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G eneralized tw o-leg H ubbard ladder at half- 1ling:
P hase diagram and quantum criticalities

M . Tsuchiizu and A . Furusaki
Yukawa Institute for T heoretical P hysics, K yoto University, K yoto 6068502, Japan
D ated: April 14, 2024)

T he ground-state phase diagram ofthe half- lled two-leg H ubbard ladderw ith inter-site C oulom 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 of the ladder
m odelare four types of density-w ave states w ith di erent angularm om entum (s-density-w ave state,
p-density-w ave state, d-density-wave state, and f-density-wave state) and four types of quantum
disordered states, ie. M ott Insulating states (S-M ott, D M ott, S’M ott, and D '-M ott states, where
S and D stand for s—and d-wave symm etry). The s-density-wave state, the d-densiy-wave state,
and the D M ott state are also know n as the charge-density-w ave state, the staggered— ux state, and
the mung-singlkt state, regpectively. Strong-coupling approach naturally leads to the Ising m odel in
a transverse eld as an e ective theory for the quantum phase transitions between the staggered—

ux state and the D -M ott state and between the charge-density-wave state and the S-M ott state,
w here the Ising ordered states correspond to doubly degenerate ground states in the staggered—- ux
or the charge-density-w ave 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 (Z,) criticality, the SU (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. T he ground-state phase diagram is detem ined by integrating perturbative
renom alization-group equations. It is shown that the S-M ott state and the staggered- ux state
exist In the region sandw iched 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 nextnearestneighbor repulsion is included. T he correspondence between M ott states in
extended Hubbard Jadders and spin liquid states in spin ladders is also discussed.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 71.10Hf, 71.10Pm, 7130+ h, 7420M n

I. NTRODUCTION

L -
named D M ott phase@s‘: because of its close connection to

Ladder system s have been studied intensively over the
yearsas a sinpli ed m odelsystem that show s variety Qf
quantum phenom ena due to strong electron correlations
Since the ladder m odels can be analyzed w ith powerfuil
nonperturbative m ethods such as bosonization and con—
form al eld theory aswell as with large-scale num erical
calculations, they provide a usefiil testing ground of var—
Jous theoretical ideas developed for the two-din ensional
case. M oreover, the studies of ladder system s have
been strongly stim ulated by experim ental developm ents
in synthesizing com pounds with ladder structurg.that
show superconductivity and spin-liquid behavior224 a
good exam ple is the Jadder com pound $1r14Cuz40 41 that
show s d-wave superconducting ordert under pressure
with Ca doping and chargedensity;wave CDW ) order
as recently suggested experin entally? T heoreticalstud-

jes on do ed Jadder mqdels sudy as-the Hubbard and t-
7 adderg'Peadilddaindndaditadadedeted oo cqp

lished that the dom inant correlation is ndeed a d-wave—
like superconducting order, a feature that is rem iniscent
of the d-wave superconductivity in high-T. cuprates. On
the otherhand, undoped half- lled Hubbard and H eisen—
berg lJaddersare insu thaf-hawvs-a gap in both charge
and spin exc:tatjons'l"lq’l‘;’li'ﬁ'%'eg'zg This spin-liquid
behavior is caused by singlet form ation on each rung, and
the state is said to be in the mung-singlet phase. It is also

the d-w ave-lke paring state.

Recent theoretical interest on the ladder m odels has
been focused on the search of exotic phases In these
system s. In particular, the staggered— ux (SF) statel]
which isalso know n as the prbiralantiferrom agne‘alz.q‘fg."iq
and the ,d 1 wavel¥B2 has received a ot of
attention 33848989875¢ Form ore than a decade the SF
state has been intensively studied in connection w ith
the pseudo-gap pha.se In the two-dim ensional high-T.

neous cun:ent's ow Ing around plaquettes, breaking the
tin ereversal sym m etry. Even though ladders are one-—
din ensional (1D ), the long-range order of the SF corre—
lation is possble at half- 1ling, since the sym m etry bro—
ken in this state is discrete. T his point was em phasized
recently in Ref. 38, where it is also suggested that the SF
phase should occur in the phase diagram of the SO (5)
symm etric Hubbard m odel*4t1 Besides the SF phase,
the ground-state phase diagram ofthe ladderm odels can
Include-the D -M ott phase m entioned above, the CDW
phase®¢ and other phases.

M otivated by these developm ents, In this paperwe at-
tem pt systam atic exploration of the ground-state phase
diagram ofa generalized tw o—Jeg H ubbard ladder at half-

Iling that has not only repulsive on-site and inter-site
Interactions but also antiferrom agnetic A F) exchange
Interaction and pair hoppings between the legs. To m ap
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out the possble phases in the param eter space of the
m odeland to analyze various quantum phase transitions,
we em ploy both the strong-coupling perturbation theory
and the weak-coupling bosonization m ethod. We nd
that the Inclusion of the additional interactions leads to
em ergence of various new phases.

In the strong-coupling approach, we describe the SF
state asan AF ordered state of pseudo-spins that repre—
sent currents ow ing on the rungs. The e ective theory
near the phase boundary between the SF state and the
D -M ott state isthen found to be the 1D Isingm odelin a
transverse eld. TheD -M ott phase is thus Interpreted as
a disordered state of the Ising m odel. W e also present a
sim ilar m apping to the 1D quantum Ising m odel for the
quantum phase transition between the CDW phase and
the SM ott phase?d Herethe CDW state and the S-M ott
state correspond to the ordered and quantum disordered
states of the Ising m odel, respectively. Furthem ore, we
show that a low-energy e ective theory near the phase
transition between the D -M ott and the S-M ott phases is
the XX Z spin chain in a staggered eld, which exhbitsa
U (1) G aussian criticality.

In the weak-coupling lm it, we follow the standard
approach of taking continuum lm it and bosonizing the
Ham iltonian. W e obtain a coupled sineG ordon m odel
for fourbosonicm odes (charge/spn & even/odd m odes)
and analyze i by perturbative renom alization-group
RG) method and a sam iclassical approxin ation. The
scaling equations we derive are equivalent, to those ob—
tained earlier by Lin, Balnts, and Fisher?? W e depart
here from the earlier work. W e consider four types of
density-wave states w ith di erent angularm om entum &4
sdensity wave (= CDW ), pdensity wave PDW , which
is equivalent to the spin-Pelerls state), d-density wave
= SF), and f-density wave EDW ). T hese density-w ave
statesbreak Z, symm etry and can have long-range order
at zero tam perature. W e nd that in generalthere should
appear four types of M ott insulating phases (called S-—
M ott, DM ott, S’'-M ott, and D "M ott states), each of
which can be obtained as a quantum disordered state
from one ofthe four Z,-sym m etry-breaking densiy-wave
states. W e then study quantum phase transitions am ong
these 8 phases and show that a transition between a
density-w ave state and a M ott state is either second or-
der (in-the Ising or SU (2), universality class) or rst
order®’ Phase transitions between density-wave states
and between M ott states are U (1) G aussian criticalities.
A fter classifying the phases and the quantum phase tran—
sitions, we determm ine the ground-state phase diagram of
the extended Hubbard m odelw ith extra inter-site repul-
sion and the exchange interaction. W e nd that the S-
M ott and the SF phases appear in the param eter space of
couplings where the D -M ott and the CDW phases com —
pete. W e also show that the nextnearest-neighbor re-
pulsion stabilizes the S’-M ott state and the PDW state;
the latter state is connected to the D -M ott state through
the SU (2), criticality.

T hispaper is organized as follow s. In Sec. ITthem odel

we analyze In this paper is introduced. In Sec. :!i[i we
study the ground-state phase diagram by the strong-—
coupling perturbation theory, and exam ine phase tran-—
sitions between the com peting ground states: the SF,D —
M ott, CDW , and S-M ott states. In Sec. Vi we apply the
w eak-coupling bosonization m ethod to study the ground-
state phase diagram . W e derive e ective low -energy the—
ory for the charge m ode and for the spin m ode that de—
scribbe the G aussian, Ising, and SU (2), criticalities. T he
connection of our results to the phase diagram of spin
ladders w ith spin liquid ground states is also discussed.
W e then determ ine the phase diagram of the generalized
Hubbard ladder from perturbative RG equations. Fi-
nally, the results are summ arized in Sec. ..

II. MODEL

W e consider a half- lled two—Jeg Hubbard ladder w ith
on-site and Intersite Coulomb repulsions and rung ex-—
change interaction. The Ham iltonian we study in this
paper is given by

H=Hyg +Hy +Hpe+ Hy, + Hyo+ Hpape: 21)

The 1rsttwo tem s describe hopping along and betw een
the legs, respectively:

X
Hy = % (c;f;l; Cir1,, T HxTI; 22)
3 il
X
He = B (c;./;l; o,y T Hx); 23)
3
where c¢j;; annihilates an electron of spin (= ";#) on

rung j and kg 1= 1;2). The Ham iltonian H 4y =
Hy + Hy, + Hy, consists of three tem s representing
Interactions w ithin a rung: the on-site repulsion,

X
Hy =0 Ny N4 7 24)
3il
the nearest-neighbor repulsion on a rung,
X
Hv? =V, l’lj;l l’lj;z; (2.5)

j
and the nearest-neighbor exchange interaction on a rung,

X

HJ? = J; Sj;]_ %2: (2.6)

The density operators are nj;; = c;.’;l;

nye + Ny, and the spjn—; operator is given by

Cy;15 and njy; =

2.7)



where =, , are the Pauli matrices. The Ham ilto-
nian @.J) also has nearest-neighbor repulsive interaction
wihin a kg,

X
Hy, = Vg N5 054 1;17 2.8)
3il
and next-nearest-neighbor repulsion,
X
Hyo=V° Qg1 N9+ 1,2 + Ny N5 1;1) ¢ 2.9)

J
The last com ponent of the H am iltonian {_2-_3:) is the pair
hopping between the kgs,
X
Hpawr = Toair c;./;l;., c?;l;# Cyizs Cyzpm T H 2
J

(2.10)

The ocoupling constants, U, V,, Vi, V% J5, and tair,
are assum ed to be either zero or positive. M ost of our
discussions are actually concemed w ith the case Vy, =

VO = tpayr = 0. T this paper we consider only the
half- Iled casewhere ;) nj; equalsthe numberoftotal
lattice sites.

