationsw here
S, > S3.

W e have thus shown that the application of the m a—
prity rule w ill preserve the type of interactions betw een
spins sitting on opposite sublattices or the sam e sublat—
tice. If the spins are sitting on the opposite sublattices,
the interaction is always antiferrom agnetic and if on the
sam e sublattice, the interaction is always ferrom agnetic.
T his conclusion can be generalized to higher dim ensions
as long as the orignalAF interactions couple only spins
sitting on opposite sublattices.

ITII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

W e have carried out the renom alization scheme for
the ladder as described in section IT num erically, with
length of the ladders up to 20,000. In the decin ation
process, we pick up the strongest bond asde ned by the
absolute value of the bond strength 2% decin ate i, and
calculate the renom alized couplings to the neighboring
soins. This procedure is iterated until the number of
spins in the ladder is about 3% ofthe origihalnum ber of
soins. The niialdistributions are taken to be in power-



law form :

PrWJyy) = @ )WJy,5 710 < J55 < 15

P, Ki) = 11 K; j0<K;< a7
Here O < 1 is the m easure of disorder (the bigger

, the stronger the random ness strength), and 0 <
1 is the anisotropy param eter; in the lin it ! 0 the
two chains decouple. W e use a powerJdaw form for our
initial distrdbutions because in the case of random spin
chains, =xed point distributions at low energies typically
have a power law formm ; we can thus hope to be abl to
approach the low-energy xed points faster by starting
w ith a power law distribution.

A s discussed earlier, due to the presence of F bonds
generated by RSRG , e ective spinsw ith size bigger than
1/2 appear at low energies. O ne m ight think that such
larger spins m ay proliferate, and the typical size of the
soinsm ay grow inde nitely, lrading to to a phase dom i
nated by weakly coupled large spins. This was found to
be the case in spin chains with random AF and F cou—
plings studied by W esterberg et al% W e nd, however,
this is not the case in the present problm . W e address
the issue of proliferation of F bonds and large spins in
Fi. :_ﬁ, where data or = 0 and = 0% (both wih

= 1) are shown. W e plot the ratio of the num bers of
AF bonds and F bonds as a function of bond strength
cuto in @). At the early stages of RG the system
consists of a large fraction of AF bonds and a am allper—
centage of F bonds generated by the decin ation process.
A s the energy scale is lowered m ore F bonds are gener-
ated and m ore AF bonds are rem oved so the ratio of the
num ber goes down. In the low energy lin it, we nd the
num ber of F bonds is very close to the number of AF
bonds. This can be seen m ore clearly at the insets in
Fig. -’_Za. Even though the numbers of AF and F bonds
are alm ost equal, the strengths of AF and F bonds be-
have com pltely di erently in this lim it. AF bonds al-
ways dom hate the system . In (o) we plot the ratio of
the average strength of AF and F bonds. W hen the bond
cuto goesbelow 02, where the num bers ofAF and F
bonds are aln ost equal, the ratio of the averages grow s
rapidly which m eans the AF bonds are much stronger
than the F bonds in the low energy lim i. In (c) we plot
the di erence of the averaged logarithm s of AF and F
bonds; the exponential of this quantity re ects the ratio
between typical AF and F bonds. Sim ilarto (), herewe
see the the di erence grow s very fast, again show ing the
dom Inance of AF bondsoverthe F bonds. In (d) weplot
the sam plk averaged ratio of the num ber of spins larger
than 1/2 to the total num ber of spins. Here we see that
while larger spins do appear, their percentage rem ains
an all, and the percentage decreases w ih the cuto
going down in the low-energy lin it. A nother piece of in—
form ation that is not included in the gure isthatm ost
of the larger soins are spin-1’s, with a very am all per-
centage of spin 3/2 and spin 2. W e have not found any
trace of soins larger than 2 In our sinulations. We nd

qualitatively sim ilar behavior in all initial distributions
we have looked at, iIndicating this is generic.

P hysically, such behavior has its origin in the bipartite
nature of the lattice structure ofthe 2-leg ladder. Aswe
have shown earlier, the e ective couplings generated by
the RSRG isalwaysAF between spinsofopposite sublat—
tices, and F between spins of the sam e sublattice. Since
the num bers of spins in the two sublattices are the sam g,
the num ber of F' and AF bonds becom e very close in the
low -energy lin . On the other hand spins in opposite
sublattices tend to be closer to each other, leading to the
fact that AF bonds dom inate F bonds in strength. This
In tum suppresses form ation of large spins.

