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G eneralized tw o-leg H ubbard ladder at half-�lling:

Phase diagram and quantum criticalities

M . Tsuchiizu and A. Furusaki
Yukawa Institute for TheoreticalPhysics, K yoto University, K yoto 606-8502, Japan

(D ated:April14,2024)

Theground-statephasediagram ofthehalf-�lled two-leg Hubbard ladderwith inter-siteCoulom b

repulsions and exchange coupling is studied by using the strong-coupling perturbation theory and

the weak-coupling bosonization m ethod. Considered here as possible ground states ofthe ladder

m odelarefourtypesofdensity-wavestateswith di�erentangularm om entum (s-density-wavestate,

p-density-wave state,d-density-wave state,and f-density-wave state) and four types ofquantum

disordered states,i.e.,M ottinsulating states(S-M ott,D -M ott,S’-M ott,and D ’-M ottstates,where

S and D stand for s-and d-wave sym m etry). The s-density-wave state,the d-density-wave state,

and theD -M ottstatearealso known asthecharge-density-wavestate,thestaggered-ux state,and

the rung-singletstate,respectively.Strong-coupling approach naturally leadsto the Ising m odelin

a transverse �eld as an e�ective theory for the quantum phase transitions between the staggered-

ux state and the D -M ottstate and between the charge-density-wave state and the S-M ott state,

where the Ising ordered statescorrespond to doubly degenerate ground statesin the staggered-ux

or the charge-density-wave state. From the weak-coupling bosonization approach it is shown that

there are three cases in the quantum phase transitions between a density-wave state and a M ott

state: the Ising (Z2) criticality,the SU(2)2 criticality,and a �rst-order transition. The quantum

phase transitions between M ott states and between density-wave states are found to be the U(1)

G aussian criticality. The ground-state phase diagram is determ ined by integrating perturbative

renorm alization-group equations. It is shown that the S-M ott state and the staggered-ux state

exist in the region sandwiched by the charge-density-wave phase and the D -M ott phase. The p-

density-wave state, the S’-M ott state, and the D ’-M ott state also appear in the phase diagram

when the next-nearest-neighborrepulsion isincluded. The correspondence between M ottstates in

extended Hubbard laddersand spin liquid statesin spin laddersisalso discussed.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.10.H f,71.10.Pm ,71.30.+ h,74.20.M n

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Laddersystem shavebeen studied intensively overthe

yearsasa sim pli�ed m odelsystem thatshowsvariety of

quantum phenom enaduetostrongelectroncorrelations.1

Since the ladder m odels can be analyzed with powerful

nonperturbative m ethodssuch asbosonization and con-

form al�eld theory aswellaswith large-scale num erical

calculations,they providea usefultesting ground ofvar-

ioustheoreticalideasdeveloped forthe two-dim ensional

case. M oreover, the studies of ladder system s have

been strongly stim ulated by experim entaldevelopm ents

in synthesizing com pounds with ladder structure that

show superconductivity and spin-liquid behavior.2,3,4 A

good exam pleistheladdercom pound Sr14Cu24O 41 that

shows d-wave superconducting order5 under pressure

with Ca doping and charge-density-wave (CDW ) order

asrecentlysuggested experim entally.6,7 Theoreticalstud-

ieson doped ladderm odelssuch asthe Hubbard and t-

J ladders1,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22 have estab-

lished thatthe dom inantcorrelation isindeed a d-wave-

like superconducting order,a feature thatisrem iniscent

ofthed-wavesuperconductivity in high-Tc cuprates.O n

theotherhand,undoped half-�lled Hubbard and Heisen-

bergladdersareinsulatorsthathaveagap in both charge

and spin excitations.1,10,14,15,23,24,25,26 This spin-liquid

behavioriscaused bysingletform ation on each rung,and

thestateissaid to bein therung-singletphase.Itisalso

nam ed D-M ottphase25 becauseofitscloseconnection to

the d-wave-likeparing state.

Recent theoreticalinterest on the ladder m odels has

been focused on the search of exotic phases in these

system s. In particular,the staggered-ux (SF) state,27

which isalsoknown astheorbitalantiferrom agnet28,29,30

and the d-density wave,31,32 has received a lot of

attention.33,34,35,36,37,38 For m ore than a decade the SF

state has been intensively studied in connection with

the pseudo-gap phase in the two-dim ensional high-Tc
cuprates.27,31,32,39,40,41,42,43 The SF state has sponta-

neous currents owing around plaquettes,breaking the

tim e-reversalsym m etry. Even though ladders are one-

dim ensional(1D),the long-range orderofthe SF corre-

lation ispossible athalf-�lling,since the sym m etry bro-

ken in thisstate isdiscrete. Thispointwasem phasized

recently in Ref.38,whereitisalsosuggested thattheSF

phase should occur in the phase diagram ofthe SO (5)

sym m etric Hubbard m odel.44,45 Besides the SF phase,

theground-statephasediagram oftheladderm odelscan

include the D-M ott phase m entioned above,the CDW

phase,46 and otherphases.

M otivated by thesedevelopm ents,in thispaperweat-

tem pt system atic exploration ofthe ground-state phase

diagram ofa generalized two-leg Hubbard ladderathalf-

�lling that has not only repulsive on-site and inter-site

interactions but also antiferrom agnetic (AF) exchange

interaction and pairhoppingsbetween the legs.To m ap
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out the possible phases in the param eter space ofthe

m odeland toanalyzevariousquantum phasetransitions,

weem ploy both thestrong-coupling perturbation theory

and the weak-coupling bosonization m ethod. W e �nd

thatthe inclusion ofthe additionalinteractionsleadsto

em ergenceofvariousnew phases.

In the strong-coupling approach,we describe the SF

state asan AF ordered stateofpseudo-spinsthatrepre-

sentcurrentsowing on the rungs. The e�ective theory

nearthe phase boundary between the SF state and the

D-M ottstateisthen found to bethe1D Ising m odelin a

transverse�eld.TheD-M ottphaseisthusinterpreted as

a disordered state ofthe Ising m odel.W e also presenta

sim ilarm apping to the 1D quantum Ising m odelforthe

quantum phase transition between the CDW phase and

theS-M ottphase.25 HeretheCDW stateand theS-M ott

statecorrespond to theordered and quantum disordered

statesofthe Ising m odel,respectively. Furtherm ore,we

show that a low-energy e�ective theory near the phase

transition between theD-M ottand theS-M ottphasesis

theXXZ spin chain in a staggered �eld,which exhibitsa

U(1)G aussian criticality.

In the weak-coupling lim it, we follow the standard

approach oftaking continuum lim it and bosonizing the

Ham iltonian. W e obtain a coupled sine-G ordon m odel

forfourbosonicm odes(charge/spin & even/odd m odes)

and analyze it by perturbative renorm alization-group

(RG ) m ethod and a sem iclassicalapproxim ation. The

scaling equations we derive are equivalent to those ob-

tained earlierby Lin,Balents,and Fisher.25 W e depart

here from the earlier work. W e consider four types of

density-wavestateswith di�erentangularm om entum :31

s-density wave (= CDW ),p-density wave (PDW ,which

is equivalent to the spin-Peierls state), d-density wave

(= SF),and f-density wave(FDW ).Thesedensity-wave

statesbreak Z2 sym m etry and can havelong-rangeorder

atzerotem perature.W e�nd thatin generalthereshould

appear four types ofM ott insulating phases (called S-

M ott, D-M ott, S’-M ott, and D’-M ott states), each of

which can be obtained as a quantum disordered state

from oneofthefourZ2-sym m etry-breakingdensity-wave

states.W ethen study quantum phasetransitionsam ong

these 8 phases and show that a transition between a

density-wavestate and a M ottstate iseithersecond or-

der (in the Ising or SU(2)2 universality class) or �rst

order.47 Phase transitions between density-wave states

and between M ottstatesareU(1)G aussian criticalities.

Afterclassifyingthephasesand thequantum phasetran-

sitions,we determ ine the ground-statephasediagram of

theextended Hubbard m odelwith extra inter-siterepul-

sion and the exchange interaction. W e �nd that the S-

M ottand theSF phasesappearin theparam eterspaceof

couplingswhere the D-M ottand the CDW phasescom -

pete. W e also show that the next-nearest-neighbor re-

pulsion stabilizesthe S’-M ottstate and the PDW state;

thelatterstateisconnected to theD-M ottstatethrough

the SU(2)2 criticality.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIthem odel

we analyze in this paper is introduced. In Sec.III we

study the ground-state phase diagram by the strong-

coupling perturbation theory,and exam ine phase tran-

sitionsbetween thecom peting ground states:theSF,D-

M ott,CDW ,and S-M ottstates.In Sec.IV weapply the

weak-couplingbosonization m ethod tostudy theground-

statephasediagram .W ederivee�ectivelow-energy the-

ory forthe charge m ode and forthe spin m ode thatde-

scribe the G aussian,Ising,and SU(2)2 criticalities.The

connection ofour results to the phase diagram ofspin

ladderswith spin liquid ground statesis also discussed.

W ethen determ inethephasediagram ofthegeneralized

Hubbard ladder from perturbative RG equations. Fi-

nally,the resultsaresum m arized in Sec.V.

II. M O D EL

W e considera half-�lled two-leg Hubbard ladderwith

on-site and inter-site Coulom b repulsions and rung ex-

change interaction. The Ham iltonian we study in this

paperisgiven by

H = H tk + H t? + H int+ H Vk + H V 0 + H pair: (2.1)

The�rsttwo term sdescribehopping along and between

the legs,respectively:

H tk = � tk

X

j;�;l

(c
y

j;l;�
cj+ 1;l;� + H:c:); (2.2)

H t? = � t?

X

j;�

(c
y

j;1;� c2;j;� + H:c:); (2.3)

where cj;l;� annihilates an electron ofspin �(= ";#) on

rung j and leg l(= 1;2). The Ham iltonian H int =

H U + H V? + H J? consists ofthree term s representing

interactionswithin a rung:the on-siterepulsion,

H U = U
X

j;l

nj;l;" nj;l;#; (2.4)

the nearest-neighborrepulsion on a rung,

H V? = V?

X

j

nj;1 nj;2; (2.5)

and thenearest-neighborexchangeinteraction on arung,

H J? = J?

X

j

Sj;1 � Sj;2: (2.6)

The density operatorsare nj;l;� = c
y

j;l;�
cj;l;� and nj;l =

nj;l;" + nj;l;#,and the spin-
1

2
operatorisgiven by

S j;l=
1

2

X

�1;�2

c
y

j;l;�1
��1;�2 cj;l;�2; (2.7)
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where ��1;�2 are the Pauli m atrices. The Ham ilto-

nian (2.1)also hasnearest-neighborrepulsiveinteraction

within a leg,

H Vk = Vk

X

j;l

nj;lnj+ 1;l; (2.8)

and next-nearest-neighborrepulsion,

H V 0 = V
0
X

j

(nj;1 nj+ 1;2 + nj;2 nj+ 1;1): (2.9)

The lastcom ponentofthe Ham iltonian (2.1)isthe pair

hopping between the legs,

H pair = tpair

X

j

�

c
y

j;1;"
c
y

j;1;#
cj;2;# cj;2;" + H:c:

�

: (2.10)

The coupling constants,U ,V? ,Vk,V
0,J? ,and tpair,

are assum ed to be eitherzero orpositive. (M ostofour

discussions are actually concerned with the case Vk =

V 0 = tpair = 0.) In this paper we consider only the

half-�lled casewhere
P

j;l
nj;lequalsthenum beroftotal

lattice sites.

III. ST R O N G -C O U P LIN G A P P R O A C H

In this section, we perform strong-coupling analysis

starting from the independentrungsand discusstransi-

tionsbetween variousinsulating phases.

W ebegin with eigenstatesofH int fordecoupled rungs

athalf-�lling. Convenientbasisstatesfortwo electrons

on a single rung (e.g.,jth rung)with Szj;1 + Szj;2 = 0 are

j1ij =

�
�
�
�
"

#

�

j

� c
y

j;1;"
c
y

j;2;#
j0i; (3.1)

j2ij =

�
�
�
�
#

"

�

j

� c
y

j;1;#
c
y

j;2;"
j0i; (3.2)

j3ij =

�
�
�
�
"#

�

�

j

� c
y

j;1;"
c
y

j;1;#
j0i; (3.3)

j4ij =

�
�
�
�
�

"#

�

j

� c
y

j;2;"
c
y

j;2;#
j0i: (3.4)

The interaction Ham iltonian H int isdiagonalized as

H int

j1ij � j2ij
p
2

=

�

V? �
3

4
J?

�
j1ij � j2ij

p
2

; (3.5)

H int

j1ij + j2ij
p
2

=

�

V? +
1

4
J?

�
j1ij + j2ij

p
2

; (3.6)

H intj3ij = U j3ij; (3.7)

H intj4ij = U j4ij: (3.8)

Com paring the eigenvalues,we �nd that the lowest-

energy state ofH int forU > V? � 3J? =4 is

jD-M otti=
Y

j

1
p
2

"�
�
�
�

"

#

�

j

�

�
�
�
�

#

"

�

j

#

: (3.9)

Thisstateisadirectproductofrungsingletsand isnoth-

ing butthe strong-coupling lim itofthe D-M ottphase25

ortheM ottinsulatingphaseofahalf-�lled Hubbard lad-

der.