III. STRONG-COUPLING APPROACH

In this section, we perform strong-coupling analysis
starting from the Independent rungs and discuss transi-
tions betw een various nsulating phases.

W e begin w ith eigenstates ofH j,+ for decoupled rungs
at half- lling. Convenient basis states for two electrons
on a single rung (e4g., jth rung) wih Sj?;l + Sj?;z = 0 are

Jiy =, & Dis 31)
J
. # o .
Pho= %;1;# 32" Pi; 32)
J
T c i; 33
jjlj = . %;1;n 5514 j)ll ( )
J
Fiy =y o o P (34)
j
T he interaction H am iltonian H i+ is diagonalized as

Hmtﬁpz—y% = V; ZJ? E195—:12]3; (35)

i+ Pis 1 i+ Pis
Hinthp% = Vp + ZJ? L19%; (3.6)
H int :Blj = U :Bij; (3 .7)
H it :ﬂlj = U :ﬂlj : (3.8)

Com paring the eigenvalues, we nd that the lowest—
energy state ofH i orU > V, 3% =4 is
" #
Y " #

1
PMotti=  p= . 3.9)

3 j j

T his state is a direct product of rung singlets and isnoth=
ing but the strong-coupling lin it of the D M ott phase??
ortheM ott Insulating phase ofa half- lled Hubbard lad-
der.

When U < V, 3% =4, on the other hand, the dou—
bly occupied states Bi and #i becom e lowestenergy
states. In this case, one of the possble ground states is
the onysite paired insulating state realized in the S-M otk
phase2d

Y UF"
BM otti= + " : (310)

3 j j

I\)TF'_‘

A nother possible ground state isthe CDW state:

" #
Y "y

DWW i) = B1la)

"#

25 1 275

and

DWW i, = (311b)

"#

25 1 25

In the next subsections we study phase transitions be—
tw een these phases.

A. CDW {S-M ott transition: Ising criticality

In this subsection we discuss the phase transitign be-
tween the SM ott phas®? and the CDW phas®i48 oor
U < Vs, 3% =4. This can be analyzed by m apping the
system onto an e ective spin model. A sim ilar analysis
for the SO (5) symm etric ladder is reported in Refs. 44
and :_45

W e restrict ourselves to the lowestenergy states Bi
and #i and denote them as

Fi40 O ByiJ oy R (312)
to m ake the connection to a soin m odel m ore evident.
W e regard j i as the psesudo-gpin up/down states. In
this picture, the antiferrom agnetic ordering of the spins
corresponds to the CDW ordering. W e will treat the
single-particle hopping term s Hy, and H, asweak per-
turbations to derive e ective H am iltonian in the H ibert
space of #1 and j i. The lowestorder contrbutions
com e from the second-order processes:

Hy, —Hy 313)

Eo Hmt
1

H® = H, ————
Eo  Hinte

He 5 (3.14)

whereEy = N U wih N being the num ber of rungs. T he



nonzero m atrix elem ents ofH ©* and H @ are given by

it

h ; Caly , 3= — = . 315
H 3 i T v (315)
. . 2t
h :H (2b) j k= h :H (2b) j ok = 5 - + 37 :4;
(3.16)

where $;s%;  FiF%41 (6;s°= ). TheaboveHam it
tonian iswritten In tem s of pseudo-spin operators as

H (2a) _ 2t12‘ X z z 1
2V, U bt ’
’ 3
2€ X

U \]’) +3J?:4

(3.17)

;‘4— consts; (3.18)

and ¥ arePaulim atrices acting on the pseudo—
= J jand §J 4= 3] i.Herewe

nd that H ®® favors antiferrom agnetic ordering, while
H @) prevents the order. W e thus nd that the e ec—
tive Ham iltonian for the doubly occupied statesH g =
H @ + g @ i5given by the one-din ensional quantum
Ising m odel,

e _ z z
HCS - K i J+ 1

xo
J hy

: (319)

where the antiferrom agnetic exchange coupling K and
the m agniude of the transverse eld h are given by

2 2
K = i; h= 8’ (320)
ZV? U V? 3J> =4
This m odel exhibits the Ising criticality at K = h be-

tw een the ordered phase (ie. theCDW phase) orK > h
and the disordered phase or K < h. The ground state
In the disordered phase is essentially the eigenstate of
* with eigenvalue + 1, which is nothing but the S-M ott

phase:
FiLt+ 3 3

§ %=+ 1i5= ez ! PMowis (21

The condition for the CDW phase to appear is given
In tem s of the H ubbard interactions as

1 (6 =t)? 3
Vo > U + Jz ;
1 2(=t)2 40 2@ =t)?]

(322)

where 0 < t, =t < 1=p§. W hen t =t > 1=p§, the
CDW phase is not realized w thin our approxin ation.
Herewebrie y discusse ectsofHy, ,Hvyo, and H payr,
treating them as an all perturbations. T he lowest-order
contrbutions come from the rstorder perturbation,
H") = Hy + Hyo and H " = H,_,y, which can
be w ritten :p tem s of the pseuc}_p—spjn operators as
HU=2v, (2 2,+1) 2v0 (F? 1) and

] Jj J+ 1

4

P
H P =t ; § - The coupling constants in the quan-
tum Isingmodelaremodi ed to

2t .

U+ 2Vk 2V;

26

(323)

Bair: (324)

Thus, Hy, , Hyo, and H ya1 do not change the Ising uni-
versality and only a ects the coupling constants. T heir
maln e ect is to m ove the phase boundary. The V and

Hair Interactions favor the Ising ordered phase or the
CDW phase, while the V° interaction is .n favor of the
S-M ott phase.

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

N ext w e discuss the param eter region U Vv 3% =4.
In this case the fgv_v -energy states ofH i+ are ﬁ)_np ed_o_ut
of (Jli; R2i)= 2, Bij, and Hij; see Egs. C_3§)—C_3§).
The analysis n the previous subsection indicates that,
am ong the statesm ade of Biy and #iy, only the S-M ott
phase can appear for U A 3% =4 due to the large
transverse eld h. W e thus keep only the two states,
34 - 23 ;3

Ep}ﬁ; (3 25)

3+ iy

for each rung and derive an e ective low -energy H am ik
tonian for these states to study the com petition between
the S-M ott and D M ott phases. In this basis, H i+ and
H¢, on the jth rung read

v, 33, 0

Hie = 0 377 5 (326)
0 2t

He = 2% 0 ; @27)

where # iy = *(1;0) and § i = “(0;1). Shoe we are
Interested In the region near the level crossing point U =
V- 3% =4, we solit the Ham iltonian as

Hype+ He + Hy = H o+ HOg; (328)

w here the unperturbed H am ilttonian H D(Oé) and the pertur-
bation term H ), aregivenby H %) = U S Dy e+
Nz Nyz+ NyaNyz) andHpg = Vo U) ynjnnge+
Hy, +Hy, +Hy .Uptosecondorderin H ) thee ective

Ham iltonian is obtained asH @ + H @ + H @

U 0
B = 4y (329)
a _ U v+ %J? ) 28
Hy = 2% o i B30
H®=H, He ; 331)



P P
) _ (0) 1) _ 1)
where H = jHy,H = sH
Now we Introduce spin-1/2 operators §7, §y and §% and
dentify the two states 3 iy and j JJJWJi:h up anddown

states of the pseudospin §7. The rst-order term H
3 30) is then written as

,andEo= NU.

X

3 1
Y = U %+ 20, &2 4 =
4 J 2

X
4% &

j

% (332)

The energy di erence between the j i states and the
rung hopping are represented as the longiudinal and
transversem agnetic elds, respectively. Thenonzerom a—
trix elem ents of H @ 331) are given by

2) = o 2t12<
by HYJ ;o H= T (3.33)
2
mo; #9533 -= +§‘; (3.34)
mo; H99 ;i = i; 335
H 3 il 20 (335)
mo; 195 ; = +i; 3.36
H 3 il 20 (336)
where ;s Bl Bl 1 (s58° = ). Thus the

second-order contribution H ©
pseudo-spin operators as

isw ritten in tem s ofthe

ﬁx zZ &z 5
&
o § 8,,+8 8,
3
EU $ 8, +5 5, : B3N

3
From Egs. @;3:2) and {3:3:7:) we nd that, or U
V, 33 =4, the Iow-energy e ective Ham iltonian HfS ¢ =
H® + H @ isgiven by the anisotropic spin chain under
the Iongiudial and transverse m agnetic elds:
X h i

HEs = e, I SIS+ §18%
3
X
h*&% + h*$§7 ; (3.38)
3
where J* = 5£=U, J¥% = 3t2=U, h* = 4t;, and

h* = U V% + 3J,=4. W e are Interested in the case
where the Zeeman eld in the z direction ¥ is weak.
W hen h* = 0,H 4 isequivalent to the XX Z m odelw ith
the exchange anisotropy = J*=JY? = 5g&3,and a uni-
orm el in the z direction. Tt is knowrf349 that the
XX7Z model is In the m assless phase govemed by the

D—-Mott

U

FIG .1: Strong-couplingphasediagram ofH¢ + Hy¢, + Hine at
t; = r=2and J, = 0. TheCDW {S-M ott transition is in 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) phase corresponds to the oxdered (disordered) phase in
the e ective quantum Isingm odel :3 l9| The SM ottand D —
M ott phases are the f_ex_:n‘om agnetically ordered phases of the
e ective spin m odel (E.}Ej) .