O urm ost In portant results are presented In F igs. 3-6,
where we plot the tem perature dependence of the spin
susceptibility, and the ground state spin-soin correlation
function. T he susogptibility iscalculated asthe ©llow ing.
W e proceed w ith the RSRG until the bond cuto is
equalto the tem perature T . W e neglect contributions of
soins that have already been decin ated, and treat the
rem aining spins as free spins, thus their contrbution to
the susceptibility is jist the Curde susceptibility. This is
a good approxin ation as long as the bond distribution is
broad. T he total susceptibility is thus given by :

_ 95 % N se+ D) 18)
tot 3kB T S 4
whereN g isthenum berofspinseftatenergy scale =T

for a given soin size s and the summ ation runs over all
possble spin sizes. In F ig. :3 w e plot the susceptibility per
soin fordi erent sam plesasa function oftem perature for
di erent disorder strength , allw ith isotropic coupling
( = 1). nallcaseswe ndthelow-T susceptbilities can
be tquitewelltopower-law dependenceon T : T ;
the power-aw exponent , which we obtain from a least-
square tto the low-T part ofthe data, isnon-universal;
i can describe both divergent ( > 0) for stronger
random ness (larger ), orvanishing ( < 0) forweaker
randomness (maller ), asT ! 0. It is worth noting
that or = 1,wealwayshave < ,and such behavior
persists for very strong disorder lke = 0:9. Such be-
havior is very di erent from random AF spin-1/2 chain
with any am ount of random ness, or random AF spin—
1 chain wih su ciently strong random ness, where the
sy stem ow s to the socalled random sihglt RS) xed
point, in which the bond distrdbution is in nitely broad,
the spin-spin correlation ollow s a universal power-law,
and the susceptibility diverges in a universalm anner :
1=(T In® ( o=T)): 19
Instead, the fact thatwe ndpower-law exponent tobe
always less than 1 indicate the w idth of the bond distri-
bution is nite. O f course, In principle we can not com —
pltely rule out the possibility that our system size (@nd
correspondingly, tem perature range) is not w ide enough
for us to approach the true low-T asym ptotic behavior
of , which for strong enough random ness m ay be con—



trolled by a xed pointwith In niely broad bond distri-
bution and universal. W e believe, how ever, this ishighly
unlkely for the follow ing reasons. (i) Our powerdaw t
already extends to a very wide range in T. In partic—
ular, for = 09, a sihgk powerdaw ts all the data
very well that is over eleven orders ofm agnitudes in T,
w ith no Indication of crossover to other behavior at low
T. (@) Aswe will see JIater, the spin-spin correlation
function appears to be short-ranged, indicating that the
long-distance, low -tem perature physics is not controlled
by a sihgle scale-invariant xed point.

In the absence of interchain coupling, the ladder be—
com es two decoupled random AF spin-1/2 chains, where
the long-distance, low -tem perature physics is controlled
by theRS xed point and universal. To addresshow the
system crossesover from onebehaviorto anotherwehave
studied how the susceptibility varies w ith the anisotropy
parameter . In Fig. :_4 the susceptibility per spin for
di erent values of is presented, ora xed = 0.
Again,we nd non-universalbehavior here. A swe vary

from 1 to 0, the powerJaw exponent of the suscepti-
bility increases continuously. In the case of = 0 we
have decoupled chains and the susceptibility is expected
to ollow Eg. {_l-gi). W hile fora nite range of T it can
be t reasonably wellto a power-aw with  very close
to 1, the am allupw ard curvature of the data indicates
would _J'ncrease as one goes to Iower T, consistent w ith
Eq. {I9). On the other hand a very weak interchain
coupling (9., = 0:025) leads to a signi cant change
it , and there is no longer ocbvious upward curvature in
the data. T his suggests that a weak interchain coupling
Inm ediately destabilizesthe RS xed point.

W e now tum the discussion to the ground state spin—
spdn correlation finction along the chain:

gE 9= ( D I<< Sy Sk >>; (0)

where < <> > stands forboth quantum and disorder av—
erage. W e calculate g(iL.  j) in the Pllow ng way. W e
run the RSRG until all spins are decin ated, and then
sin ply count the num ber of singlet pairs formed for a
given distance 1  Jjj divide this number by the total
num ber of pairs and multiply the resuk by 3/4. In the
RSphase,g(i j) 3 3j 22 InFig.Hawe study how
the interchain Interaction a ectsthe correlation alongthe
chain by varying the anisotropy param eter . Fitting the
data to a power-Jaw dependence: g(ii  j) T 33
we obtain = 197 for = 0 (decoupled chain Ig:ase),
which is very close to the analytical resuk = 2€ For
nonzero , the correlation decaysm uch faster than that
of the chain. Even a an all am ount of interchain inter-
actions (say, = 0:001) change the behavior of the cor-
relation considerably. W e can see a downward curvature
In the data, which is particularly obvious or = 1 and
0.5, Indicating the short range (decaying faster than any
power-law ) behavior of the correlation. Ifwe try to t
the ground state correlation for non—zero  to a power-
law , we would get considerably larger power-law expo—
nent ,even or asanallas 0.001. This strongly sug—