W hen U < V? � 3J? =4,on the otherhand,the dou-

bly occupied states j3i and j4i becom e lowest-energy

states. In thiscase,one ofthe possible ground statesis

theon-sitepaired insulating staterealized in theS-M ott

phase,25

jS-M otti=
Y

j

1
p
2

"�
�
�
�

"#

�

�

j

+

�
�
�
�

�

"#

�

j

#

: (3.10)

Anotherpossibleground stateisthe CDW state:

jCDW i1 =
Y

j

"�
�
�
�

"#

�

�

2j� 1

�
�
�
�

�

"#

�

2j

#

(3.11a)

and

jCDW i2 =
Y

j

"�
�
�
�

�

"#

�

2j� 1

�
�
�
�

"#

�

�

2j

#

: (3.11b)

In thenextsubsectionswestudy phasetransitionsbe-

tween these phases.

A . C D W {S-M ott transition: Ising criticality

In thissubsection we discussthe phase transition be-

tween the S-M ott phase25 and the CDW phase25,46 for

U < V? � 3J? =4.Thiscan be analyzed by m apping the

system onto an e�ective spin m odel. A sim ilaranalysis

for the SO (5) sym m etric ladder is reported in Refs.44

and 45.

W e restrict ourselves to the lowest-energy states j3i

and j4iand denote them as

j+ ij � j3i
j
; j� ij � j4i

j
(3.12)

to m ake the connection to a spin m odelm ore evident.

W e regard j� i as the pseudo-spin up/down states. In

thispicture,the antiferrom agnetic ordering ofthe spins

corresponds to the CDW ordering. W e willtreat the

single-particlehopping term sH tk and H t? asweak per-

turbationsto derivee�ectiveHam iltonian in the Hilbert

space of j+ i and j� i. The lowest-order contributions

com efrom the second-orderprocesses:

H
(2a) = H tk

1

E 0 � Hint
H tk; (3.13)

H
(2b) = H t?

1

E 0 � Hint
H t? ; (3.14)

whereE 0 = N U with N being thenum berofrungs.The
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nonzero m atrix elem entsofH (2a) and H (2b) aregiven by

h� ;� jH(2a)j� ;� ij =
4t2

k

U � 2V?
; (3.15)

h� jH(2b)j� ij = h� jH(2b)j� ij =
2t2?

U � V? + 3J? =4
;

(3.16)

wherejs;s0ij � jsijjs
0ij+ 1 (s;s

0= � ).TheaboveHam il-

tonian iswritten in term sofpseudo-spin operatorsas

H
(2a) =

2t2
k

2V? � U

X

j

�
�
z
j �

z
j+ 1 � 1

�
; (3.17)

H
(2b) =

2t2?

U � V? + 3J? =4

X

j

�
x
j + const:;(3.18)

where�zj and �
x
j arePaulim atricesactingon thepseudo-

spin states:�zjj� ij = � j� ij and �
x
j j� ij = j� ij.Herewe

�nd thatH (2a) favorsantiferrom agnetic ordering,while

H (2b) prevents the order. W e thus �nd that the e�ec-

tive Ham iltonian forthe doubly occupied statesH e�
C S =

H (2a) + H (2b) isgiven by the one-dim ensionalquantum

Ising m odel,

H
e�
C S =

X

j

�
K �

z
j �

z
j+ 1 � h�

x
j

�
; (3.19)

where the antiferrom agnetic exchange coupling K and

the m agnitudeofthe transverse�eld h aregiven by

K =
2t2

k

2V? � U
; h =

2t2?

V? � 3J? =4� U
: (3.20)

This m odelexhibits the Ising criticality at K = h be-

tween theordered phase(i.e.,theCDW phase)forK > h

and the disordered phase forK < h. The ground state

in the disordered phase is essentially the eigenstate of

�x with eigenvalue + 1,which isnothing butthe S-M ott

phase:

j�x = + 1ij =
j+ ij + j� ij

p
2

! jS-M otti: (3.21)

The condition for the CDW phase to appearis given

in term softhe Hubbard interactionsas

V? >
1� (t? =tk)

2

1� 2(t? =tk)
2
U +

3

4[1� 2(t? =tk)
2]
J? ; (3.22)

where 0 < t? =tk < 1=
p
2. W hen t? =tk > 1=

p
2, the

CDW phaseisnotrealized within ourapproxim ation.

Herewebriey discusse�ectsofHVk ,H V 0,and H pair,

treating them assm allperturbations. The lowest-order

contributions com e from the �rst-order perturbation,

H (1a) = H Vk + H V 0 and H (1b) = H pair, which can

be written in term s of the pseudo-spin operators as

H (1a) = 2Vk
P

j
(�zj �

z
j+ 1 + 1)� 2V0

P

j
(�zj �

z
j+ 1 � 1)and

H (1b) = tpair
P

j
�xj .Thecouplingconstantsin thequan-

tum Ising m odelarem odi�ed to

K =
2t2

k

2V? � U
+ 2Vk � 2V0; (3.23)

h =
2t2?

V? � 3J? =4� U
� tpair: (3.24)

Thus,H Vk,H V 0,and H pair do notchangethe Ising uni-

versality and only a�ects the coupling constants. Their

m ain e�ectisto m ove the phase boundary. The Vk and

tpair interactions favor the Ising ordered phase or the

CDW phase,while the V 0 interaction is in favorofthe

S-M ottphase.

B . D -M ott{S-M ott transition: G aussian criticality

Nextwediscusstheparam eterregion U � V? � 3J? =4.

In thiscasethe low-energy statesofH int areform ed out

of(j1ij � j2ij)=
p
2,j3ij,and j4ij;see Eqs.(3.5)-(3.8).

The analysis in the previous subsection indicates that,

am ong thestatesm adeofj3ij and j4ij,only theS-M ott

phase can appearforU � V? � 3J? =4 due to the large

transverse�eld h.W e thuskeep only the two states,

j+ iij �
j1ij � j2ij

p
2

; j� iij �
j3ij + j4ij

p
2

; (3.25)

foreach rung and derive an e�ective low-energy Ham il-

tonian forthesestatesto study thecom petition between

the S-M ottand D-M ott phases. In this basis,H int and

H t? on the jth rung read

H int =

�
V? � 3

4
J? 0

0 U

�

; (3.26)

H t? =

�
0 � 2t?

� 2t? 0

�

; (3.27)

where j+ iij = t(1;0) and j� iij = t(0;1). Since we are

interested in theregion nearthelevelcrossingpointU =

V? � 3J? =4,wesplitthe Ham iltonian as

H int+ H t? + H tk = H
(0)

D S
+ H

0
D S; (3.28)

wheretheunperturbed Ham iltonian H
(0)

D S
and thepertur-

bation term H 0
D S aregiven byH

(0)

D S
= U

P

j
(nj;1;" nj;1;#+

nj;2;" nj;2;#+ nj;1 nj;2)and H
0
D S = (V? � U )

P

j
nj;1 nj;2+

H J? + H t? + H tk.Up tosecond orderin H
0
D S thee�ective

Ham iltonian isobtained asH (0)+ H (1)+ H (2):

H
(0)

j =

�
U 0

0 U

�

; (3.29)

H
(1)

j =

�
� (U � V? + 3

4
J? ) � 2t?

� 2t? 0

�

; (3.30)

H
(2) = H tk

1

E 0 � H0
H tk; (3.31)
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where H (0) =
P

j
H

(0)

j ,H (1) =
P

j
H

(1)

j ,and E 0 = N U .

Now weintroducespin-1/2operators eSxj,
eS
y

j,and
eSzj and

identify thetwo statesj+ iij and j� iij with up and down

statesofthe pseudo-spin eSzj. The �rst-orderterm H (1)

(3.30)isthen written as

H
(1) = �

�

U � V? +
3

4
J?

�
X

j

�

eS
z
j +

1

2

�

� 4t?

X

j

eS
x
j: (3.32)

The energy di�erence between the j� iij states and the

rung hopping are represented as the longitudinal and

transversem agnetic�elds,respectively.Thenonzerom a-

trix elem entsofH (2) (3.31)aregiven by

hh� ;� jH(2)j� ;� iij = �
2t2

k

U
; (3.33)

hh� ;� jH(2)j� ;� iij = +
2t2

k

U
; (3.34)

hh� ;� jH(2)j� ;� iij = �
t2
k

2U
; (3.35)

hh� ;� jH(2)j� ;� iij = +
t2
k

2U
; (3.36)

where js;s0iij � jsiijjs
0iij+ 1 (s;s0 = � ). Thus the

second-ordercontribution H (2) iswritten in term softhe

pseudo-spin operatorsas

H
(2) = �

t2
k

U

X

j

�

3eSzj
eS
z
j+ 1 +

5

4

�

+
2t2

k

U

X

j

�
eS
+

j
eS
+

j+ 1
+ eS

�
j
eS
�
j+ 1

�

+
t2
k

2U

X

j

�
eS
+

j
eS
�
j+ 1

+ eS
�
j
eS
+

j+ 1

�

: (3.37)

From Eqs. (3.32) and (3.37) we �nd that, for U �

V? � 3J? =4,thelow-energye�ectiveHam iltonian H
e�
D S =

H (1)+ H (2) isgiven by theanisotropicspin chain under

the longitudinaland transversem agnetic�elds:

H
e�
D S =

X

j

h

J
x eS

x
j
eS
x
j+ 1 � J

yz
�
eS
y

j
eS
y

j+ 1 +
eS
z
j
eS
z
j+ 1

�i

�
X

j

�

h
x eS

x
j + h

z eS
z
j

�

; (3.38)

where Jx = 5t2
k
=U , Jyz = 3t2

k
=U , hx = 4t? , and

hz = U � V? + 3J? =4. W e are interested in the case

where the Zeem an �eld in the z direction hz is weak.

W hen hz = 0,H e�
D S isequivalentto theXXZ m odelwith

the exchange anisotropy � = J x=Jyz = 5=3 and a uni-

form �eld in the z direction. It is known48,49 that the

XXZ m odel is in the m assless phase governed by the

U

0

V⊥
V⊥ =U

V⊥ =3U/2

D−Mott

CDW

S
−
M

o
tt

FIG .1: Strong-couplingphasediagram ofH t
k
+ H t? + H int at

t? = tk=2 and J? = 0.TheCDW {S-M otttransition isin the

Ising universality class,while the S-M ott{D -M ott transition

is in the U(1) (G aussian) universality class. The CDW (S-

M ott)phasecorrespondsto theordered (disordered)phasein

thee�ectivequantum Ising m odel(3.19).TheS-M ottand D -

M ott phasesare the ferrom agnetically ordered phasesofthe

e�ective spin m odel(3.38).

c = 1 conform al�eld theory (CFT) with a com pacti�-

cation radius R (1=2
p
� < R < 1=

p
�),ifthe uniform

�eld is in the range 0:175Jyz <� hx < 8

3
Jyz. The weak

perturbation hz is acting on this gapless system . From

the transform ation eS
y;z

j ! (� 1)jeS
y;z

j we see that the

Zeem an �eld hz acts as a staggered transverse �eld in

the antiferrom agnetic XXZ m odel. Since the scaling di-

m ension of(� 1)jeSy;z is�R 2,itisarelevantperturbation

leading to the opening ofa gap.50

Hencewe�nd that,when hz 6= 0,thehz term isalways

relevantand generatesa m assgap,while forhz = 0 the

system reducesto thec= 1 CFT ortheG aussian m odel.