= 1 conform al e]% theory (CFngwn:h a ocom pacti —
cation radius R (1= < R < 1= ), if the unifom

el is in the range 0:1753** < h* < £JY*. The weak
perturbation h* is acting on this gapless system . From
the transform ation §§”Z [ l)j§j¥;z we see that the
Zeem an eld I¥ acts as a staggered transverse eld In
the antiferrom agnetic XX Z m odel. Since the scaling di-
mension of ( 1¥8Y7 is R?, i jsa relevant perturbation
leading to the opening ofa gap &9

Hencewe ndthat,whenl¥ 6 0,theh” temm isalways
relevant and generates a m ass gap, while forh* = 0 the
system reducestothec= 1CFT orthe G aussian m odel.
T herefore the D M ott{S-M ott transition is a G aussian
U (1) criticality w ith the centralchargec= 1. Thecritical
point isat h* = 0, ie.,

3
u v+ ZJ? = 0: (339)

T he character of the gapped phases at h* 6 0 is deduced
by looking at the dom inant h*-tem . Sihce the gapped
phases should oon@qaond to statesm nin izing the rele—
vanth*tem, K %, inEq. @.38),weoonc]udethat
forh* > 0 q?* < 0) the ground state is a ferrom agnet-
ically ordered state w ith positive (negative) m agnetiza—
tion h$*1, or equivalently, in the D M ott (S-M ott) phase
In the origihalH ubbard ladder m odel; see Eq. (:3 .25

T he phase diagram obtained from the strong-coup ling
perturbation theory isshown in Fig. il: w here param eters
aretaken ast, = =2 and J; = 0. T he phase transition
between the DM ott state and the S-M ott state is de—
scribed as the G aussian criticaliyy, while the phase tran—
sition between the S-M ott state and the CDW state isn
the universality of the Ising phase transition. T he phase
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FIG .2: Strongcouplingphasediagram ofH¢ + He, + Hinte at
t; = =2 on theplane 0fV, =U and J, =U . TheCDW_}_Jhase
occupies the param eter region where the condition (3.22‘1) is
satis ed. T

diagram for nonzero J, is shown in Fjg_._nr_2:. The CDW
phase is realized when the condition (-_3;2_2) is satis ed.
W e note that, wihin the strong-coupling expansion to

second order, the CDW phase doesnot exist fortg, = t; .

Finally wediscusse ectsofthe rem aining interactions,
Hy,,Hyo,and Hpaiee We nd that wemay ignore Hy,
and H yo since they yield only a constant energy shift in
the second-order perturbation theory. By contrast, the
pairhopping tem changes the phase boundary. Since
Hpapit iy = 0 and Hpape 1 = Hap] iy, the interac-
tion part of the Ham iltonian Eq. 326) ismodi ed as

HO = Hiue+ Hpap, where
Bo, = 2 i 0 (3.40)
int 0 U + toair )

Themain e_ect oftayr isto change the coupling constant
h? n Eq. 838) toh®? = U % + 37, =4+ tap. In
this case, the critical behavior is still govemed by the
G aussian theory, and the critical point appears at

u W%+ 2J? + tair = 0: (341)
Thus, ort.y > 0, the pairhopping term tends to stabi-
lize the D -M ott phase. A s shown in the last subsection,
it also stabilizesthe CDW phase, and thenete ectofthe
pair hopping is to suppress the S-M ott phase sandw iched
by the D M ott and the CDW phases.

C. SF state asAF ordering of rung—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. Our
starting point is the pairhopping Ham iltonian H pair

©1d). The eigenstates of H o3 are given by ij, Rij,

(Biy+ #ij)= 2,and (Bi; Hi)= 2, satisfying

Hpajrj].ij = Hpajr]?.ij = O; (3.42)
i, A i A
Hpajr&pg—ﬂ% - ;ak&pg—j‘“ﬂ; (3.43)
Bis + Fi Biy+ His
Hpajr—jpz—J = ttar—p=—": (344)
W e thus

nd that the pair hogp_jng term favors the on—
site singlet state (Bi4 #i)= 2. Anticipating com pe—
tition betw een the on-sitg singlet state and the rung sin—
gkt state (i ®i)= 2 that has an energy gain of

3% =4 from the exchange temm H 5, , we will consider
In this subsection the situation where .. © 3J,; =4 and
J; Is the largest energy scale in the problem . Introduc—
jng Jl{aaj:r = tpaj:r 3% =4 (j Jli@aj:rj
and I£° by

J, ), wede nelf,

),
pair’

I‘?o =
I_?O

Hy, +H (3.45)

Hy + Hy, + Hy + Hy, + H (3.46)

o .
pair’
where Hp(gzr and Hgajr are cbtained from H .y by re-
placing toair with 3J; =4 and 4.4, respectively. The
unperturbed H am iltonian ¥, has eigenstates,

I Py _ 3 Ak P
— P —P= ’

i, _ iy 347)
2 4 2
}@OEPE—3413 = ZJ? Epi—jhj; (3.48)
Lo . 1 i+ 1
f@oﬁp% = 413 Ep%; (3.49)

W ew il ocuson the degerf)erate low -energy states (Jlij
®2i5)= 2and (Piy H#Ai)= 2andwork with the ollow ing
states that break tin e reversal sym m etry,

" i a1, Ri + 1Py Ay o, (351)

I iy Jq1i, 23 ipy A (3.52)

NI NI

W e regard them as stateswith nite current running on
the jth rung J'g.g), asthey are eigenstatesofthe \rung-
current operator" de ned by

X

5 i c;-/;l; Cii2; %/;2; Ci1; (3.53)
w ith eigenvalues 2,
Fimiy=+29"4; SHHi= 2%Hi:  G54)

W e note that J isnot a true current operator for By due
to the pair hopping tem .
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FIG . 3: Schem atic illistration of the states j" i and Jj#1i.
The arrow denotes a state w ith a nite current running in the
arrow 's direction.

The SF state has a longrange altemating orderof j" i
and Jj#1 or, equivalently, of currents circulating around
each plaquette Fi. :fl) To verify the existence of the
SF phase, we derive a low -energy e ective theory, in per-
turbation expansion in H ¢, for the low -energy states " ij
and j#1i5, which we regard as up and down states of a
pseudo-spin. In this picture, the antiferrom agnetic or-
dering of the pseudo-soins corresponds to the staggered

ux phase. The lowest-order contrbution i I£° com es
from the nonvanishing m atrix elem ents in the subspace
of j" ij and j# ij ’

1
h":r‘ifoj"ij=h#:r?°j#ij=5w+v? bai);i (355)
1
h" 8% 4 = h#48%9" 4y = SO v air); (3.56)

from which we obtain the wstorder e ective Ham iltto—
nian

X
gajr)

3

1
H = > (9] AV ~’j‘ + const;;  (3.57)

w here ~‘§‘ arethePaulim atrices (@ = x;y;z). The lowest-
order contributions in t and t; com e from the second-
order processes,

1
HEY = Hy

o (358)

He s
By, B
(@b) 1

H = H, ———Hy,;
By Ko

- (3.59)

where [, =

in the system . The nonzero m atrix elem ents ofH s(ia) are
given by

3% N=4wih N beingthe num berofrungs

8
b S by = g S =

33,
(3.60)

wherej ; i =";#).W ecan thusw rite
(2a)
Hgp

347 340 (5
as

H(Za): 4t]2(X z .z

e = 37 22 (3.61)

() @A)y () (A)

A v

FIG.4: Staggered ux state describbed as a Neel ordered
state of the pseudo-spin states, j" i and Jj#1i.

O n the other hand, the nonzero m atrix elem ents ofH S(ib)

are

@b) Ly @b) ., .
h"Hge J"i5=h#H i

4
=h" 1 P i = ney Py = 3? i (3.62)
from which we obtain
42 X
(2b) X
H = — ~% + const: 3.63
SF 3J? J ( )

From Egs. (:_3-:5-_"2), @:6:1:),and @26:3),we nd that the to—

tale ective H am iltonian isthe Ising chain in a transverse
eld,

X

HSp = B ~5~5, R~y

: (3.64)

j
where the antiferrom agnetic exchange coupling ¥ and
the m agnitude of the transverse eldH are given by

ag 1 8t
E = ; A= - U W» rt —
3J, 2 : Bair 3J,

(3.65)

This m odel exhibits an Ising criticality at € = FiJ: the
N eel ordered phase ¥ > Fi) corresponds to the SF
phase, while for € < fijthe system is disordered. T he
disordered ground state for B > ¥ > 0 is continuously
connected with the ground stateat B ! 1 , ie. the
eigenstate of ~* wih eigenvalie + 1. This state corre—
soonds to the D -M ott state in the origihalH ubbard lad-
der, since

1
7=+ 14y P~ 0"4 + J#i5)

1
= ?_E (i R¥) ! P Motti: (3.66)
Hence we conclude that the Ising disordered phase cor-
responds to the D -M otk phase.
Tt is Interesting to rew rite the transversem agnetic eld
H as

= ! U V+3J +8t§ (3.67)
2 ARV S AT '
T he SF phase is realized when the inequality
16Jg<U \% +3J <0 (3.68)
3J? ? 4 ? 1éa:.r o

is satis ed (@ssumng § = b = t), where we have to

keep in m ind the assum ption that Gair %J? .



Iv. WEAK-COUPLING APPROACH

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 neptlge
Fourier transform, cj; k., =0) = p(gj;l; + Cyp; )= 2,
]gj,.(k?=)= (_,, Gp; )= 2, and c k) =

e ¥y, )— N, where k = (;k;) and the lat-
er spacing a is set equalto 1. T he kinetic energy tem
then becom es

X
Ho He + Hy, =
k;

"k) k)c k); 41)

where "(k) = 2% cosk & ocosk; . Fort, < 2, both
the bonding (&, = 0) and antbonding k, = ) en—
ergy bands are partially lled, and their Fem i points
are located at k = kg, wih kg, = 5 + and
ke, = 3 , where s’ ( =2t,). At these
Fem ipoints the Fermm ivelocity takes the com m on value
w o= 2t [l 6 =2t.)°12. T the Hlowing analy-
sis we restrict ourselves to the isotropic hopping case
=t ( 9.