gests that Introduction of interchain interactions inm e—
diately destabilizes the RS phase that controls the low —
energy ofthe decoupled chains, and lads to short—range
soin-spoin correlation in the ground state. W e have also
calculated how the correlation changes aswe vary for
xed = 1,1 Fi;.:_:Sb. Here we nd while stronger
random ness (larger ) tends to enhance correlation at
large distances, the correlation is still short—ranged for
very strong randomness ( = 0:9) as evidenced by the
dow nw ard curvature of the data.

O ne general concem in num erical calculations of the
kind discussed here is niesizee ects. W e show In Fig.
-r_é that the system sizes we use in this work are large
enough that the niewsize e ects are negligble. The
sam ple averages ofthe susceptibility per soin do not show
any noticeable uctuations asthe system sizes are varied
from N = 2;000 to N = 20;000. The sam e is true for
the ground state spin-spin correlation. At large separa—
tion there are som e variations due to sam pl to sam plke

uctuations. W e can thus safely conclude that the nite-
size e ect is negligble in our study.

Iv. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In thiswork we have used the RSRG m ethod to study
an AF two-leg spin-1/2 ladder, with strong bond ran—
domness. We nd that the soin susceptibility is non-—
universal, and the ground state soin-spin correlation is
shortranged, for any random ness and interchain cou-
pling strength. Forsu ciently strong random ness or suf-

ciently weak interchain coupling, the son susceptibility
exhbit power law divergenceasT ! 0, which is charac—
teristic of qugntum G ri th behavior.

M elin et al?% used the RSRG m ethod as well as den—
sity m atrix RG to study the distrbution of the energy
gap separating the ground and  rst excited states in clus—
ters W ith length up to 512) of AF two-leg spin-1/2 lad-
ders. They nd that the dynam ic exponent z that char-
acterizes this distrdbution is non universal and depends
continuously on random ness strength . B ased on thisthey
conclude that the low -energy physics ofthe system iscon—
trolled by a xed pont with a nie width in the bond
distrdbbution finction, and the system is in a quantum
Gri th phase. Our results and conclusions agree w ith
theirs.

Tt is by now well established that in the absence ran—
dom ness, thetwoJdegAF spin-1/2 ladder supportsa nite
excitation gap, and the soin-spin correlation is short—
ranged. It is generally true that random ness tends to
Introduce low -energy excitations, which can lead to di-
vergent son susogptibilities as found here. Our results
Indicate however, despite the low -energy excitations in—
troduced, the phase w ith short range spin-spin correla—
tion appears to be stable against any am ount of random —
ness. This is certainly consistent wih Ref. :_2-1:, w here
the authors nd the pure ladder to be ram arkably stable
against various kinds of disorder. O n the other hand this



is very di erent from the AF soin-1 chain, where su -
ciently strong bond random ness drives the system from
the H aldane phase to the random singlet phase w ith uni-
versal therm odynam ics and power-law spin-spin,correla—
tion, through a second-order phase transition 2324

A s discussed earlier, for the present system the bond
distrbbution has a nite width In the low-energy lm i,
no m atter how strong the random ness is lniially. This
Indicates that the RSRG m ethod is not asym ptotically
exact when applied to the present m odel. However this
m ethod is quantitatively accurate as long as the random —

ness is strong, w e thus believe the qualitative conclusions
we draw from our resuls are robust.
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FIG.1: (@) The renom alization schem e for a ur-spin problem with AF couplings, as encountered In random AF spin-1/2
chains. H ere the strongest bond J, isdecin ated, togetherw ith the neighboringbondsJ; and J3, yieldingan e ective interaction
J between what were the third-nearest neighbors. () Schem atic diagram for decin ation in lJadder. T he dashed lines are the
renom alized couplings. T he thick dashed lines are the ferrom agnetic couplings generated in the decin ation process. (c) The
renom alization schem e for four spin problem where the strongest bond is ferrom agnetic. T he two spins connected by F coupling
form s an e ective spin ob Ect having renom alized interactions w ith its neighbors.
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FIG .2: Num erical sin ulation resuls of the proliferation of ferrom agnetic bonds and larger spins, for two di erent initialbond
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F bonds; (c) the di erence of the averaged logarithm of AF and F bond strengths, and (d) the ratio of num ber of spins larger
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distribution

than 1/2 and the total spins, all as functions of energy scale

( =

sym bols represent di erent sam ples.
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