Therefore the D-M ott{S-M ott transition is a G aussian

U(1)criticalitywith thecentralchargec= 1.Thecritical

pointisathz = 0,i.e.,

U � V? +
3

4
J? = 0: (3.39)

Thecharacterofthegapped phasesathz 6= 0 isdeduced

by looking at the dom inant hz-term . Since the gapped

phasesshould correspond to statesm inim izing the rele-

vanthz-term ,� hz
P

j
eSzj,in Eq.(3.38),weconcludethat

for hz > 0 (hz < 0)the ground state is a ferrom agnet-

ically ordered state with positive (negative)m agnetiza-

tion heSzi,orequivalently,in theD-M ott(S-M ott)phase

in the originalHubbard ladderm odel;seeEq.(3.25).

Thephasediagram obtained from thestrong-coupling

perturbation theory isshown in Fig.1,whereparam eters

aretaken ast? = tk=2and J? = 0.Thephasetransition

between the D-M ott state and the S-M ott state is de-

scribed astheG aussian criticality,whilethe phasetran-

sition between theS-M ottstateand theCDW stateisin

theuniversality oftheIsing phasetransition.Thephase
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V⊥ /U

0
J⊥ /U

U−V⊥ + −J⊥ = 0

D−Mott

CDW

S
−
M

o
tt

4

3

1

FIG .2: Strong-couplingphasediagram ofH t
k
+ H t? + H int at

t? = tk=2 on theplaneofV? =U and J? =U .TheCDW phase

occupies the param eter region where the condition (3.22) is

satis�ed.

diagram for nonzero J? is shown in Fig.2. The CDW

phase is realized when the condition (3.22) is satis�ed.

W e note that,within the strong-coupling expansion to

second order,theCDW phasedoesnotexistfortk = t? .

Finally wediscusse�ectsoftherem aininginteractions,

H Vk,H V 0,and H pair. W e �nd thatwe m ay ignore HVk
and H V 0 since they yield only a constantenergy shiftin

the second-order perturbation theory. By contrast,the

pair-hopping term changes the phase boundary. Since

H pairj+ iij = 0 and H pairj� iij = tpairj� iij,the interac-

tion part ofthe Ham iltonian Eq.(3.26) is m odi�ed as

H 0
int = H int+ H pair,where

H
0
int =

�
V? � 3

4
J? 0

0 U + tpair

�

: (3.40)

Them ain e�ectoftpair istochangethecouplingconstant

hz in Eq.(3.38) to hz = U � V? + 3J? =4 + tpair. In

this case,the criticalbehavior is stillgoverned by the

G aussian theory,and the criticalpointappearsat

U � V? +
3

4
J? + tpair = 0: (3.41)

Thus,fortpair > 0,thepairhopping term tendsto stabi-

lize the D-M ottphase.Asshown in the lastsubsection,

italsostabilizestheCDW phase,and thenete�ectofthe

pairhopping isto suppresstheS-M ottphasesandwiched

by the D-M ottand the CDW phases.

C . SF state as A F ordering ofrung-current and

SF{D -M ott transition

In this subsection,we study the SF state in the lad-

der system using the strong-coupling expansion. O ur

starting point is the pair-hopping Ham iltonian H pair

(2.10). The eigenstates ofH pair are given by j1ij,j2ij,

(j3ij + j4ij)=
p
2,and (j3ij � j4ij)=

p
2,satisfying

H pairj1ij = H pairj2ij = 0; (3.42)

H pair

j3ij � j4ij
p
2

= � tpair
j3ij � j4ij

p
2

; (3.43)

H pair

j3ij + j4ij
p
2

= + tpair
j3ij + j4ij

p
2

: (3.44)

W e thus �nd thatthe pairhopping term favorsthe on-

site singlet state (j3ij � j4ij)=
p
2. Anticipating com pe-

tition between theon-sitesingletstateand therung sin-

glet state (j1ij � j2ij)=
p
2 that has an energy gain of

� 3J? =4 from the exchange term H J? ,we willconsider

in thissubsection the situation where tpair ’ 3J? =4 and

J? isthe largestenergy scale in the problem . Introduc-

ing �tpair = tpair � 3J? =4 (j�tpairj� J? ),we de�ne eH 0

and eH 0 by

eH 0 = H J? + H
(0)

pair
; (3.45)

eH
0 = H U + H V? + H tk + H t? + H

0
pair; (3.46)

where H
(0)

pair
and H 0

pair are obtained from H pair by re-

placing tpair with 3J? =4 and �tpair, respectively. The

unperturbed Ham iltonian eH 0 haseigenstates,

eH 0

j1ij � j2ij
p
2

= �
3

4
J?

j1ij � j2ij
p
2

; (3.47)

eH 0

j3ij � j4ij
p
2

= �
3

4
J?

j3ij � j4ij
p
2

; (3.48)

eH 0

j1ij + j2ij
p
2

= +
1

4
J?

j1ij + j2ij
p
2

; (3.49)

eH 0

j3ij + j4ij
p
2

= +
3

4
J?

j3ij + j4ij
p
2

: (3.50)

W ewillfocuson thedegeneratelow-energy states(j1ij�

j2ij)=
p
2and (j3ij� j4ij)=

p
2and workwith thefollowing

statesthatbreak tim e reversalsym m etry,

j"ij �
1

2

��
j1ij � j2ij

�
+ i

�
j3ij � j4ij

��
; (3.51)

j#ij �
1

2

��
j1ij � j2ij

�
� i

�
j3ij � j4ij

��
: (3.52)

W e regard them asstateswith �nite currentrunning on

thejth rung(Fig.3),astheyareeigenstatesofthe\rung-

currentoperator" de�ned by

Ĵj � i
X

�

�

c
y

j;1;� cj;2;� � c
y

j;2;� cj;1;�

�

(3.53)

with eigenvalues� 2,

Ĵjj"ij = + 2j"ij; Ĵjj#ij = � 2j#ij: (3.54)

W enotethatĴ isnota truecurrentoperatorfor eH 0 due

to the pairhopping term .
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FIG .3: Schem atic illustration ofthe states j"i and j#i.

Thearrow denotesa statewith a �nitecurrentrunning in the

arrow’sdirection.

TheSF statehasa long-rangealternating orderofj"i

and j#i or,equivalently,ofcurrents circulating around

each plaquette (Fig.4).38 To verify the existence ofthe

SF phase,wederivea low-energy e�ectivetheory,in per-

turbation expansion in H 0,forthelow-energy statesj"ij
and j#ij,which we regard as up and down states ofa

pseudo-spin. In this picture,the antiferrom agnetic or-

dering ofthe pseudo-spinscorrespondsto the staggered

ux phase. The lowest-order contribution in eH 0 com es

from the nonvanishing m atrix elem ents in the subspace

ofj"ij and j#ij,

h"jeH 0j"ij = h#jeH 0j#ij =
1

2
(U + V? � �tpair); (3.55)

h"jeH 0j#ij = h#jeH 0j"ij = �
1

2
(U � V? � �tpair);(3.56)

from which we obtain the �rst-order e�ective Ham ilto-

nian

H
(1)

SF
= �

1

2
(U � V? � �tpair)

X

j

~�xj + const:; (3.57)

where~�aj arethePaulim atrices(a = x;y;z).Thelowest-

ordercontributionsin tk and t? com e from the second-

orderprocesses,

H
(2a)

SF
= H tk

1

eE 0 � eH 0

H tk; (3.58)

H
(2b)

SF
= H t?

1

eE 0 � eH 0

H t? ; (3.59)

where eE 0 = � 3J? N =4with N beingthenum berofrungs

in thesystem .Thenonzero m atrix elem entsofH
(2a)

SF
are

given by

h";#jH
(2a)

SF
j";#ij = h#;"jH

(2a)

SF
j#;"ij = �

8t2
k

3J?
;

(3.60)

wherej�;�ij � j�ijj�ij+ 1 (�;� = ";#).W ecanthuswrite

H
(2a)

SF
as

H
(2a)

SF
=

4t2
k

3J?

X

j

�
~�zj ~�

z
j+ 1 � 1

�
: (3.61)

FIG .4: Staggered ux state described as a N�eelordered

state ofthe pseudo-spin states,j"iand j#i.

O n theotherhand,thenonzerom atrix elem entsofH
(2b)

SF

are

h"jH
(2b)

SF
j"ij = h#jH

(2b)

SF
j#ij

= h"jH
(2b)

SF
j#ij = h#jH

(2b)

SF
j"ij = �

4t2?

3J?
; (3.62)

from which weobtain

H
(2b)

SF
= �

4t2?

3J?

X

j

~�xj + const: (3.63)

From Eqs.(3.57),(3.61),and (3.63),we�nd thattheto-

tale�ectiveHam iltonian istheIsingchain in atransverse

�eld,

H
e�
SF =

X

j

�
eK ~�zj ~�

z
j+ 1 �

~h ~�xj

�

; (3.64)

where the antiferrom agnetic exchange coupling eK and

the m agnitudeofthe transverse�eld~h aregiven by

eK =
4t2

k

3J?
; ~h =

1

2

�

U � V? � �tpair+
8t2?

3J?

�

: (3.65)

Thism odelexhibitsan Ising criticality at eK = j~hj: the

N�eelordered phase (eK > j~hj) corresponds to the SF

phase,while for eK < j~hjthe system isdisordered. The

disordered ground state for ~h > eK > 0 is continuously

connected with the ground state at ~h ! 1 , i.e., the

eigenstate of ~�x with eigenvalue + 1. This state corre-

spondsto theD-M ottstatein theoriginalHubbard lad-

der,since

j~�x = + 1ij =
1
p
2
(j"ij + j#ij)

=
1
p
2
(j1ij � j2ij)! jD-M otti:(3.66)

Hence we conclude thatthe Ising disordered phase cor-

respondsto the D-M ottphase.

Itisinterestingtorewritethetransversem agnetic�eld
~h as

~h =
1

2

�

U � V? +
3

4
J? � tpair+

8t2?

3J?

�

: (3.67)

TheSF phase isrealized when the inequality

�
16t2

3J?
< U � V? +

3

4
J? � tpair < 0 (3.68)

is satis�ed (assum ing tk = t? = t),where we have to

keep in m ind the assum ption thattpair �
3

4
J? .
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IV . W EA K -C O U P LIN G A P P R O A C H

In this section, we study the phase diagram of the

generalized Hubbard ladder, treating the two-particle

interactions as weak perturbations. To diagonalize

the single-particle hopping Ham iltonian, we de�ne the

Fourier transform , cj;�(k? = 0) = (cj;1;� + cj;2;�)=
p
2,

cj;�(k? = �) = (cj;1;� � cj;2;�)=
p
2, and c�(k) =

P

j
e� ikjcj;�(k? )=

p
N ,where k = (k;k? ) and the lat-

tice spacing a issetequalto 1.The kinetic energy term

then becom es

H 0 � Htk + H t? =
X

k;�

"(k)cy�(k)c�(k); (4.1)

where "(k)= � 2tk cosk � t? cosk? .Fort? < 2tk,both

the bonding (k? = 0) and antibonding (k? = �) en-

ergy bands are partially �lled, and their Ferm ipoints

are located at k = � kF;k? with kF;0 = �

2
+ � and

kF;� = �

2
� �, where � � sin� 1(t? =2tk). At these

Ferm ipointstheFerm ivelocity takesthecom m on value

vF = 2tk[1 � (t? =2tk)
2]1=2. In the following analy-

sis we restrict ourselves to the isotropic hopping case

tk = t? (� t).

A . O rder param eters

Letus�rstde�ne orderparam eterscharacterizing in-

sulating phasesstudied in thissection. W e considerthe

CDW ,SF,p-density-wave (PDW ),and f-density-wave

(FDW ) states as possible density-wave ordered states.