A . O rder param eters

Let us st de ne order param eters characterizing in-—
sulating phases studied In this section. W e consider the
CDW , SF, pdensity-wave PDW ), and f-density-wave
FDW ) states as possible density-wave ordered states.
T heir order param eters are w ritten as

1 X
OA:Z_ fak)d kK)e k+Q)
k;
1X .
— 1Yo ) ; 42
N .( YOa () @2z2)
J
whereQ = (; )andA = CDW ,SF,PDW ,FDW .The

form factor f) k) aregiven by fecpw = 1, fsr = cosk
cosk, , fppw = sink, and frpy = sink cosk, . O rder
param eters or the spin density waves are not considered,
since their correlations decay exponentially in thebulk of
thephase diagram ofourm odel. Tt isclearthattheCDW
order param eter,

Dy2); @3)

Ocow = > ns;1

has nonvaanthg average In the CDW states C_B- Z-L_ie_i and

63.111_)) T he order param eter of the SF state is

1.
—Jp ;37

O =
SF 4i

“44)

where the operator fp;j denotes a current circulating
around a plaquette:
X

Fsy 1

51 iz + C\J(;Z; G+ 172;

* Curgy Seims t S S :@5)

ThePDW phase isaPeierlsdin erized state along the leg

direction w ith Inter-leg phase di erence , characterized

by the order param eter,

O = i
PDW 4

S + Hx:

Cy1; %+ 12; Sii2;
4.6)

The FDW state is a di erent kind of staggered current
states. Its order param eter is

1 . A
Orpw = — J+;j J 7 @4.7)
w here the operatorsf ;3 represent currents  ow ing along
the diagonal directions of plaquettes:
N X
J+ 3 = l

CSJ{*' 1;2; chl; %;1; 4.8)

Cyv12; 7
" X
Jy=1 C§+ 171;

STy %;2;

T he long-range order of staggered currents ow Ing along
diagonals of the plaquettes hasbeen exam ined In a spin—
less ladder system £

W e also ntroduce order param eters of the s-wave and
d-w ave superconductivity,

S 4.9

1 X
Oa = —— fa K)o k) ( k); 410)
2N
where A = SCs and SCd, and fscs = 1 and fscq =
cosk  cosk .

B . B osonization

W e bosonize the Hubbard ladder H am iltonian in this
subsection . Follow ing the standard bosonization schem e,
we linearize the energy bands around the Fem i points.
T he linearized kinetic energy is given by

X
Ho= vr Pk

kip;

ka)d, Kg, k); @411

where the ndex p= +=  denotes the right/left-m oving
electron. W e introduce eld operators of the right-and
kftgoing electrons de ned by

1 X

pi ¢ &)= P= kxo o k;0);  (4d2a)
L k
1 X

p; i &)= 19? € XCp; k; ); (4.12b)

k



where L is the length of the system: L = N a. The
linearized kinetic energy now reads
Z X , d
Ho= vr dx pi i lpd—x ke T
Pi i
(413)
wherek, =0 () or =+ ( ).

The iInteractions am ong low-energy excitations near
theFennipojntsRHI = Hipe+ Hy, + Hyo+ Hpay, are
written asH; = dxH :, where

1X X 9 y v
Hi= - 9k p; ;1 pijz Piie Piis
pi  i=
+ G- g;;1 yp; i, Pi ia  Piis
+g’2k g;;l yp;;z Piia Piis
t %2 giil yp; iz Pi ia4 Pii3
+g3k g;;l g;;z Piia pi i3
RCEE giil g; i2 Pi  is pi i3
414)
Here = 71 3 and = 1 2. The prined summa—

tion over ; (A= 1;:::;4) is taken under the condition
1234 = t1,which comes from the m om entum con—
servation condition in the transverse direction. T he cou—
pling constants g, and g;, are related to the orighal
coupling constants in the H am iltonian C_Z-j,') :

Iix 1 0

—_— = lV') + ZJ') + m j; Vk+ 1m j_;V H (4.15)

a

G2 _ 1; 0
_—U+lV'>+ 4J?+ltpajr+mi;vk+lmi;v

a

(4.16)

w ith the num erical factors de ned by 1 = 1,1, =

3,1; = l.m1;+ =M 3;+ = 1,1'1'11; =ms3; = 2,
m ot +2, my; = +1. We have neglected the so-

called g; tem s describing the forward scattering pro—
cesses w ithin the sam e branch (left~/right-m over), since
ncliding these tem s would only cause nonuniversal
quantitative di erences to _the ground state phase dia—
gram . Th Egs. 4.15) and (4.4), we have estin ated the
coupling constants In lowest order in the interaction of
the Hubbard m odel. T he higher-order contrbutions can
ply a crucial role of changing topology of a phase dia—
gram , ifdi erent kinds of quantum criticalities acciden—
tally occur sin ultaneously when lowest-order coupling
constants are used, as is the,case in the 1D extended
Hubbard m odel at half- ]Jjngél: This is not the case in
the ladderm odelofour Interest, and we w illuse the low -
est order fom , Egs. (4.15) and $.14). fermee

W e apply the Abelian bosonization m ethod238324 and
rew rite the kinetic energy in term sofbosonic elds: Hgy =

X X d 2

H0=

l\>|h§
N

(4.17)

= ; r=

and refer to the charge and spin
refer to the even and odd sectors.
r (X) is a canonically conjigate vari-

Here the su ces
sectors and r =
The operator

abketo ,(x)and satis es [ &x); opo&)]= 1
x% .o 0. W ethen introduce chiralbosonic elds
Z X
1 0 0
(&) S k) dx” &) ; (418)
1
which satisfy the com m utation relations
[ L&) opo&)] = i(=4)sn&x & ;o o0 and
[T, &) oo&)]= 1( =4) ;o . The rightmoving

and left-m oving chiral elds * (x; ) and x; ) are
functions of ix=y) and + ix=w ), respectively,
where is Inagihary time. The kineticenergy density
can also be w ritten as
w X X X gp_?
Ho o = : (4.19)

;or=

W e also introduce the eld ,de nedby .= %,

.- The eld satis es the commutation relation
[ c&); &)= 1 ( x+ B 0, where () is
the H eaviside step function.

To express the electron elds in temm s of the bosons,
we de ne anew set of chiralbosonic elds

e = et T o4sFi4s P (420)
where p = , S = ,and = . The chiral bosons
obey the commutation relations [ p;s; )i’ pss0; 0 (X9)]
= ip s9n X }g) s;is® ;0 and [’+;s; i’ s0; o] =
i S;SO + 0.

7

The eld operators of the right—and lft-m oving elec—
trons are then w ritten as

pi i =p2;exp(jka;k7x+jp’p;s;); @21)

a
wheres= + for =" and s = for =4#. TheK lein
factors ; ,whichsatisfy £ ;; o,09=2 ;0 ;o,are

Introduced In order to retain the correct anticom m uta—
tion relation ofthe eld operatorsbetween di erent spin

and the band index. From Eq. QLZ_I:) the density opera-—
tor is given by

1 d
- . Y o 14
p,.;(x)—.p_, pi i =

P i 2 dx pisi &®):

(422)

The Ham iltonian and the order param eters,contain
only products of the K kin factors such a8

A " #; 7 h i+ ;o and ho ", #; 07
which satisfy = hhy = +h?®h®. Shee 2 = +1,
h? = %% = 1, theelgenvaliesare = 1,h= i,



and h® = i, W e will adopt the fllow ng convention:

=+1,h =ih%=1 .

In the bosonized H am iltonian the phase eld ap—
pearsintheorm cos@ +4 x)wih = s’ (e =2t).
Sihce t; & t) isnot small, we can safely assum e that
the , .isaelevant and the electrons are not con ned in the
Iegs23248Y In this case the cos@2 + 4 x) tem s be-
com e irrelevant. W e thus discard them as well as other
term s w ith higher-order scaling dim ensions. The inter-
action tem Eqg. @21:4) reduces to

X X

_ Ir +
Hi= 22 @k ", @ .
- ;o=
1 h
+ 2—28.2 et o cosS2 ;. cos2
+ Qo+ ;s+ COS2 4 COS2 4
+ e+ ;s cos2 4 ©os2
+ e 5 cos2 + ©os2
+ gz e+ COS2 cos2 4
+ gz,s ©OS2 cos?2
+ g5 cos2 cos?2
+ Jst+ ;s COS2 4 COS2 .
1
+ et 5 cos2 , cos2 ; 423)

w here the coupling constants for the bilinear term s ofthe
density operators are given by

X

g = G + By D)i (4 24a)
‘

g = G, *+ 9% k)i (4 24b)
r

gy = @, 9. 9i (4 24c)
.

g = G, 9, 9y (4 24d)

and the coupling constants for the nonlinear tem s are
given by

9ot o = %, 7 (4 25a)
Jetrjst = Gy + 9y i (4 25b)
Jor s 4, (4 250)
et ;s = 793, 7 (4 25d)
G ot = 9o i (4 25e)
G = G (4259
Gm =t 9 (4.259)
Jstis = TG, i (4 25h)
9o+ 5~ = t 91, ¢ (4 257)

W e note that the um klapp scattering (the gs term s) gen—
erates cosine potentials that lock the + eld.