Theirorderparam etersarewritten as

O A =
1

2N

X

k;�

fA (k)c
y
�(k)c�(k + Q )

�
1

N

X

j

(� 1)jO A (j); (4.2)

whereQ = (�;�)and A = CDW ,SF,PDW ,FDW .The

form factorfA (k)aregiven by fC D W = 1,fSF = cosk �

cosk? ,fPD W = sink,and fFD W = sink cosk? . O rder

param etersforthespin density wavesarenotconsidered,

sincetheircorrelationsdecay exponentially in thebulk of

thephasediagram ofourm odel.ItisclearthattheCDW

orderparam eter,

O C D W =
1

2
(nj;1 � nj;2); (4.3)

hasnonvanishing averagein theCDW states(3.11a)and

(3.11b).The orderparam eterofthe SF stateis

O SF =
1

4i
ĴP;j; (4.4)

where the operator ĴP;j denotes a current circulating

around a plaquette:

ĴP;j � i
X

�

�

c
y

j;1;� cj;2;� + c
y

j;2;� cj+ 1;2;�

+ c
y

j+ 1;2;� cj+ 1;1;� + c
y

j+ 1;1;� cj;1;� � H:c:

�

:(4.5)

ThePDW phaseisaPeierlsdim erized statealongtheleg

direction with inter-leg phasedi�erence�,characterized

by the orderparam eter,

O PD W =
i

4

X

�

�

c
y

j+ 1;1;� cj;1;� � c
y

j+ 1;2;� cj;2;� + H:c:

�

:

(4.6)

The FDW state is a di�erent kind ofstaggered current

states.Itsorderparam eteris

O FD W =
1

4

�

Ĵ+ ;j � Ĵ� ;j

�

; (4.7)

wheretheoperatorsĴ� ;j representcurrentsowingalong

the diagonaldirectionsofplaquettes:

Ĵ+ ;j = i
X

�

�

c
y

j+ 1;2;�cj;1;� � c
y

j;1;�cj+ 1;2;�

�

; (4.8)

Ĵ� ;j = i
X

�

�

c
y

j+ 1;1;�cj;2;� � c
y

j;2;�cj+ 1;1;�

�

: (4.9)

Thelong-rangeorderofstaggered currentsowing along

diagonalsoftheplaquetteshasbeen exam ined in a spin-

lessladdersystem .33

W ealso introduceorderparam etersofthes-waveand

d-wavesuperconductivity,

O A =
1

2N

X

k

fA (k)c"(k)c#(� k); (4.10)

where A = SCs and SCd, and fSC s = 1 and fSC d =

cosk� cosk? .

B . B osonization

W e bosonize the Hubbard ladderHam iltonian in this

subsection.Following thestandard bosonization schem e,

we linearize the energy bands around the Ferm ipoints.

Thelinearized kinetic energy isgiven by

H 0 =
X

k;p;�

vF (pk� kF;k? )c
y
p;�(k)cp;�(k); (4.11)

where the index p = + =� denotesthe right/left-m oving

electron. W e introduce �eld operatorsofthe right-and

left-going electronsde�ned by

 p;�;+ (x)=
1
p
L

X

k

e
ikx

cp;�(k;0); (4.12a)

 p;�;� (x)=
1
p
L

X

k

e
ikx

cp;�(k;�); (4.12b)
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where L is the length of the system : L = N a. The

linearized kinetic energy now reads

H 0 = vF

Z

dx
X

p;�;�

 
y

p;�;�

�

� ip
d

dx
� kF;k?

�

 p;�;�;

(4.13)

wherek? = 0 (�)for� = + (� ).

The interactions am ong low-energy excitations near

the Ferm ipoints,H I = H int + H Vk + H V 0 + H pair,are

written asH I =
R
dxH I,where

H I =
1

4

X

p;�

X

�i= �

0
�

g
���
1k  

y

p;�;�1
 
y

� p;�;�2
 p;�;�4  � p;�;�3

+ g
���
1?  

y

p;�;�1
 
y

� p;� �;�2
 p;� �;�4  � p;�;�3

+ g
���
2k  

y

p;�;�1
 
y

� p;�;�2
 � p;�;�4  p;�;�3

+ g
���
2?  

y

p;�;�1
 
y

� p;� �;�2
 � p;� �;�4  p;�;�3

+ g
���
3k  

y

p;�;�1
 
y

p;�;�2
 � p;�;�4  � p;�;�3

+ g
���
3?  

y

p;�;�1
 
y

p;� �;�2
 � p;� �;�4  � p;�;�3

�

:

(4.14)

Here � = �1�3 and �� = �1�2. The prim ed sum m a-

tion over �i (i= 1;:::;4) is taken under the condition

�1�2�3�4 = + 1,which com es from the m om entum con-

servation condition in thetransversedirection.Thecou-

pling constants g���
ik

and g���
i? are related to the original

coupling constantsin the Ham iltonian (2.1):

g���
ik

a
= l�V? +

l�

4
J? + m i;�Vk + l�m i;�V

0
; (4.15)

g���
i?

a
= U + l�V? +

l�;��

4
J? + l��tpair+ m i;�Vk + l�m i;�V

0

(4.16)

with the num ericalfactors de�ned by l� = � 1,l� ;+ =

� 3,l� ;� = � 1.m1;+ = m 3;+ = � 1,m1;� = m 3;� = � 2,

m 2;+ = + 2, m 2;� = + 1. W e have neglected the so-

called g4 term s describing the forward scattering pro-

cesseswithin the sam e branch (left-/right-m over),since

including these term s would only cause nonuniversal

quantitative di�erences to the ground state phase dia-

gram . In Eqs.(4.15)and (4.16),we have estim ated the

coupling constants in lowest order in the interaction of

the Hubbard m odel.The higher-ordercontributionscan

play a crucialrole ofchanging topology ofa phase dia-

gram ,ifdi�erentkindsofquantum criticalitiesacciden-

tally occur sim ultaneously when lowest-order coupling

constants are used, as is the case in the 1D extended

Hubbard m odelat half-�lling.51 This is not the case in

theladderm odelofourinterest,and wewillusethelow-

estorderform ,Eqs.(4.15)and (4.16).

W eapply theAbelian bosonization m ethod52,53,54 and

rewritethekineticenergyin term sofbosonic�elds:H0 =

R
dxH 0,where

H 0 =
vF

2�

X

�= �;�

X

r= �

"

(���r)
2
+

�
d��r

dx

� 2
#

: (4.17)

Here the su�ces � and � refer to the charge and spin

sectors and r = � refer to the even and odd sectors.

The operator � �r(x) is a canonically conjugate vari-

able to ��r(x) and satis�es [��r(x);� �0r0(x
0)]= i�(x �

x0)��;�0 �r;r0.W e then introduce chiralbosonic�elds

�
�
�r(x)�

1

2

�

��r(x)� �

Z x

� 1

dx
0� �r(x

0)

�

; (4.18)

which satisfy the com m utation relations

[���r(x);�
�
�0r0

(x0)] = � i(�=4)sgn(x � x0)��;�0 �r;r0 and

[�+�r(x);�
�
�0r0

(x0)]= i(�=4)��;�0 �r;r0. The right-m oving

and left-m oving chiral�elds �+ (x;�) and �� (x;�) are

functions of� � i(x=vF ) and � + i(x=vF ),respectively,

where � is im aginary tim e. The kinetic-energy density

can also be written as

H 0 =
vF

�

X

p= �

X

�= �;�

X

r= �

�
d�p�r

dx

� 2

: (4.19)

W e also introduce the �eld ��r de�ned by ��r = �+�r �

���r. The � �eld satis�es the com m utation relation

[��r(x);��0r0(x
0)]= � i��(� x + x0)�r;r0,where �(x) is

the Heavisidestep function.

To express the electron �elds in term s ofthe bosons,

wede�ne a new setofchiralbosonic�elds

’p;s;� = �
p

�+ + ��
p

�� + s�
p

�+ + s��
p

�� ; (4.20)

where p = � ,s = � ,and � = � . The chiralbosons

obey the com m utation relations [’p;s;�(x);’p;s0;�0(x
0)]

= ip� sgn(x � x0)�s;s0 ��;�0 and [’+ ;s;�;’� ;s0;�0] =

i� �s;s0 ��;�0.

The �eld operatorsofthe right-and left-m oving elec-

tronsarethen written as

 p;�;� =
��;�
p
2�a

exp(ipkF;k? x + ip’p;s;�); (4.21)

where s = + for� = " and s = � for� = #. The K lein

factors��;�,which satisfy f��;�;��0;�0g = 2��;�0��;�0,are

introduced in order to retain the correct anticom m uta-

tion relation ofthe�eld operatorsbetween di�erentspin

and the band index.From Eq.(4.21)the density opera-

torisgiven by

�p;�;�(x)= : 
y

p;�;�
 p;�;�:=

1

2�

d

dx
’p;s;�(x): (4.22)

The Ham iltonian and the order param eters contain

only products of the K lein factors such as17,38 � �

�";+ �#;+ �";� �#;� , h� � ��;+ ��;� ,and h0� � �";� �#;�,

which satisfy � = � h" h# = + h0+ h
0
� . Since �2 = + 1,

h2 = (h0)2 = � 1,the eigenvalues are � = � 1,h = � i,
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and h0 = � i. W e willadopt the following convention:

� = + 1,h� = i,h0
�
= i�.

In the bosonized Ham iltonian the phase �eld ��� ap-

pearsin theform cos(2��� + 4�x)with � = sin� 1(t? =2tk).

Since t? (= tk)is notsm all,we can safely assum e that

the� isrelevantand theelectronsarenotcon�ned in the

legs.22,26,55 In this case the cos(2��� + 4�x) term s be-

com e irrelevant. W e thus discard them aswellasother

term s with higher-order scaling dim ensions. The inter-

action term Eq.(4.14)reducesto

H I =
X

�= �;�

X

r= �

g�r

2�2

�
@x�

+
�r

� �
@x�

�
�r

�

+
1

2�2a2

h

gc+ ;c� cos2��+ cos2���

+ gc+ ;s+ cos2��+ cos2��+

+ gc+ ;s� cos2��+ cos2���

+ gc+ ;s� cos2��+ cos2���

+ gc� ;s+ cos2��� cos2��+

+ gc� ;s� cos2��� cos2���

+ gc� ;s� cos2��� cos2���

+ gs+ ;s� cos2��+ cos2���

+ gs+ ;s� cos2��+ cos2���

i

; (4.23)

wherethecouplingconstantsforthebilinearterm softhe

density operatorsaregiven by

g�+ =
X

�= �

(g
+ �

2k
+ g

+ �

2?
� g

��
1k); (4.24a)

g�� =
X

�= �

�(g+ �
2k

+ g
+ �

2?
� g

��
1k); (4.24b)

g�+ =
X

�= �

(g+ �
2k

� g
+ �

2?
� g

��
1k); (4.24c)

g�� =
X

�= �

�(g+ �
2k

� g
+ �

2?
� g

��
1k); (4.24d)

and the coupling constants for the nonlinear term s are

given by

gc+ ;c� = � g
� +

3?
; (4.25a)

gc+ ;s+ = � g
+ �

3k
+ g

� �

3k
; (4.25b)

gc+ ;s� = � g
+ �

3?
; (4.25c)

gc+ ;s� = + g� �
3?

; (4.25d)

gc� ;s+ = � g
� +

1?
; (4.25e)

gc� ;s� = � g
� +
2?

; (4.25f)

gc� ;s� = + g
� +

2k
� g

� +

1k
; (4.25g)

gs+ ;s� = + g+ +
1?

; (4.25h)

gs+ ;s� = + g� �
1?

: (4.25i)

W enotethattheum klapp scattering (theg3 term s)gen-

eratescosinepotentialsthatlock the ��+ �eld.

The coupling constants in Eq. (4.23) are not inde-

pendent param eters. Im posing the globalspin-rotation

SU(2)sym m etry on theinteraction term sEq.(4.14),we

�nd thatthe relations

g
+ +

2k
� g

+ +

2?
� g

+ +

1k
+ g

+ +

1?
= 0; (4.26a)

g
+ �

2k
� g

+ �
2?

� g
� �

1k
+ g

� �
1?

= 0; (4.26b)

g
� �

2k
� g

� �

2?
� g

+ �

1k
+ g

+ �

1?
= 0; (4.26c)

g
� +

2k
� g

� +
2?

� g
� +

1k
+ g

� +
1?

= 0; (4.26d)

g
+ �

3k
� g

� �

3k
� g

+ �

3?
+ g

� �

3?
= 0; (4.26e)

m ust hold. In term s ofthe coupling constants in Eq.

(4.23),theserelationsread

g�+ + g�� + 2gs+ ;s� = 0; (4.27a)

g�+ � g�� + 2gs+ ;s� = 0; (4.27b)

gc� ;s+ � gc� ;s� � gc� ;s� = 0; (4.27c)

gc+ ;s+ � gc+ ;s� � gc+ ;s� = 0: (4.27d)

W e have ignored Eq.(4.26c)which is the constrainton

the irrelevantcosine term / cos(2��� + 4�x). Since the

SU(2) sym m etry of the originalHubbard Ham iltonian

(2.1) cannot be broken,the coupling constants in Eq.

(4.23)m ustsatisfy Eqs.(4.27a)-(4.27d)in the course of

renorm alization.

Finally,the order param etersare written in term s of

the phase�elds:

O C D W / cos��+ sin��� cos��+ cos���

� sin��+ cos��� sin��+ sin��� ; (4.28a)

O SF / cos��+ cos��� cos��+ cos���

+ sin��+ sin��� sin��+ sin��� ; (4.28b)

O PD W / cos��+ cos��� sin��+ sin���

+ sin��+ sin��� cos��+ cos��� ; (4.28c)

O FD W / cos��+ sin��� sin��+ sin���

� sin��+ cos��� cos��+ cos��� : (4.28d)

O SC d / e
i��+ cos��� cos��+ cos���

� ie
i��+ sin��� sin��+ sin��� ; (4.28e)

O SC s / e
i��+ cos��� sin��+ sin���

� ie
i��+ sin��� cos��+ cos��� : (4.28f)

C . C riticalproperties in the charge and spin m odes

In this subsection,we study the ground state phase

diagram through qualitative analysis of the bosonized

Ham iltonian (4.23). First we classify the phases that

can appearathalf-�lling,and then discuss(a)theG aus-

sian criticality in thechargesectorand (b)theIsing and

SU(2)2 criticalitiesin the spin sector.
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1. Classi�cation ofphases

In generalallthe m odes becom e m assive in the ex-

tended Hubbard ladder athalf-�lling. This m eans that

in thebosonized Ham iltonian (4.23)cosineterm sarerel-

evant at low energies and that the bosonic phase �elds

arelocked atsom e�xed values(integerm ultiplesof�=2)

wheretherelevantcosinepotentialsarem inim ized.25 The

locked phase �elds can be treated asclassicalvariables,

and the averagevalue ofan orderparam eterisfound by

substituting the locked phasesinto Eq.(4.28).A nonva-

nishing orderparam etersignalswhich phase isrealized.

W ecan reversethelogicand �nd thecon�guration ofthe

locked phase�eldsforeach insulating phaseby im posing

itsorderparam eterto haveitsm axim um m odulus.This

iswhatwedo in the following analysis.

In the SF,CDW ,PDW ,and FDW phasesthe ground

statebreaksa Z2 sym m etry.Thereforetheorderparam -

eter ofthese phases can have a nonvanishing value at

zero tem perature even in one dim ension. In each phase

the bosonic �elds��+ ,��� ,��+ ,and ��� are pinned at

a point where the m odulus ofthe corresponding order

param eterism axim ized. From Eq.(4.28)we can easily

�nd atwhich valuesthe bosonic�eldsarelocked forthe

fourphases.The resultissum m arized in TableI.

O nce the con�guration of locked phase �elds is un-

derstood for the SF and the CDW phases,we can also

�nd that for the D-M ott and the S-M ott phases using

the following argum ents. O n the one hand, we know

from thestrong-coupling analysisthatthesetwo insulat-

ing phasesareIsing disordered phasesoftheSF and the

CDW phases,respectively,wherethe��� �eld islocked.

O n theotherhand,theHam iltonian (4.23)hassom eco-

sinepotentialsthatcan lock the��� �eld.Sincethe���
�eld isa conjugate �eld to ��� ,these two �elds cannot

belocked atthesam etim e.In fact,itisknown17 thatan

Ising phasetransition m ustbeassociated with switching

ofphase locking from one bosonic �eld to its conjugate

�eld. W e can thus obtain the D-M ott and the S-M ott

phasesfrom the SF and theCDW phasesby exchanging

the role ofthe ��� �eld and the ��� �eld,arriving at

thephaselocking pattern shown in TableI.A briefcom -

m enton the connection to the superconducting statesis

in orderhere.Ifweignorethe�+ m odeforthem om ent,

theorderparam eterofthed-wave(s-wave)superconduc-

tivity takes nonzero am plitude when the locked phases

(h��� i,h��+ i,and h��� i)oftheD-M ott(S-M ott)phase

aresubstituted into O SC d(s).Thisisconsistentwith the

previousresults1,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,20,22 that,upon dop-

ing,the D-M ott state turns into the d-wave supercon-

ducting state in the t-J or Hubbard ladder. The e�ect

of carrier doping is to m ake the um klapp term irrele-

vantand to leave the ��+ �eld unlocked. The operator

ei��+ representing the superconducting correlation then

becom esquasi-long-rangeordered.

It is possible to construct a disorder param eter that

characterizestheIsing transitionsand thathasa nonva-

nishing expectation valuein theD-M ottand theS-M ott

phases.A candidateoperatorforthedisorderparam eter

is

�j = exp

 

i
�

2

jX

i= 1

X i

!

;

X i = c
y

i;1;"
ci;2;" + c

y

i;2;"
ci;1;"

� c
y

i;1;#
ci;2;# � c

y

i;2;#
ci;1;#: (4.29)

In the weak-coupling lim itwe take the continuum lim it

and expressthe operator(4.29)in term s ofthe bosonic

�elds.W e then obtain

�j = exp[i��� (j)]: (4.30)

Indeed,the disorderparam eter�j takesa nonzero value

in theD-M ottand theS-M ottphaseswherethe��� �eld

islocked.In thestrong-couplinglim itstudied in Sec.III,

we m ay im pose the condition that ni;1 + ni;2 = 2 and

Szi;1 + Szi;2 = 0 on every rung. Under this condition we

�nd thatexp(i�
2
X i)= 1� 1

2
X 2
i and �j reducesto

�j =

jY

i= 1

��

c
y

i;1;"
c
y

i;1;#
ci;2;#ci;2;" + H:c:

�

�
�
S
+

i;1S
�
i;2 + S

�
i;1S

+

i;2

�
�

; (4.31)

which acts on the pseudo-spin states de�ned in Secs.

IIIA and IIIC as �jj+ ii = j� ii and �jj"ii = j#ii for

i� j. This m eans that we can write �j =
Q j

i
�xi and

�j =
Q j

i
~�xi nearthe CDW {S-M ottand the SF{D-M ott

transitions,respectively. They are indeed the disorder

param eterofthe quantum Ising m odel54 that describes

the CDW {S-M ottand the SF{D-M ottIsing transitions.

Since the PDW and the FDW phases break Z2 sym -

m etry, we can naturally expect that these two phases

should also have theirown Ising disordered phases. W e

shallcallthem S’-M ottand D’-M ottphasesforthe rea-

son that willbecom e clear below. The con�guration of

phaselocking in the S’-M ottand D’-M ottphasescan be

obtained from that of the PDW and FDW phases by

exchanging h��� i and h��� i; see Table I. W e see im -

m ediately thatthe phase-locking pattern ofthe S’-M ott

(D’-M ott)statedi�ersfrom thatoftheS-M ott(D-M ott)

only in the locking ofthe ��+ �eld shifted by �=2.This

im plies that the phase transition between S’-M ott (D’-

M ott) state and the S-M ott (D-M ott) state is a G aus-

sian transition in the ��+ m ode,and that the S’-M ott

(D’-M ott) state should evolve into the s-wave (d-wave)

superconducting state upon carrier doping as in the S-

M ott(D-M ott)state.

The nature of the S’-M ott state can be deduced

through its sim ilarity to the S-M ott state (3.10). W e

�rst note that, as m entioned above,the S’-M ott state

isrelated to the S-M ottstate by a �=2 shiftofthe ��+
m ode,which isequivalentto translation by halfunitcell,

in such a way thatthePDW stateisrelated to theCDW
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TABLE I:Pattern ofphase locking.The � sym bolindicatesthata bosonic �eld isnotlocked.Iisare integers.

Phase h��+ i h��� i h��+ i h��� i h��� i

CDW �

2
I0 + �I1

�

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3 � �

2
I0 + �I4

SF �

2
I0 + �I1

�

2
I0 + �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3 �

�

2
I0 + �I4

PDW �

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I1

�

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3 � �

2
I0 + �I4

FDW �

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I1

�

2
I0 + �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3 �

�

2
I0 + �I4

S-M ott �

2
I0 + �I1

�

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3

�

2
I0 + �I4 �

D -M ott �

2
I0 + �I1

�

2
I0 + �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3

�

2
I0 + �I4 �

S’-M ott �

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I1

�

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3

�

2
I0 + �I4 �

D ’-M ott �

2
(I0 + 1)+ �I1

�

2
I0 + �I2

�

2
I0 + �I3

�

2
I0 + �I4 �

state. This suggests that the center ofm ass ofa sin-

glet in the S’-M ott state should be located at a center

ofa plaquette. Noting that coskcosk? is positive (s-

wave like) at allthe Ferm ipoints, k =
���
� (�

2
+ �);0

���

and
���
� (�

2
� �);�

���
, of the ladder m odel, we speculate

thatthe singlet-pairwave function (orthe sym m etry of

a Cooperpairin the s-wavesuperconducting state real-

ized upon doping)isoftheform coskcosk? c
y

"
(k)c

y

#
(� k)

in m om entum space. In realspace this corresponds to

a linearcom bination oftwo singletsform ed between di-

agonalsitesofa plaquette.From theseconsideration we

com e to propose the following wave function asa repre-

sentativeofthe S’-M ottstate:

jS’-M otti=
Y

j

1

2
(c
y

j;1;"
c
y

j+ 1;2;#
� c

y

j;1;#
c
y

j+ 1;2;"

+ c
y

j;2;"
c
y

j+ 1;1;#
� c

y

j;2;#
c
y

j+ 1;1;"
)j0i:(4.32)

Thisstate m ostly consistsofsingletsalong the diagonal

direction ofplaquettesbutalso containsresonating sin-

gletsthatareform ed by two spinson di�erentlegsthat

can be separated faraway.

TheD’-M ottstateconsistsofsingletsthatwould turn

into d-waveCooperpairsupon doping.Sincethesinglet-

pairwave function in the D-M ottstate iscosk? in m o-

m entum space,weexpectthatthesingletpairsin theD’-

M ottstateshould beoftheform cosk.In realspacethis

corresponds to a linear com bination ofsinglets form ed

in the leg direction. This leads to the following wave

function

jD’-M otti=
Y

j

2

4
X

l= 1;2

c
y

j;l;"
c
y

j+ 1;l;#
� c

y

j;l;#
c
y

j+ 1;l;"

2

3

5 j0i

(4.33)

asa representativeoftheD’-M ottstate.Itiseasy to see

by expanding the productthatthisstateisa resonating

valencebond statein which som esingletscan beform ed

out oftwo spins that are separated arbitrary far away

along a leg. However,am plitude of the states having

such a long-distance singlet is exponentially suppressed

with the distancebetween the two spins.

Itisinteresting to note thatthe wave function (4.32)

can be constructed from the S-M ott wave function

(3.10) by replacing c
y

j;l;�
with c

y

j+ 1;�l;�
,where �l= 2 (1)

for l = 1 (2) such that c
y

j;l;"
c
y

j;l;#
! (c

y

j+ 1;�l;"
c
y

j;l;#
+

c
y

j;l;"
c
y

j+ 1;�l;#
)=
p
2.Thisrulecan alsobeused to construct

the wave function ofthe D’-M ottstate (4.33)from that

ofthe D-M ottstate (3.9).

Since the ��� �eld is locked in the S’-M ott and D’-

M ott phases,the operator(4.30)also servesas the dis-

orderparam eterin thePDW {S’-M ottand theFDW {D’-

M otttransitionsofthe Ising universality class. In fact,

the disorder param eter (4.30) takes a nonzero value in

any ofthe M ottphasesand vanishesotherwise.

The various insulating phases and phase transitions

am ong them are schem atically shown in Fig.5. In this

�gure phase transitionsbetween a phase in the leftcol-

um n and another in the right colum n, such as transi-

tions between the M ott phases,are the c = 1 G aussian

criticality. It would be interesting to �nd an order pa-

ram eterthatcan distinguish di�erentM ottphases.The

transitionsin theverticaldirection within a colum n are,

ifcontinuous,either the c = 1=2 Ising criticality or the

c= 3=2SU(2)2 criticality.Thelatterm ay bereplaced by

a �rst-ordertransition.W e willdiscussthesetransitions

in m oredetailin the following subsubsections.

A briefcom m enton therelated earlierworksisin order

here. The top four phases (SF,CDW ,S-M ott,and D-

M ott)in Fig.5and theG aussianand Isingtransitionsbe-

tween thesephaseshavebeen found in theweak-coupling

RG analysis of the SO (5) sym m etric ladder m odelby

Lin,Balents,and Fisher.25 The m isidenti�cation ofthe

SF phase with the PDW phase m ade in this work has

been corrected later by Fj�restad and M arston.38 W e

havepointed outtheexistenceoffourm orephasesin the

generalized Hubbard ladder m odeland determ ined the

universality classofthephasetransitionsbetween allthe

8 phases.