10

The ooupling constants in Eqg. @;2:3) are not inde-
pendent param eters. In posing the global spin—rotation
SU (2) symm etry on the interaction tem sEq. ¢4.14),we

nd that the relations

o) 47 dS+d9) =0 @26
9, 9, 9 *t9, =0;  (@26b)
Dok 9> qu + gI? =0; (4 26¢)
9 9, g +g9, =0 @26
e % 9. tgy =0 @260

mu

ust hold. In temn s of the coupling constants in Eqg.
23), these relations read

g+ +g + 2055 0; 427a)
9+ 9 * 29, =0; 4 27p)
9o s+ Fo s g = 0; 427¢c)
e+ s+ G+ ;s Qs 5 = O 427d)

W e have ignored Eq. dfl-é_éé) which is the constraint on
the irrelevant cosine term / cos(@ + 4 x). Since the
SU (2) symmetry of the original Hubbard Ham fitonian
C_Z;]L') cannot be broken, the coupling constants n Eq.
(4 23) m ust satisfy Egs. @-_.2-_7;)—@-_.2-_73) in the course of
renom alization.

F inally, the order param eters are w ritten in tem s of

the phase elds:

Ocpw / cos 4+ sin cos 4+ COS
sin ; cos sin , sin ; (@4 28a)
Osp / CcOS 4+ COS cos 4 Cos
+ sin 4 sin sin 4 s ; (4 28b)
Oppw / COS 4+ COS sin  , sin
+ sn 4 sin s 4+ Cos ; (4 28c)
Orpw / cOS 4 sin sin 4 si
sin , cos oS 4 COS : (4.28d)
Osca/ € * cos cos 4 Cos
id *sn sh 4 sh ; (428
Oscs/ & * cos sin 4+ sin
ié *sin  cos ; cos 4286

C . Criticalproperties in the charge and spin m odes

In this subsection, we study the ground state phase
diagram through_ qualitative analysis of the bosonized
Ham itonian @ 23). First we classify the phases that
can appear at half- 1lling, and then discuss (@) the G aus-
sian criticality in the charge sector and (o) the Ising and
SU (2), criticalities In the spin sector.



1. Classi cation of phases

In general all the m odes becom e m assive in the ex—
tended Hubbard ladder at half- lling. This m eans that
in the bosonized H am iltonian {fl .23 ) cosine tem s are rel-
evant at low energies and that the bosonic phase elds
are locked at some xed values (ntegerm ultiples pf =2)
w here the relevant cosine potentialsarem inin ized 23 The
locked phase elds can be treated as classical variables,
and the average value of an order param eter is found by
substituting the locked phases into Eqg. {{1 .28 A nonva-—
nishing order param eter signals which phase is realized.
W e can reverse the logicand nd the con guration ofthe
locked phase elds foreach insulating phase by in posing
its order param eter to have itsm axin um m odulus. T his
iswhat we do in the ollow ing analysis.

In the SF,CDW ,PDW ,and FDW phases the ground
state breaksa Z, symm etry. T herefore the order param —
eter of these phases can have a nonvanishing valie at
zero tem perature even in one din ension. In each phase
the bosonic eds ., , +,and are pinned at
a point where the m odulus of the corresponding order
param eter ism axin ized. From Eq. (428) we can easily

nd at which values the bosonic elds are locked for the
four phases. The resulk is summ arized in Table :_i

Once the con guration of locked phase elds is un—
derstood for the SF and the CDW phases, we can also

nd that for the DM ott and the S-M ott phases using
the ollow ing argum ents. On the one hand, we know
from the strong-coupling analysis that these two nsulat—
Ing phases are Ising disordered phases of the SF and the
CDW phases, respectively, where the _ __  eld is locked.
On the other hand, the Ham ittonian ¢ 23) has som e co-
sine potentials that can lock the eld. Since the

eld is a conjigate eld to , these two  elds cannot
be locked at the sam e tin e. Tn fact, it isknownt! that an
Ising phase transition m ust be associated w ith sw itching
of phase locking from one bosonic eld to its conjigate

eld. W e can thus obtain the D M ott and the S-M ott
phases from the SF and the CDW phasesby exchanging
the role of the eld and the eld, arriving at
the phase locking pattem shown In Tab]e:_i. A brief com —
m ent on the connection to the superconducting states is
In orderhere. Ifwe ignore the + m ode for them om ent,
the order param eter ofthe d-wave (s-w ave) superconduc—
tiviy takes nonzero am plitude when the locked phases
thh i,h ,i,andh i) ofthe D M ott (S-M ott) phase
are substituted mtq D, sG ey T hJ,s_Js_qol'1SJste1'1t w ith the
previous resulrs 14323844940 Tdr s that, upon dop-
ing, the D M ott state tums into the d-w ave supercon-—
ducting state n the tJ or Hubbard ladder. The e ect
of carrier doping is to m ake the um klapp tem irrele—
vant and to leave the , eld unlocked. The operator
et ¢ representing the superconducting correlation then
becom es quasidong-range ordered.

Tt is possble to construct a disorder param eter that
characterizes the Ising transitions and that has a nonva-
nishing expectation value In the D -M ott and the S-M ott

11

phases. A candidate operator for the disorder param eter
is

X3
;= exp iz Xi g
2'1=1

Xi= C&jf;l;" Cippjm + CY'Z;" Cizim

L7

q/;l;# Ci;Z;# %;2;# Ci;l;# : 429)

In the weak-coupling lim it we take the continuum lim it
and express the operator {429) in tem s of the bosonic
elds. W e then obtain

;= expli @1: (4.30)
Indeed, the disorder param eter ; takes a nonzero value
In theD -M ott and the S-M ott phasesw here the eld
is ocked. In the strong-coupling lim it studied in Sec. ITI,
we may Inpose the condition that nj; + nj;» = 2 and
S, + S{, = 0 on every rung. Under this condition we

nd thatexp (5X3) = 1 £X7 and 5 reducesto
3
3= C&jf;l;" Cli/;l;#ci;Z;#ci;Z;" + He:
=1
SiaSip * SinSi, i 431)

which acts on the pseudo-spin states de ned in Secs.
ITA and ITIC as jj‘l‘ii= j i and jj'iiS j*fll for
i j, Thismeansthat wecan write 5 = ; ¥ and

1 1

;= ] ~¥ nearthe CDW {SM ott and the SF {D M ott
t.tansﬂ:ons, respectively. They are ndeed the disorder
param eter of the quantum Ising m odef? that describes
the CDW {S-M ott and the SF {D -M ott Ising transitions.

Sinhce the PDW and the FDW phases break Z, sym —
metry, we can naturally expect that these two phases
should also have their own Ising disordered phases. W e
shall callthem S’-M ott and D ’-M ott phases for the rea-
son that will becom e clear below . The con guration of
phase Iocking in the S’M ott and D '-M ott phases can be
obtained from that of the PDW and FDW phases by
exchangingh iand h i; sce Tabke T. We see in-
m ediately that the phase-locking pattem of the S'-M ott
D 'M ott) state di ers from that ofthe S-M ott O M ott)
only in the locking ofthe  eld shifted by =2. This
In 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 ; mode, and that the S’-M ott
O "M ott) state should evolve into the s-wave (d-wave)
superconducting state upon carrier doping as in the S—
M ott O -M ott) state.

The nature of the S'-M ott state can be deduced
through its sin ilarity to the SM ott state B10).

rst note that, as m entioned above, the S’-M ott state
is related to the S-M ott state by a =2 shift ofthe .
m ode, which isequivalent to translhtion by halfunit cell,
In such away that the PDW state isrelated to the CDW



TABLE I:Pattem ofphase locking. The

12

sym bol indicates that a bosonic eld is not locked. I;s are integers.

Phase h +1i h i + 1 h i h i
CDW s+ T @O+ 1D+ L s+ T s+ L
SF EIO + I; EIO + I EIO + I3 EIO + 14
PDW E(Io‘*' D+ I - (Th+ 1)+ L EIO+ I3 EIO-F Iy
FDW s@+ 1)+ I s+ L s+ Is s+ L
SM ott s+ I s+ D+ L s+ Iz s+ L
DM ott EIO+ I EIO-F I EIO+ I3 EIO+ Iy
S'M ott s@+ 1)+ I s+ 1+ L s+ I s+ L
D 'M ott @+ 1+ I s+ I s+ T s+ L

state. This suggests that the center of m ass of a sin—
gkt in the S'-M ott state should be located at a center
of a plaquette. Noting that cosk cosk; is positive (s—
wave lke) at all the Fem i points, k = &+ )0
and (5 ); , of the ladder m odel, we speculate
that the sihglktpair wave function (or the symm etry of
a Cooper pair In the s-wave superconducting state real-
ized upon doping) is ofthe orm cosk cosks ¢ k)l ( k)
In momentum space. In real space this corresoonds to
a linear com bination of two singlets form ed between di-
agonal sites of a plaquette. From these consideration we
com e to propose the ollow ing wave function as a repre—
sentative of the S’-M ott state:
Y 3

B M otti= 2 (C\J/'Fl;" C§+ 1254

3

+

Ji2i"

é;l;# C§+ 12"

Gi2i# e 1) P14 32)

T his state m ostly consists of singlets along the diagonal
direction of plaquettes but also contains resonating sin—
glets that are form ed by two soins on di erent legs that
can be separated far away.

The D "M ott state consists of singlets that would tum
Into d-wave C ooper pairs upon doping. Since the singlet—
pair wave function in the D -M ott state is cosk, in mo—
mentum space, we expect that the sihglt pairs in theD -
M ott state should be ofthe form cosk. In realspace this
corresponds to a linear com bination of singlets form ed
In the lg direction. This leads to the follow ing wave
function

o4

I+ 1154

2 3

Y X ..d 4
P M otti= 4 JiL" T3+ 1L c‘g;l;# Jt LiL" 5 Pi

, 2
i F12

(4 33)

as a representative of the D '-M ott state. It iseasy to see
by expanding the product that this state is a resonating
valence bond state in which som e singlets can be form ed
out of two spins that are separated arbitrary far away
along a leg. However, am plitude of the states having
such a long-distance singlkt is exponentially suppressed
w ith the distance between the two spins. .
It is Interesting to note that the wave finction {4.33)
can be constructed from the S-M ott wave function

810 by replcing &, with

10 ,where 1= 2 (1)

orl=1 (21:2 such that C\J(il;" C\J(ili# (c§+ 1;L" c?;L'# +
oppm c; L14)= 2. Thisrulecan also be used to construct

the wave fiinction oft_h_e D '-M ott state @;3:3) from that
ofthe D M ott state 3.9).

Since the eld is locked in the S'M ott and D -
M ott phases, the operator 4.3() also serves as the dis-
order param eter in the PDW {S’M ott and the FDW {D -
M ott transitions of the Ising universality class. In fact,
the disorder param eter (4 ;3_(1) takes a nonzero valie in
any ofthe M ott phases and vanishes otherw ise.

The various insulating phases and phase transitions
am ong them are schem atically shown in FJg-B In this

gure phase transitions between a phase in the keft col-
umn and another in the right colimn, such as transi-
tions between the M ott phases, are the c= 1 G aussian
criticality. Tt would be interesting to nd an orxder pa-
ram eter that can distinguish di erent M ott phases. T he
transitions in the vertical direction w ithin a colum n are,
if continuous, either the ¢ = 1=2 Ising criticality or the
c= 3=2 SU (2),; criticality. T he latterm ay be replaced by
a rst-order transition. W e w ill discuss these transitions
In m ore detail in the follow ing subsubsections.

A briefcom m ent on the related earlierw orks is In order
here. The top four phases (SF, CDW , S-M ott, and D -
Mott) nF J'g.ﬁ and the G aussian and Ising transitionsbe-
tw een these phases have been found in the weak-coupling
RG analysis of the SO (B} symm etric ladder m odel by
Lin, Balents, and Fisher?? The m isidenti cation of the
SF phase with the PDW phase made in this work has
been corrected later by F 3 restad and M arston 24 W e
have pointed out the existence of fourm ore phases in the
generalized Hubbard ladder m odel and detem ined the
universality class ofthe phase transitionsbetween allthe
8 phases.

2. Gaussian criticality in the charge degrees of freedom

F irst we discuss the G aussian criticality when all the
m odes except the relative charge m ode ( ) becom e
m assive at som e higher energy scale. This siuation is



CDW
é
v v
D—-Mott S—Mott
——O— )
XXX
PDW FDW
A A
177 ... Mm
S-Mott —Mott

<— Gaussian criticalitgc=1)
--» |sing criticality  (c=1/2)

«—— SU(2), criticality (c=3/2)
or first—order transition

FIG.5: Schem atic illustration of the phase diagram under
the global SU (2) symm etry. T he phase transitions indicated
by the solid (dashed) arrows are the c= 1 (c= 1=2) criti~
cality. T he phase transitions indicated by the double arrow s
are eitherthe c= 3=2 SU (2)2 cppcahty or rst order; see dis—
cussion in Sec. IVC 3 and Fig.10. T he diagonal solid arrow s
denote the G aussian transitions in the 4+ m ode.

relevant fr the horizontal transitions :n Fig. §: SF{
CDW , DM ott{SM 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 exampl. W ihout loss of generality
we may assum e that the phase variables are locked at
h yi=h i= h i= O0Omod Below the en-—
ergy scale at which the three elds are locked, we can
replace the cosine term s in the H am iltonian Eq. @:2:3) by
their average: cos2 + ! c 4 hcos2 4 i,cos2 4 !

C 4 hoos2 4 i, and cos2 I ¢ hoos?2 i,
wherec ,,c 4+, and ¢ are nonuniversal posiive con—
stants that depend on bare Interactions. W e then have
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the e ective theory

H o= — @ "7+ e )
+ % A
+ ZgCZ_aZ cos2 ; (4 34)
w here the coupling constant g;— is given by
FG=C+%jo T CH+ U TC Fis (435
Since the canonical din ension of cos2 is 1, the g—

term is a relevant perturbation and hence the system

alwaysbecom esm assiveexceptwhen g;— = 0. Ifg;—> 0,
then the phase eld is bcked ash i= =2mod ,
which corresponds to the S-M ott phase. W hen g-— < 0,
the phase eld is ocked ash i= Omod , and the
ground state in this case tums out to be the D-M ott
state. The G aussian criticality with the central charge
c= 1 is realized at g;— = 0. In tem s of the ordiginal
Hubbard interactions the coupling constant g;— is given
by

3
E- CU M4 Ih o+ +COU VY
a
(4 36)
where C cy,+ci+c andcCc?® 2cy+2c, ¢

are nonuniversal positive constants. Thus, the DM ott
(S-M ott) state appearswhen U V% o+ 37, =4+ Hair

co'wvy V9=C > 0 ( 0), and the G aussian criticality
showsup at
3 0 0
U ST o0 V9= 0 @37)

which is the sam e as the phase boundary obtained from
the strong-coupling analysis, Eq. G 41), orv, = v°= 0.

The SF{CDW phase transition can be analyzed in a
sin ilar way. W e consider a situation where the phase
variable , Instead of , is Jocked at h = 0Omod

. In this case we can replace the cosine factor In the
Ham iltonian as cos2 ! ¢c— _ _hoos2 1> 0. The
e ective theory is given by Eq. {4.34) w ith the coupling
constantgz—= C + goy o+ C+ Gy T ¢ g5 - The
SF (CDW ) state is realized forg;— < 0 ¢ 0), where the
phase islocked at 0 ( =2) mod . In tem s of the
originalH ubbard interactions, the coupling constant g;—
isgiven by Eq. @3§) withC = c, + c, > 0andC®=
2c ++2c 4 + 3c—. W ethusconclude that the SF (CDW )
state appears orU V% + 2Jp + tpar  COWy  V)=C > 0
(< 0), and the condition for the G aussian criticality is
given by Eq. @437).

T he other transitions of the c¢= 1 G aussian criticality
can also be analyzed In the sam e m anner. W e note that
In addition to the G aussian criticality in the m ode
discussed above, there is another G aussian criticality in
the + mode that govem the SF{FDW , CDW {PDW ,
D -M ott{D "M ott, and S-M ott{S’-M ott transitions.



3. Z, O (3) symm etry in the spin degrees of freedom and

the Ising and SU (2), criticality

Here we focus on the case where the m asses of the
two chargem odes ( ) are larger than those of the spin
m odes ( ). Below the m ass scale of the charge m odes
we may regard that the + and elds are locked
by cosine potentials. The e ective low-energy theory

is obtained from Eq. (423) by replacing cos2 , and
cos2 by their average values c . hcos2 41 and
c— hoos2 i
i
Y/
H = = @*, “+e ,%+e* *+ @ 2
g+ + s+
+22@+@+ 22a20032+
g9 +
+ F @ @
Js Is
+ 2 222 232 cos2 + 2 222 232 cos2
Js+ ;s
+ S 2.2 cos2 4+ Cos2
EC 2 2 ; 438
2 2.2 cs2 4+ cos ; ( )

w here the coupling constantsgs: , gs , and g;— are given
by

s+ Ct Jot js+ T C—9c s+ 7 (4 39a)
s Ct et ;s T %gc*;s ; (4 39%)
95— Ct Ty ;s + 9 s ¢ (4 39¢)

T he coupling constants In Eq. @-;3-35) are not com pletely
free param eters, since the system has the spin-rotational

SU (2) symm etry. From Egs. @;2_1) and {4.39), the con—
straints on the coupling constants read

s+ G g5 = 0; (4 40a)
1

Os+ 5 = E ++g ); (4 40b)
1

s+ 55 = E g+ g ): (4 .40c)

To appreciate the SU 2) symm etry in thee ective theory
4 3g), we fem donize it by introducing spinless ferm ion

elds ,;r = and r= ):
p®) = p=—=exp 12 ,&) ; (4.41)
2 a
wheretheindex r= + ( ) refersto the total (relative) de—
greesoffreedom ofspinmode,and £ »; rog= 2 ;0. The
density operators are given by : [ 5, = G T =

W ethen introducetheM apranaferm ions ™ m=1 4)
by

1

. 1 .
o = P= cHiZg = P ot il (442

These ?]ds satisfy the anticommutation relations
£26&); o &®)g = ® R) ppo oamo. W ith the help
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of the SU () constraints @;4:(]), we rew rite the e ective
Ham iltonian in term s ofthe M a prana ferm ions:

VF .
H = ]?(+ NCin £ ) me +
Vi
Eotet et ot
g+ 2 g
= G L R )
where we have introduced , = (}; Z; 2) and
m, &, 4, X %, (4 .44)
2 a 2 a

Thus the e ective theory for the spin sector becom es
O 3) Z symm etric, ie., the fourM a prana fem ionsare
grouped Ito a singlet * with massm g and a triplkt
wih massmy. W e note that the O 3) 7% symme-
try also appears In the low €nexyy e ective theory ofthe
isotropic H eisenberg ladder2429 Tt is known that, when
mg;me & 0, the quartic m arghhal tem s lad to, m ass
renom alization,m ! msandm, ! ., where24®4

Br=mit = m.n—+ 2 m.Ih——; (4.45)
2 nejd 4w msJ
’g=mg+ meh——:~! (4 .46)
Vi neJ
Here isahigh-energy cuto .Thee ective theory then
reduces to
VF .
H = 37(+ Q4 £ ) Iee +
Vi
% fed et des P oYt:i@4)

I inm ediately Hllow s from Eq. @ 47) that the Ising crit-
icalty wih ¢= 1=2 emergesasms ! 0. On the other
hand, the critical properties for the O (3) lnvariant sector
e+ ! 0) isknown to be described by the SU ), W ess—
Zum noM pvikov-W iten m odel w ith the central charge
c= 32548l

Let us exam ine the criticalbehavior n m ore detailus—
ing the scaling equations for the coupling constants ap—
pearing in the e ective Ham iltonian {4.43):

B G466 . + 2G.G (4 48a)
— = - ; 48a
dl t t + 2 s
6.4 2606 ; (4 .480)
dl s 2 t ’ D
dGc 1 1
L =262, + 262 +26%4 (4 48¢)
dl 2 2
dG =G +G + 2GGg; (4 48d)
dl + tY9sr M
where dl = da=a, Gy = g+=2 Vv, Gg = (3
gs)=2 W%, and G = g =2 w . The couplinhg
Gs and G: are rekvant, whike G are marghal
W ithin the oneloop RG we nd 4 stable xed

points, G ;G4 ;G , ;G )y = ( 1; 1;1;1) and



TABLE II: Signs of the xed-point coupling constants and
them asses m4,m®s, ®t) In various phases.