2. G aussian criticality in the charge degrees offreedom

Firstwe discuss the G aussian criticality when allthe

m odes except the relative charge m ode (�� ) becom e

m assive at som e higher energy scale. This situation is
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D−Mott S−Mott

SF CDW

PDW FDW

Gaussian criticality

Ising criticality

SU(2)2 criticality

(c=1)

(c=1/2)

(c=3/2)

S’−Mott D’−Mott

or  first−order transition

FIG .5: Schem atic illustration ofthe phase diagram under

the globalSU(2)sym m etry. The phase transitions indicated

by the solid (dashed) arrows are the c = 1 (c = 1=2) criti-

cality. The phase transitions indicated by the double arrows

areeitherthec= 3=2 SU(2)2 criticality or�rstorder;seedis-

cussion in Sec.IVC3 and Fig.10. The diagonalsolid arrows

denote the G aussian transitionsin the ��+ m ode.

relevant for the horizontal transitions in Fig. 5: SF{

CDW , D-M ott{S-M ott, PDW {FDW , and S’-M ott{D’-

M ott transitions. W e take the D-M ott{S-M ott phase

transition as an exam ple. W ithout loss of generality

we m ay assum e that the phase variables are locked at

h��+ i = h��+ i = h��� i = 0 m od �. Below the en-

ergy scale at which the three �elds are locked,we can

replacethecosineterm sin theHam iltonian Eq.(4.23)by

theiraverage:cos2��+ ! c�+ � hcos2��+ i,cos2��+ !

c�+ � hcos2��+ i,and cos2��� ! c�� � hcos2��� i,

where c�+ ,c�+ ,and c�� are nonuniversalpositive con-

stants that depend on bare interactions. W e then have

the e�ectivetheory

H �� =
vF

�

�
(@x�

+
�� )

2 + (@x�
�
�� )

2
�

+
g��

2�2

�
@x�

+
��

� �
@x�

�
��

�

+
gc�

2�2a2
cos2��� ; (4.34)

wherethe coupling constantgc� isgiven by

gc� = c�+ gc+ ;c� + c�+ gc� ;s+ + c�� gc� ;s� : (4.35)

Since the canonicaldim ension ofcos2��� is 1,the gc�
term is a relevant perturbation and hence the system

alwaysbecom esm assiveexceptwhen gc� = 0.Ifgc� > 0,

then the phase �eld is locked as h��� i = �=2 m od �,

which correspondsto the S-M ottphase.W hen gc� < 0,

the phase �eld is locked as h��� i = 0 m od �,and the

ground state in this case turns out to be the D-M ott

state. The G aussian criticality with the centralcharge

c = 1 is realized at gc� = 0. In term s ofthe original

Hubbard interactionsthe coupling constantgc� isgiven

by

gc�

a
= � C

�

U � V? +
3

4
J? + tpair

�

+ C
0(Vk � V

0);

(4.36)

whereC � c�+ + c�+ + c�� and C 0� 2c�+ + 2c�+ � c��

are nonuniversalpositive constants. Thus,the D-M ott

(S-M ott)state appearswhen U � V? + 3J? =4+ tpair �

C 0(Vk � V0)=C > 0 (< 0),and the G aussian criticality

showsup at

U � V? +
3

4
J? + tpair�

C 0

C
(Vk � V

0)= 0; (4.37)

which isthe sam e asthe phase boundary obtained from

thestrong-couplinganalysis,Eq.(3.41),forVk = V 0= 0.

The SF{CDW phase transition can be analyzed in a

sim ilar way. W e consider a situation where the phase

variable��� ,instead of��� ,islocked ath��� i= 0 m od

�. In this case we can replace the cosine factor in the

Ham iltonian ascos2��� ! c�� � hcos2��� i> 0. The

e�ective theory isgiven by Eq.(4.34)with the coupling

constantgc� = c�+ gc+ ;c� + c�+ gc� ;s+ + c�� gc� ;s� .The

SF (CDW )stateisrealized forgc� < 0 (> 0),wherethe

phase ��� is locked at 0 (�=2) m od �. In term s ofthe

originalHubbard interactions,thecoupling constantgc�
isgiven by Eq.(4.36)with C = c�+ + c�+ > 0 and C 0=

2c�+ + 2c�+ + 3c�� .W ethusconcludethattheSF (CDW )

stateappearsforU � V? +
3

4
J? + tpair� C0(Vk� V0)=C > 0

(< 0),and the condition for the G aussian criticality is

given by Eq.(4.37).

The othertransitionsofthe c= 1 G aussian criticality

can also be analyzed in the sam em anner.W e note that

in addition to the G aussian criticality in the �� m ode

discussed above,there isanotherG aussian criticality in

the �+ m ode that govern the SF{FDW ,CDW {PDW ,

D-M ott{D’-M ott,and S-M ott{S’-M otttransitions.
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3. Z2 � O (3) sym m etry in the spin degrees offreedom and

the Ising and SU(2)2 criticality

Here we focus on the case where the m asses of the

two chargem odes(�� )arelargerthan thoseofthespin

m odes(�� ). Below the m assscale ofthe charge m odes

we m ay regard that the ��+ and ��� �elds are locked

by cosine potentials. The e�ective low-energy theory

is obtained from Eq.(4.23) by replacing cos2��+ and

cos2��� by their average values c�+ � hcos2��+ i and

c�� � hcos2��� i:

H � =
vF

�

h�
@�

+
�+

�2
+
�
@�

�
�+

�2
+
�
@�

+
��

�2
+
�
@�

�
��

�2
i

+
g�+

2�2

�
@�

+
�+

� �
@�

�
�+

�
+

gs+

2�2a2
cos2��+

+
g��

2�2

�
@�

+
��

� �
@�

�
��

�

+
gs�

2�2a2
cos2��� +

gs�

2�2a2
cos2���

+
gs+ ;s�

2�2a2
cos2��+ cos2���

+
gs+ ;s�

2�2a2
cos2��+ cos2��� ; (4.38)

wherethecoupling constantsgs+ ,gs� ,and gs� aregiven

by

gs+ � c�+ gc+ ;s+ + c�� gc� ;s+ ; (4.39a)

gs� � c�+ gc+ ;s� + c�� gc� ;s� ; (4.39b)

gs� � c�+ gc+ ;s� + c�� gc� ;s� : (4.39c)

The coupling constantsin Eq.(4.38)are notcom pletely

freeparam eters,sincethesystem hasthespin-rotational

SU(2)sym m etry. From Eqs.(4.27)and (4.39),the con-

straintson the coupling constantsread

gs+ � gs� � gs� = 0; (4.40a)

gs+ ;s� = �
1

2
(g�+ + g�� ); (4.40b)

gs+ ;s� = �
1

2
(g�+ � g�� ): (4.40c)

ToappreciatetheSU(2)sym m etry in thee�ectivetheory

(4.38),we ferm ionize it by introducing spinless ferm ion

�elds p;r (p = � and r= � ):

 � ;r(x)=
�r

p
2�a

exp
�
� i2���r(x)

�
; (4.41)

wheretheindexr= + (� )referstothetotal(relative)de-

greesoffreedom ofspin m ode,and f�r;�r0g = 2�r;r0.The

density operators are given by : 
y

p;�  p;� := @x�
p

�� =�.

W ethen introducetheM ajoranaferm ions�n (n = 1 � 4)

by

 p;+ =
1
p
2

�
�
1
p + i�

2
p

�
;  p;� =

1
p
2

�
�
4
p + i�

3
p

�
:(4.42)

These �elds satisfy the anticom m utation relations

f�np(x);�
n
0

p0(x
0)g = �(x � x0)�p;p0 �n;n0. W ith the help

ofthe SU(2) constraints(4.40),we rewrite the e�ective

Ham iltonian in term softhe M ajorana ferm ions:

H � = � i
vF

2
(�+ � @x�+ � �� � @x�� )� imt�+ � ��

� i
vF

2

�
�
4
+ @x�

4
+ � �

4
� @x�

4
�

�
� ims�

4
+ �

4
�

+
g�+

4
(�+ � �� )

2
+
g��

2
(�+ � �� )�

4
+ �

4
� ;(4.43)

wherewehaveintroduced �p = (�1p;�
2
p;�

3
p)and

m t � �
gs+

2�a
; m s � �

gs� � gs�

2�a
: (4.44)

Thus the e�ective theory for the spin sector becom es

O (3)� Z2 sym m etric,i.e.,thefourM ajoranaferm ionsare

grouped into a singlet �4 with m ass m s and a triplet

� with m ass mt. W e note that the O (3)� Z2 sym m e-

try also appearsin thelow-energy e�ectivetheory ofthe

isotropic Heisenberg ladder.24,56 Itisknown that,when

m s;m t 6= 0, the quartic m arginalterm s lead to m ass

renorm alization,m s ! em s and m t ! em t,where
24,54

em t = m t+
g�+

2�vF
m tln

�

jm tj
+

g��

4�vF
m sln

�

jm sj
; (4.45)

em s = m s +
3g��

4�vF
m tln

�

jm tj
: (4.46)

Here� isa high-energy cuto�.Thee�ectivetheory then

reducesto

H � = � i
vF

2
(�+ � @x�+ � �� � @x�� )� iemt�+ � ��

� i
vF

2

�
�
4
+ @x�

4
+ � �

4
� @x�

4
�

�
� iems�

4
+ �

4
� :(4.47)

Itim m ediately followsfrom Eq.(4.47)thattheIsingcrit-

icality with c = 1=2 em ergesas em s ! 0. O n the other

hand,thecriticalpropertiesfortheO (3)invariantsector

(em t ! 0)isknown to be described by the SU(2)2 W ess-

Zum ino-Novikov-W itten m odelwith the centralcharge

c= 3=2.54,57

Letusexam inethecriticalbehaviorin m oredetailus-

ing the scaling equationsforthe coupling constantsap-

pearing in the e�ective Ham iltonian (4.43):

dG t

dl
= G t+ G tG �+ +

1

2
G sG �� ; (4.48a)

dG s

dl
= G s +

3

2
G tG �� ; (4.48b)

dG �+

dl
=
1

2
G
2
�+ +

1

2
G
2
�� + 2G 2

t; (4.48c)

dG ��

dl
= G �+ G �� + 2G tG s; (4.48d)

where dl = da=a, G t = � gs+ =2�vF , G s = � (gs� �

gs� )=2�vF , and G �� = g�� =2�vF . The coupling

G s and G t are relevant, while G �� are m arginal.

W ithin the one-loop RG we �nd 4 stable �xed

points, (G �
t;G

�
s;G

�
�+ ;G

�
�� ) = (� 1 ;� 1 ;1 ;1 ) and
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TABLE II: Signs ofthe �xed-point coupling constants and

the m asses(m g, em s, em t)in variousphases.

Phase (g
�

c�
;g

�

s+ ;g
�

s� ;g
�

s�
;g

�

�+ ;g
�

�� ) m g em s em t

CDW (+ ;�;0;�;+ ;�) + � +

SF (�;�;0;�;+ ;�) � � +

PDW (�;+ ;0;+ ;+ ;�) � + �

FDW (+ ;+ ;0;+ ;+ ;�) + + �

S-M ott (+ ;�;�;0;+ ;+ ) + + +

D -M ott (�;�;�;0;+ ;+ ) � + +

S’-M ott (�;+ ;+ ;0;+ ;+ ) � � �

D ’-M ott (+ ;+ ;+ ;0;+ ;+ ) + � �

(� 1 ;� 1 ;1 ;� 1 ), which correspond to the 8 phases

listed in Fig.5 and TableII.TheIsing criticality isgov-

erned by the unstable �xed point(G�t;G
�
s;G

�
�+ ;G

�
�� )=

(� 1 ;0;1 ;0),where the M ajorana ferm ion �4 is m ass-

less. The unstable �xed point (G�t;G
�
s;G

�
�+ ;G

�
�� ) =

(0;� 1 ;0;0)corresponds to the SU(2)2 criticality since

the triplet � becom es m assless. Finally, we �nd an-

otherkind ofunstable�xed points(G�t;G
�
s;G

�
�+ ;G

�
�� )=

(0;� 1 ;1 ;0),where allthe m odesare m assive. To un-

derstand the nature ofthese unstable �xed points,let

us assum e (gs+ ;gs� � gs� ;g�+ ;g�� ) = (0;2�1;2�2;0),

where �1;2 are constants (�1 6= 0,�2 > 0). This,to-

getherwith the SU(2)constraint(4.40),leadsto gs� =

� gs� = �1 and gs+ ;s� = gs+ ;s� = � �2 < 0.In thiscase

the cosineterm sin H � (4.38)becom e

�
�1

2�2a2
(cos2��� � cos2��� )

�
�2

2�2a2
cos2��+ (cos2��� + cos2��� ): (4.49)

Suppose that �1 > 0 and h��+ i= h��� i= 0. W e then

�nd thatthe potential(4.49)hasdegeneratem inim a at,

e.g.,(h��+ i;h��� i;h��� i)= (0;0;� )and (�
2
;� ;�

2
),where

� m eans that the phase �eld is not locked. Since these

m inim a correspond to the D-M ott and PDW phases,

the unstable �xed point describes a �rst-order tran-

sition between the D-M ott and PDW phases, respec-

tively.Hence weconcludethatthe unstable �xed points

(G �
t;G

�
s;G

�
�+ ;G

�
�� ) = (0;� 1 ;1 ;0) correspond to a

�rst-order phase transition. The phase transition at

which the renorm alized tripletm assG �
t vanishescan be

eitherSU(2)2 criticality or�rst-ordertransition,depend-

ing on the sign ofG �+
58. The condition forthe SU(2)2

criticality isG t = 0 and G �+ < 0 below the energy scale

where G s becom es oforder 1. O n the other hand,the

�rst-ordertransition isrealized ifGt = 0 and G �+ > 0.