Phase ©—i9s+ i9s i95—i9 +i9 ) Mg s I
CDW 7 307 i+7) + +

SF (i 307 5+7) +

PDW (;+;0;+;+; ) +

FDW +;+;0;+;+; ) + +

S-M ott i 5 0i+5+) + + +
DM ott (i 7 i0it+i+) + +

S'M ott (i+5+505+;+)

D 'M ott (+;+;+;0;+;+) +

(1; 1;1; 1), whith correspond to the 8 phases

listed in Fjg.:_S and Tab]eL']-ZI. T he Ising criticality is gov—
emed by the unstable xed point G,;G4;G | ;G ) =
( 1;0;1 ;0), where the M aprana fermion * ismass
less. The unstable xed point G ;G ;G ,;G ) =
©O; 1 ;0;0) corresponds to the SU () criticality since
the triplet becom es m assless. Finally, we nd an-—
otherkind ofunstable xed points G.;G,;G ,;G )=
©O; 1 ;1 ;0), where all the m odes are m assive. To un-
derstand the nature of these unstable xed points, let
us assume (@s+ ;95— G i9+i9 )= 0;2 1;2 2;0),
where ;,;, are constants (; € 0, , > 0). This, to-
gether w ith the SU (2) constraint {fl 4Q ladsto g;— =

g = 1andgs+,s = Jst s 2 < 0. In this case
the cosnetem sin H (4 .3§) becom e
> 2a2 (cos2 cos?2 )

2—,jazoos2 . (s2  + cos2 )i (4.49)

Suppose that ; > Oandh ;i=h i= 0.Wethen

nd that the potential {4 49) has degenerate m inin a at,
eg, b +1ih i;h i) = ©;0; ) and—zl; 5),whe1:e
m eans that the phase eld is not locked. Since these
m inin a correspond to the D-M ott and PDW phases,
the unstable xed point describes a rstorder tran—
sition between the D-M ott and PDW phases, respec—
tively. Hence we conclude that the unstable xed points
G+iG4iG ;G ) = (©0; 1 ;1 ;0) correspond to a
rst-order phase transition. The phase transition at
which the renom alized triplet m ass G, vanishes can be
either SU (2)2 crjtjcaljty.or rst-order transition, depend—
ing on the sign of G ,%%. The condition fr the SU ),
criticality isG+c= 0 and G 4+ < 0 below the energy scale
where G35 becom es of order 1. On the other hand, the
rst-order transition is realized ifGy = 0 and G ;+ > O.
The phase elds are locked at some multiples of =2
depending on signs of the relevant coupling constants at
a xed pomt, (% s+ 79 g—), of the cosine poten—
tials in Egs. @34.) and @38) Com paring the con g-—
uration of the locked phases and those listed in Tablk
:_i, we can nd out to which phase the ground state be-
longs for given com bination ofthe renom alized coupling
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constants, (g-—ids, iJs ;9;—). Tablke :_]i[ sum m arizes for
each phase the signs of these renom alized coupling con—
stants including g , which is positive (negat:ye) w hen

( ) is Jocked. W hen writing Table -]:[ we have

used the fact (a) that either one of g and g,— must

vanish exoept at the Ising criticality because_ __ and
are conjigate elds, and (o) that Eqg. -(4 40a) con—
straints possible com binations of signs of gs; , g5 , and

g5—-

T he coupling constants listed In Table 'J,E{ also deter—
m Ine the signs of massesm 4 = g;—=2 a), ', and e
through Egs. @44), @45), and @.46). The Gaussian
(c= 1), Ishg (c= 1=2), and SU ), (= 3=2) critical-
ities are realized when my, = 0, g = 0, and ey = O,
regpectively. From Table gi[ we can therefore gure out
w hich criticality can occur at each phase transition where
the relevant m ass changes sign. The universality class
of the phase transitions is also summ arized In Fig. :_5
We nd from TableiIl that the CDW {S-M ott and SF {
D M ott phase transitions are indeed in the Ising univer—
sality class and the D -M ott{S-M ott phase transiion is
In the G aussian universality class, In agreem ent w ith the
strong-coupling approach in Sec. ITT.

Let us discuss in plications of the above general qual-
fFative analysis to the phase diagram of the extended
Hubbard ladder. From Egs. (439) and $44) we write
the barem asses In termm s of the coupling constants in the
m odel:

1
ms=2_20+(U Eaj_r"’vo)
3 0
+c— U v + ZJ’) + tpa:ir 4V H
(4 50)
1. 3,
me= — 2C 4 Ve, + =J, =V
2 4 2
3 0
+c— U \7?+ZJ?+tpajr+2V
(4 .51)

To sin plify the discussion, we assum e here that Vy =

tarr = 0 and that  islocked ath ,i= 0
mod ), ie, c+ > 0. IfU % + 3J,=4 > 0
(< 0),thephase  islocked at 0 ( =2) [eeEq. (.34)]
and ¢c— = hcos2 i> 0 < 0). Thus, the product
c— U W + 3J, =4) ispositive forboth positive and neg—
ativeU W + 3J, =4, and hence thebarem assesm g and

m ¢ are also positive. W e argue, how ever, that the Ising
criticality is possible due to the m ass renom alization ef-
fect. The renom alized m ass e can becom e negative
since the coupling constantg  of the correction tem in
Eq. {444) isgivenbyg = 2a( W% + J,=4).W eexpect
that su ciently JargeV, can drive the system toward the
Ising criticality in the * mode, even when tpai = O.

In addiion to the Ising criticality at large V, , the
G aussian criticality in the m ode should appear at
V, = U + 3J; =4. Let us nd out which phase is realized



near the G aussian criticallne. W henU % + 3J,=4=
0, the coupling g equals 2U J and the renom al-
ized Ising m ass becom es

e, U 33, 232
—5 =1 aA— 1+ + == n —— ;
c.U U U2 U+ J,
(4 .52)
where A is a positive constant of order 1. For small

J; =U this renom alized Ising m ass should be positive,
and we conclude that the D -M ott and the S-M ott phases
are separated by the G aussian critical line (N ote that
ry > 0). Aswe Increase J; =U (or V, =U) along the
G aussian critical line, the negative correction (/ g )
In the m ass renom alization increases and eventually re ¢
can change sign. A cross this Ising transition the D -M ott
and S-M ott phasestum into the SF and CDW phases, re—
spectively. T his In plies that a pair ofphases surrounding
the G aussian critical line changes from (© -M ott,S-M ott)
to (SF,CDW ) at a tetracritical point as J, =U increases.
T his qualitative analysis w ill be supported in the next
subsection by a m ore quantitative renom alization group
analysis.

Now we brie y discuss the e ect of the pair hopping
temm t,.4 and next-nearest-neighbor repulsion V 9. W hen

= 0, the G aussian transition takesplace at U v o+

30 =4+ tyar = 0 e Eq. (437)]. Thus r Jarge tyax,
we can have a situation wherem 3 < 0 andmt> 0 with
U WV +3J, =4+ tpay ’ 0 eeEgs. @ 50) and @ 51)], ie.,
Hair can stabilize the SF state near the G aussian critical
Ine. In the case a3 = 0, on the other hand, we expect
that su ciently largeV ° can Jead to a phasewithm s > 0
andm < 0 ie, the PDW state, ifc . c—> 0.