The phase �elds are locked at som e m ultiples of�=2

depending on signsofthe relevantcoupling constantsat

a �xed point, (g�
c�
;g�s+ ;g

�
s� ;g

�

s�
), ofthe cosine poten-

tials in Eqs.(4.34) and (4.38). Com paring the con�g-

uration ofthe locked phases and those listed in Table

I,we can �nd out to which phase the ground state be-

longsforgiven com bination oftherenorm alized coupling

constants,(g�
c�
;g�s+ ;g

�
s� ;g

�

s�
). Table IIsum m arizes for

each phasethesignsoftheserenorm alized coupling con-

stants including g��� ,which is positive (negative) when

��� (��� ) is locked. W hen writing Table II,we have

used the fact (a) that either one ofg�s� and g�
s�

m ust

vanish except at the Ising criticality because ��� and

��� are conjugate �elds,and (b) that Eq.(4.40a) con-

straints possible com binations ofsigns ofgs+ ,gs� ,and

gs� .

The coupling constants listed in Table II also deter-

m ine the signs ofm asses m g(= gc� =2�a), em s,and em t

through Eqs.(4.44),(4.45),and (4.46). The G aussian

(c = 1),Ising (c = 1=2),and SU(2)2 (c = 3=2)critical-

ities are realized when m g = 0, em s = 0,and em t = 0,

respectively. From Table IIwe can therefore �gure out

which criticalitycan occurateach phasetransition where

the relevant m ass changes sign. The universality class

of the phase transitions is also sum m arized in Fig.5.

W e �nd from Table IIthat the CDW {S-M ott and SF{

D-M ottphasetransitionsareindeed in the Ising univer-

sality class and the D-M ott{S-M ott phase transition is

in theG aussian universality class,in agreem entwith the

strong-coupling approach in Sec.III.

Letusdiscussim plicationsofthe above generalqual-

itative analysis to the phase diagram of the extended

Hubbard ladder. From Eqs.(4.39) and (4.44)we write

thebarem assesin term softhecoupling constantsin the

m odel:

m s =
1

2�

�

2c�+ (U � tpair+ V
0)

+ c��

�

U � V? +
3

4
J? + tpair� 4V0

��

;

(4.50)

m t =
1

2�

�

2c�+

�

V? +
1

4
J? �

3

2
V
0

�

+ c��

�

U � V? +
3

4
J? + tpair+ 2V 0

��

:

(4.51)

To sim plify the discussion,we assum e here that Vk =

V 0 = tpair = 0 and that ��+ is locked at h��+ i = 0

(m od �), i.e., c�+ > 0. If U � V? + 3J? =4 > 0

(< 0),the phase��� islocked at0 (�=2)[seeEq.(4.36)]

and c�� = hcos2��� i > 0 (< 0). Thus, the product

c�� (U � V? + 3J? =4)ispositiveforboth positiveand neg-

ativeU � V? + 3J? =4,and hencethebarem assesm s and

m t are also positive. W e argue,however,thatthe Ising

criticality ispossibledueto them assrenorm alization ef-

fect. The renorm alized m ass em s can becom e negative

sincethecoupling constantg�� ofthecorrection term in

Eq.(4.46)isgiven by g�� = 2a(� V? + J? =4).W eexpect

thatsu�ciently largeV? can drivethesystem toward the

Ising criticality in the �4 m ode,even when tpair = 0.

In addition to the Ising criticality at large V? , the

G aussian criticality in the ��� m ode should appear at

V? = U + 3J? =4.Letus�nd outwhich phaseisrealized
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neartheG aussian criticalline.W hen U � V? + 3J? =4=

0,the coupling g�� equals� 2U � J? and the renorm al-

ized Ising m assbecom es

em s

c�+ U
= 1� A

U

�

�

1+
3J?

U
+
2J2?

U 2

�

ln

�
�

U + J?

�

;

(4.52)

where A is a positive constant of order 1. For sm all

J? =U this renorm alized Ising m ass should be positive,

and weconcludethattheD-M ottand theS-M ottphases

are separated by the G aussian criticalline (Note that

em t > 0). As we increase J? =U (or V? =U ) along the

G aussian criticalline,the negative correction (/ g�� )

in them assrenorm alization increasesand eventually em s

can changesign.AcrossthisIsing transition theD-M ott

and S-M ottphasesturn intotheSF and CDW phases,re-

spectively.Thisim pliesthatapairofphasessurrounding

theG aussian criticallinechangesfrom (D-M ott,S-M ott)

to (SF,CDW )ata tetracriticalpointasJ? =U increases.

This qualitative analysis willbe supported in the next

subsection by a m orequantitativerenorm alization group

analysis.

Now we briey discuss the e�ect ofthe pair hopping

term tpair and next-nearest-neighborrepulsion V
0.W hen

V 0= 0,the G aussian transition takesplaceatU � V? +

3J? =4+ tpair = 0 [see Eq.(4.37)]. Thus for large tpair,

we can have a situation where m s < 0 and m t > 0 with

U � V? + 3J? =4+ tpair ’ 0[seeEqs.(4.50)and (4.51)],i.e.,

tpair can stabilizetheSF stateneartheG aussian critical

line.In the case tpair = 0,on the otherhand,we expect

thatsu�ciently largeV 0can lead toaphasewith m s > 0

and m t < 0 i.e.,the PDW state,ifc�+ � c�� > 0.

Finally,wediscussim plicationsofourschem aticphase

diagram (Fig.5)to the phase diagram ofisotropic spin-
1

2
ladder system s,which have been studied intensively

in connection with the so-called Haldane’s conjecture59

aboutthe existenceofa �nite energy gap in the integer-

spin Heisenberg chain. By using the abelian bosoniza-

tion m ethod, it has been shown that four kinds of

gapped phases can appear in spin ladder system s with

varioustypesofexchangeinteractions.54,60 The possible

gapped phases are (1) the rung singlet state,which is

known to be realized in the isotropic Heisenberg ladder

with nearest-neighbor antiferrom agnetic exchange cou-

plings,(2)the A�eck-K ennedy-Lieb-Tasaki(AK LT)-like

spin liquid state,in which short-rangevalencebondscou-

plespinson neighboring rungs,61 (3)thedim erized state

along chain with � relative phase, and (4) the dim er-

ized statealong chain with zero relativephase.Both the

rung single state and the AK LT-like state are Haldane-

type spin liquids with unique ground state and no bro-

ken localsym m etries.In the dim erized stateswhich are

known to berealized when a su�ciently strong four-spin

interaction isincluded,54,56 thereisspontaneousbreaking

ofthe translation (Z2) sym m etry and the ground state

is two-fold degenerate. In the lim it oflarge U the ex-

tended Hubbard ladderwe analyze in thispapershould

reduce to a system with only the spin degrees offree-

dom . This situation corresponds to gc� < 0 [see Eq.

(4.36)], i.e., m g < 0, with jm gj � j~m sj;j~m tj. Under

this condition, we still have four phases: the SF, D-

M ott, PDW ,and S’-M ott phases. From Table II (see

also Refs.54,56,60),wecan �nd correspondencebetween

thephasesin spin laddersand thephaseswhich wehave

obtained in the extended Hubbard ladders: The rung-

singletand AK LT-likeHaldane statescorrespond to the

D-M ott and S’-M ott states,respectively,and the PDW

(SF)statecorrespondstothedim erized statealongchain

with � (0)relativephase.W enotethatphysicalpictures

of phases in the extended Hubbard ladder are consis-

tentwith those in spin ladder;forexam ple,the D-M ott

state is nothing bug the rung singlet state,as seen in

the strong-coupling approach (see Sec.III).The AK LT-

like Haldane state,which isknown to be realized either

with plaquette diagonalexchange coupling or with fer-

rom agnetic rung exchange,60 would be sm oothly con-

nected to the S’-M ott state,in which the ground-state

wavefunction consistsofsingletsform ed between diago-

nalsitesofplaquettes[seeEq.(4.32)]and,m oreover,has

thesam etopologicalnum bersastheAK LT-likeHaldane

state.60 The PDW state is nothing but the dim erized

state with interchain phase � as seen in Fig.5,which

is not a Haldane-type spin liquid since the PDW state

spontaneously breaks translation sym m etry and is two-

fold degenerate. In orderto discussphase transitionsin

spin ladder system s,two kinds ofstring order param e-

tershavebeen introduced which characterizehidden or-

ders with di�erent topologicalnum bers,i.e.,the parity

ofthe num berofdim erscrossing a line perpendicularto

the two chains.60,62 These string order param eters are

di�erentfrom �j (Eq.(4.29)),since�j isassociated with

exp(i��� ) in the bosonized form while the string order

param etersintroduced in Refs.60 and 62 are associated

with the��+ �eld in ournotation.Sincethephasetran-

sition associated with the��+ �eld isrelated to emt ! 0,

we expect that the string order param eters introduced

in Refs.60 and 62 characterize the SU(2)2 criticality or

the�rst-orderphasetransition (doublearrowsin Fig.5).

In ourschem aticphasediagram (5)thephasetransition

from the rung singletstate to the AK LT Haldane state

can take place (which is actually the case in the spin-1
2

laddersystem s60,63),iftheSU(2)2 and theIsing criticali-

tiesappearsim ultaneously.Thisim pliesthatthecentral

charge for the continuous transition between the rung

singletand theAK LT statesisgiven by 3

2
+ 1

2
= 2.This

transition becom es�rstorderwhen them arginalinterac-

tion in thetripletM ajorana ferm ion sectorism arginally

relevant.

D . R enorm alization group analysis

In this subsection, we study the ground-state phase

diagram of the extended Hubbard ladder m odelusing

perturbative RG analysis ofthe 13 coupling constants

appearing in Eq.(4.23). These coupling constants are,



17

however,not independent because ofthe 4 constraints

com ing from the SU(2) sym m etry,Eq.(4.27). Accord-

ingly,wehave9 independentRG equationsthatdescribe

how the coupling constants scale when we change the

lattice constanta ! aedl. The 9 independent variables

we choose to work with are: G �+ � g�+ =2�vF ,G �� �

g�� =2�vF ,G �+ � g�+ =2�vF ,G �� � g�� =2�vF ,G � �

(gc+ ;s� � gc+ ;s� )=2�vF ,G � � (gc� ;s� � gc� ;s�)=2�vF ,

G A � gc+ ;c� =2�vF , G B � gc+ ;s+ =2�vF , and G C �

gc� ;s+ =2�vF .Aftersom ealgebraweobtain theRG equa-

tions:

d

dl
G �+ = + G 2

A +
3

2
G
2
B +

1

2
G
2
�; (4.53)

d

dl
G �� = � G

2
A �

3

2
G
2
C �

1

2
G
2
�; (4.54)

d

dl
G �+ = +

1

2
G
2
�+ +

1

2
G
2
�� + G

2
B + G

2
C ; (4.55)

d

dl
G �� = + G �+ G �� + G B G � + G C G �; (4.56)

d

dl
G A = +

1

2
G �+ G A �

1

2
G �� G A

�
3

2
G B G C �

1

2
G �G �; (4.57)

d

dl
G B = +

1

2
G �+ G B + G �+ G B

� GA G C +
1

2
G �� G �; (4.58)

d

dl
G C = �

1

2
G �� G C + G �+ G C

� GA G B +
1

2
G �� G �; (4.59)

d

dl
G � = +

1

2
G �+ G � +

3

2
G B G �� � GA G �; (4.60)

d

dl
G � = �

1

2
G �� G � +

3

2
G C G �� � GA G �: (4.61)

These equations are equivalent to the ones reported in

Ref.25,in which anothersetof9 independentvariables

are used: b
�

11 = (g�+ + g�� )=8,b
�
11 = � (g�+ + g�� )=2,

b
�

12 = g�=4,b
�
12 = gC ,f

�

12 = (g�+ � g�� )=8,f
�
12 = � (g�+ �

g�� ),u
�

11 = � gA =8,u
�

12 = g�=8,and u�12 = gB =2,where

g� = 2�vF G �.

Integrating the RG equations (4.53)-(4.61) num eri-

cally with the initialcondition setby the bare coupling

constants in the extended Hubbard ladder m odel, we

�nd that G�+ (l) grows m ost rapidly and becom es of

order unity �rst. At the length scale l = l�+ where

G �+ (l�+ ) = 2,we stop the num ericalintegration. Be-

low thisenergy scalethe�+ m odebecom esm assive.W e

can assum ewithoutlosing generality thatthephase��+
is locked at h��+ i = 0 m od �. The e�ective theory at

lowerenergy scale (l> l�+ )isobtained from Eq.(4.23)

through the substitution cos2��+ ! 1,gc+ ;c� ! gc� ,

gc+ ;s+ ! gs+ ,gc+ ;s� ! gs� ,and gc+ ;s� ! gs� . W e

then deriveand solvethe RG equationsforthe coupling

constantsin the e�ective theory to understand the low-

energypropertiesoftherem ainingm odes.Thepattern of

0 1 2 3
0

1

2

3

U/t

V⊥ /t

D−Mott

CDW

S−Mott

FIG .6: W eak-coupling phase diagram ofH t
k
+ H t? + H int

at t? = tk = t and J? = 0 obtained from the 1-loop RG

equations.Thereisa m asslessm ode(C1S0)on theboundary

between the D -M ottand the S-M ottstateswhile the bound-

ary between the S-M ottand the CDW state isC0S1

2
.

phase locking can be found from asym ptotic low-energy

behaviorofthe gc� ,gs+ ,gs� ,and gs� in the num erical

solution ofthe RG equations.The phase�eld � (= ���
or ��(�)� ) is locked at h�i = �=2 or 0,ifthe coupling

constantg (g 2 fgc� ;gs+ ;gs� ;gs� g)behavesasg ! + C

or � C in the low-energy lim it,respectively,where C is

a positive constant oforder unity. O nce the con�gura-

tion ofthelocked phase�eldsisdeterm ined,theresulting

ground state isfound from Table I. The phase diagram

ofthe extended Hubbard ladderobtained in thisway is

shown in Figs.6{10.W e note thatthisapproach repro-

ducesthe phase diagram ofthe SO (5)sym m etric ladder

obtained in earlier studies.25,38 Since the exotic phases

likethe SF stateand the S-M ottstateappearonly fora

negative U in this m odel,we willnot further discuss it

aswe concentrate on the case with positive U and V in

thispaper.

Letus�rstconsiderthe sim ple case where U and V?
are the only electron-electron interactions. The phase

diagram on the plane ofU=tand V? =tisshown in Fig.

6. In this and other phase diagram s shown below,all

the m odes are gapped everywhere except on the phase

boundaries. W ith the standard notation CnSm ofrep-

resenting a statehaving n m asslesschargem odesand m

m asslessspin m odes,18 thethreephasesin Fig.6arechar-

acterized asthe\C0S0" phase.18,25 Thephaseboundary

between the D-M ott state and the S-M ott state is the

U(1)G aussian criticallineofthe�� m ode(C1S0),which

is given by V? = U ;see Eq.(4.37) with J? = 0. The

phaseboundary between theS-M ottstateand theCDW

stateistheIsing criticallineofthespin �� m ode,which

isC0S1
2
.Thisweak-coupling phasediagram issim ilarto

Fig.1 obtained from the strong-coupling approach.
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FIG .7: W eak-coupling phase diagram ofH t
k
+ H t? + H int

at t? = tk and U=t= 1. This corresponds to Fig.2. Inset

shows weak-coupling phase diagram ofH t
k
+ H t? + H int +

H pair at t? = tk = t,U=t = 1,and tpair=t = 0:5. O n the

boundaries between the D -M ott and the S-M ott states and

between the SF and the CDW statesexistsa m assless m ode

C1S0. A m assless m ode C0S1

2
appears on the boundaries

between the D -M ott and the SF states and between the S-

M ott and the CDW states. The di�erentchoice ofU=tdoes

notyield qualitative changesto thisphase diagram .

Next,we include the AF exchange coupling J? . The

phase diagram on the plane of J? =U and V? =U at

U=t= 1isshown in Fig.7.A di�erentchoiceofU=tdoes

not lead to qualitative changes in the J? =U vs V? =U

phase diagram . An interesting new feature is that the

SF phase shows up between the D-M ott phase and the

CDW phase. This is in agreem entwith the qualitative

analysisoftheprevioussubsection,whereitisfound that

theexchangeinteraction J? suppressestheS-M ottphase

and helpstheSF phaseappear.TheG aussian criticality

ofthe �� m ode (C1S0)em erges on the alm oststraight

phase boundary between the D-M ott phase and the S-

M ott phase and between the SF phase and the CDW

phase.Thiscriticallineisgiven by V? =U = 1+ 3J? =4U ,

in accordancewith Eq.(4.37). The phase boundary be-

tween the D-M ottphase and the SF phase and between

the S-M ottphase and the CDW phase isthe Ising criti-

cality C0S1
2
.A tetracriticalpointofC1S1

2
appearsatthe

pointwherethetwokindsofphaseboundariescross.The

insetofFig.7 showsthe phase diagram attpair = 0:5t.

W eseeclearly thatthepair-hopping favorstheSF phase

overthe S-M ottphase.In thestrong-coupling perturba-

tion theory,we have introduced the pair-hopping term

H pair to stabilize the SF state. This is not necessary,

however,in theweak-coupling approach,wherethepair-

hopping processise�ectively generated from thesecond-

order process in the rung hopping t? . In fact,we can

show that positive pair-hopping term s are generated in

0 1 2 3
0

0.5

1

V/t

J⊥ /t

D−Mott

CDW

SF

S−Mott

FIG .8: W eak-coupling phase diagram ofH for U=t = 1,

Vk = V? = V ,and tpair = V
0 = 0. The tetracriticalpoint

with C 1S 1

2
isat(J? =t;V? =t)’ (0:40;0:43).

the renorm alization-group procedurein the SF phase.22

Next we turn on the nearest-neighbor Coulom b re-

pulsion in the leg direction, Vk. The phase diagram

for Vk = V? (� V ) is shown in Fig.8. Even though

the additionalVk interaction strongly favors the CDW

state,a sm allregion ofthe S-M ott phase stillrem ains

in between the D-M ottphase and the CDW phase. Be-

sidesthisquantitativem odi�cation thephasediagram is

not changed qualitatively,and,in particular,the criti-

calproperties at the phase boundaries are the sam e as

in Figs.6 and 7. Using the density m atrix renorm aliza-

tion group m ethod,Vojta etal.46 determ ined the phase

boundary between the CDW state and a state with ho-

m ogeneouschargedensity forthem odelweused forFig.

8. AtU = 1:5tthey observed a transition to the CDW

statearound U=V � 2:9,which isnotvery di�erentfrom

the phase boundary atJ? = 0 in Fig.8.The transition

is,however,found to be �rst order for U � 4tin their

num ericalresults, which is di�erent from the continu-

oustransition wefound in theweak-couplinganalysis.A

possible source ofthisdiscrepancy m ightbe the neglect

ofirrelevantoperators with canonicaldim ension 4 that

could becom e im portant for strong couplings as in the

singlechain case.51

Finally,weincludenext-nearest-neighborCoulom b re-

pulsion V 0,Eq.(2.9). Figures 9 and 10 show the V 0-U

and V -V 0phasediagram s.In agreem entwith thediscus-

sion in theprevioussubsection,thePDW phaseappears

asV 0 isincreased. Ateven largerV 0 the S’-M ottphase

and theD’-M ottphaseappearin Figs.9 and 10.O n the

phaseboundary between theD-M ottstateand thePDW

state appears the SU(2)2 criticality;we have con�rm ed

in ournum ericalcalculation thatthecoupling g�+ in Eq.

(4.43) is negative,i.e.,m arginally irrelevant. W e have



19

0 1 2 3
0

1
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U/t

V’/t

D−Mott

S’−Mott

PDW

FIG .9: W eak-coupling phase diagram ofH on the plane of

U=t and V
0
=t for Vk = V? = 0,and J? = tpair = 0. The

boundary between the D -M ott state and the PDW state is

C0S3

2
, and the boundary between the PDW state and the

S’-M ottstate isC0S1

2
.

thusestablished thatthetwo-particleinteraction V 0 can

drivethe system to the SU(2)2 criticality.

Figure 10 shows a rich phase diagram containing the

fourM ottphasesand the two density-wave phases. W e

note that in Fig.10 the six phase boundaries m eet at

V = V 0= U ,which correspondstoC2S2.Thishappened

because,within ourapproxim ation,allthecoupling con-

stantsin Eq.(4.23)exceptg�+ vanish when U = V = V 0,

t? = tk,and J? = tpair = 0.Ift? 6= tk,orifhigher-order

contributionsto the g’sare included,51 thisspecialsitu-

ation m ightnotoccur. In Fig.10 the phase boundaries

between theM ottphasesareC1S0(G aussian criticality),

whiletheCDW {S-M ottand PDW {S’-M ottphasebound-

aries are C0S1
2
(Ising criticality). The phase boundary

between the PDW phaseand theD-M ottphaseisC0S3
2

[SU(2)2 criticality]asin Fig.9. Finally,the phase tran-

sition between the CDW phase and the D’-M ott phase

is found to be �rst order;we have con�rm ed that the

coupling g�+ in Eq.(4.43)ispositiveand m arginally rel-

evant. Even though Fig.10 isobtained from the weak-

coupling RG equations,wethink thatthephasediagram

is reliable since we have con�rm ed that the V=U -V0=U

phasediagram isnotchanged m uch when U=tisvaried.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have studied the half-�lled general-

ized Hubbard ladderwith the inter-site Coulom b repul-

sion and the exchange interaction by using the strong-

coupling perturbation theory and the weak-coupling

bosonization m ethod. In the strong-coupling approach

the SF state isdescribed asan AF ordered state ofthe

0 1 2
0

1

2

V/U

V’/U

D
−

M
ott

CDW

PDW

S−Mott

S’−Mott

D’−Mott

FIG .10: W eak-coupling phase diagram ofH on the plane

ofV
0
=U and V=U for U=t = 0:5,Vk = V? = V ,and J? =

tpair = 0. The phase transition between the CDW and S-

M ott phases and between the PDW and S’-M ott phases is

in the Ising universality class (C0S1

2
). The phase transition

between M ott phases is a G aussian transition (C1S0). The

boundary between the D -M ottphase and the PDW phase is

C0S3

2
[SU(2)2 criticality]. The transition between the CDW

phase and theD ’-M ottphase shown by the thick solid line is

a �rst-ordertransition.

Ising m odelwhere pseudo-spins represent the currents

owing along the rungs. W e have shown that the SF

statecan appearnextto theCDW stateand theD-M ott

state in the phase diagram and thatthe quantum phase

transition between the SF state and the D-M ottstate is

in the Ising universality class. W e have also established

the Ising transition between the S-M ott and the CDW

phasesand the G aussian transition between the D-M ott

and the S-M ott phases. In the weak-coupling approach

we haveshown thatin generalthe m odelcan accom m o-

date totalofeight insulating phases at half-�lling,four

density-wavephasesand fourM ottphases(Fig.5).The

universality class ofthe phase transitions am ong these

phasesisdeterm ined.In particular,wehaveshown that

the SU(2)2 criticality with the centralcharge c= 3=2 is

induced by thenext-nearest-neighborCoulom b repulsion

V 0,which drives the system from the D-M ott phase to

thePDW phase(Figs.9 and 10).W hen V 0isfurtherin-

creased,theS’-M ottphaseand theD’-M ottphase,which

correspond tothequantum disordered statesofthePDW

phaseand the FDW phase,show up (Fig.9).

W hen this m anuscript was alm ost com pleted,we be-

cam e aware ofthe work by W u etal.,64 where the 8 in-

sulating phasesin Sec.IV areobtained independently.
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