F inally, we discuss In plications of our schem atic phase
diagram ¢ ig. -5) to the phase diagram of isotropic soin—
% ladder system s, which have been studied Jntensme,]y
In connection with the so-called H aldane’s con fcture2
about the existence ofa nite energy gap in the J'nteger—
soin Heisenberg chain. By using the abelian bosoniza-
tion method, it has been shown that four kinds of
gapped phases can appear in spin ladder system s w ith
various types of exchange interactions®4€4 T he possble
gapped phases are (1) the rung sihglkt state, which is
known to be realized in the isotropic H eisenberg ladder
w ith nearest-neighbor antiferrom agnetic exchange cou—
plings, ) the A eckKennedy-Lieb-Tasaki@K LT )-lke
soin liquid state, in which shortirange valence bonds cou—
ple soins on neighboring rungs,ﬁl: (3) the din erized state
along chain wih relative phase, and (4) the dim er-
ized state along chain w ith zero relative phase. Both the
rung single state and the AK LT -like state are Haldane—~
type soin liquids w ith unique ground state and no bro—
ken local symm etries. In the dim erized states which are
known to be realized when a su clently strong four-soin
Interaction is Jnc]uded,- 188 there is soontaneousbreaking
of the translation (Z,) symm etry and the ground state
is two-old degenerate. In the lim i of large U the ex—
tended Hubbard ladder we analyze in this paper should
reduce to a system with only the spin degrees of free—
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dom . This situation corresponds to gz— < 0 [see Eqg.
436)], ie, my < 0, with dn 43 JrsFired Under
this condition, we still have four phases: the SF, D -
M ott, PDW , and S’M ott phases. From Tabl I (see
also Reﬁ.:_S-é_;,',‘_';Q'E(_)'), wecan nd corresoondence between
the phases In soin lJadders and the phases which we have
obtained in the extended Hubbard ladders: The rung-
sihglet and AK LT -lke H aldane states corresoond to the
D -M ott and S’-M ott states, respectively, and the PDW
(SF') state correspondsto the dim erized state along chain
wih  (0) relative phase. W e note that physical pictures
of phases In the extended Hubbard ladder are consis—
tent w ith those in soin ladder; for exam ple, the D -M otk
state is nothing bug the rung singlkt state, as seen In
the strong-coupling approach (see Sec. ITI). The AKLT —
likke H aldane state, which is known to be realized either
w ith plaquette diagonal ex¢hange coupling or w ith fer—
rom agnetic rung exdqange,'éq would be an oothly con-—
nected to the S’-M ott state, in which the ground-state
wave fnction consists of singlets form ed betw een diago-
nalsites of plaquettes [see Eq. 4. .32 )] and, m oreover, has
the sam e topologicalnum bers as the AK LT -like H aldane
state®d The PDW state is nothing but the dim erized
state w ith interchain phase as seen In Fig.i§, which
is not a Haldanetype spin liquid since the PDW state
spontaneously breaks translation symm etry and is two-—
fold degenerate. In order to discuss phase transitions in
soin ladder system s, two kinds of string order param e-
ters have been introduced which characterize hidden or-
ders wih di erent topological num bers, ie., the parity
of the num ber @fdin ers crossing a line perpendicular to
the two chains®I#1 These su:mg order param eters are
di erent from 5 Eq. 8 29) 5 is associated w ith
exp (1 ) in the bosonized ﬁ)rm whﬂe the string order
param eters ntroduced in Refs. 6d and '62 are associated
with the , eld iInour notann SJnoe the phase tran—
sition associated with the ; eld isrelatedtom.! O,
we expect that the string order param eters ntroduced
in Refs. .60 and -62. characterize the SU (2), cr:i:cahi:y or
the rst-orderphase transition (double arrow sin FigJ. 5)
In our schem atic phase diagram (5) the phase transition
from the rung singlt state to the AKLT Haldane state
can take place, (ybich is actually the case In the spJn—
ladder system £9%3), ifthe SU ), and the Ising criticali-
ties appear sin ultaneously. T his In plies that the central
charge for the continuous transition between the rung
singlet and the AKLT statesisgivenby 2 + 2 = 2. This
transition becom es st orderwhen them argihalinterac—
tion in the triplet M a prana ferm ion sector ism arginally
relevant.

D . Renorm alization group analysis

In this subsection, we study the ground-state phase
diagram of the extended Hubbard ladder m odel using
perturbative RG analysis of the 13 coupling constants

appearing in Eqg. @:2:3) . These coupling constants are,



how ever, not Independent because of the 4 constraints
com ing from the SU (2) symm etry, Eq. @;2_7:). A ccord—
ingly, we have 9 Independent RG equations that describe
how the coupling constants scale when we change the
lattice constant a ! Al The 9 dependent variables

we choose to work wih are: G g+=2 w,G
g =2 VFIG+ g+=2 VFIG g=2 VFIG
Qe+ s I+ ;?)=2 v, G (g? is g?;s )=2 V&,
Ga %+;c7=2 vr, Gg q+;s+=2 % , and G¢
O s+ =2 Vr . After som ealgebraweobtain theRG equa-
tions:
dG = +G2 + 3G2 + 1G2 (4 53)
da S R
d 2 3 .2 1,
—G = G -G -G*; 4 54
dl Ao27C 2 @->4)
d 1 1
3¢ - +§G2+ + EG2 +G2+G2; (4 55)
d
aG =+G ;+ G + Gg G + GG ; (4 .56)
dG = +1G G G G
a® 20 TR 2 A
3
—-Gg G G G ; 457
568 Ge > ( )
dG = + lG Gg + G G
dl B 2 + B + B
1
Ga G + EG G ; (4 58)
dG = lG Ge + G G
dl C 2 C + C
1
Ga Gp + EG G ; (4 .59)
dG —+1G G +3G G Ga G ; (4.60)
di 2 " 2 ° REo
dG = lG G + 3G G Ga G 4.61)
di 2 2 ¢ " :

T hese equations are equivalent to the ones reported in
Ref. :_25, In which another set of 9 Independent variables

areused: b; = @G+ +g )=8,b,; = g+ + g )=2,
b,=9g=4b,=9,f,= G+ g )=8,f,= G+
g ), u11 = g =8,u,, = g =8,and u;, = gg =2, where

g = 2 w G

Tntegrating the RG equations {4.53)-{4.61) num eri-
cally with the iniial condition set by the bare coupling
constants in the extended Hubbard ladder m odel, we

nd that G + () grows most rapidly and becomes of
order unity rst. At the length scale 1= 1, where
G + 1+)= 2, we stop the num erical Integration. Be—
low thisenergy scale the + m odebecom esm assive. W e
can assum e w ithout losing generality that the phase
isbcked ath ;i= Omod . Thee ective theory at
lower energy scal (1> 1.) is obtaied from Eq. {423)
through the substitution cos2 ! 1, g, o ' g,
e+ s+ s+ r e+ ;s Js and e+ s ! 9s - We
then derive and solve the RG equations for the coupling
constants in the e ective theory to understand the low —
energy properties ofthe rem ainingm odes. T he pattem of
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FIG.6: W eak-coupling phase diagram ofH¢ + He, + Hunt
att, = & = tand J, = 0 obtained from the l-loop RG

equations. There isam asslessm ode (C 1S0) on the boundary
between the D M ott and the S-M ott states while the bound-
ary between the S-M ott and the CDW state jsCOS% .

phase locking can be found from asym ptotic low -energy
behavior of the g;—, gs+  9s , and g;— In the num erical
solution ofthe RG equations. The phase eld =

or (, )islocked ath i= =2 or 0, if the coupling
constantg (@2 fg;—;gs+ ;9s ;95—9) behavesasg! +C
or C in the low-energy lim it, respectively, where C is
a positive constant of order uniy. O nce the con gura—
tion ofthe locked phase eldsisdeterm ined, the resulting
ground state is found from Tabl :_i T he phase diagram
of the extended Hubbard ladder obtained In thisway is
shown in Figs. :_é{:_l(_]' W e note that this approach repro—
duces the phase diagram ofthe SO (5) symm etric ladder
obtained iIn earlier studies2389 Since the exotic phases
like the SF' state and the S-M ott state appear only or a
negative U in this m odel, we w ill not further discuss it
as we concentrate on the case w ith positive U and V in
this paper.

Let us st consider the sin ple case where U and V,
are the only electron-electron interactions. The phase
diagram on the plane of U=t and V; =t is shown in Fig.
lé In this and other phase diagram s shown below, all
the m odes are gapped everyw here except on the phase
boundaries. W ith the standard notation CnSm of rep—
resenting a state hamng n m asslkess chargem odes and m
m asslessspinm odes,- 1 the threephases n F ig. -é are char-
acterized as the \C 050" phase2929 T he phase boundary
between the D -M ott state and the S-M ott state is the
U (1) G aussian critical line ofthe m ode (C1S0),which
isgiven by V; = U; seeEq. @37) with J, = 0. The
phase boundary between the S-M ott state and the CDW
state is the Ising critical line ofthe spin m ode, which
isC0S3 1 This weak-coupling phase diagram is sin ilarto
Fig. .]. obtamed from the strong-coupling approach.
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FIG.7: W eak-coupling phase diagram ofH¢ + H £ + H int
att, = tt and U=t = 1. This corresponds to Fig. Inset

show s weak-coupling phase diagram of H t, T He, + H int +

Hpar at b = & = t, U=t = 1, and fan=t = 0:5. On the
boundaries between the D M ott and the S-M ott states and
between the SF and the CDW states exists a m assless m ode
C1S0. A masskss mode C OS% 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 erent choice of U=t does
not yield qualitative changes to this phase diagram .

Next, we include the AF exchange coupling J; . The
phase diagram on the plane of J,=U and V,=U at
U=t= 1lisshown n FJg:j. A di erent choice ofU=tdoes
not lad to qualitative changes in the J, =U vs V, =U
phase diagram . An interesting new feature is that the
SF phase show s up between the D -M ott phase and the
CDW phase. This is n agreem ent w ith the qualitative
analysis ofthe previous subsection, where i is found that
the exchange Interaction J, suppressesthe S-M ott phase
and helps the SF phase appear. T he G aussian criticality
of the mode (C1S0) em erges on the alm ost straight
phase boundary between the D -M ott phase and the S-
M ott phase and between the SF phase and the CDW
phase. This critical line isgiven by V, =U = 1+ 3J, =4U,
In accordance w ih Eq. (:4-;3:”2) . The phase boundary be-
tween the D -M ott phase and the SF phase and between
the S-M ott phase and the CDW phase is the Ising criti-
cality C OS% . A tetracriticalpoint ofC 18% appears at the
point w here the tw o kinds ofphase boundaries cross. T he
nset ofFjg.-'j show s the phase diagram at t,,3 = 05t.
W e see clearly that the pair-hopping favors the SF phase
over the S-M ott phase. In the strong-coupling perturba-
tion theory, we have introduced the pairhopping tem
Hpair to stabilize the SF state. This is not necessary,
how ever, in the weak-coupling approach, w here the pair-
hopping process ise ectively generated from the second-
order process In the rung hopping t; . In fact, we can
show that positive pair-hopping termm s are generated in
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the renom alization-group procedure in the SF phase & 24

Next we tum on the nearest-neighbor Coulomb re-
pulsion In the lg direction, V,. The phase diagram
Brv, = V, (V) is shown in Fig.i8. Even though
the additional Vi interaction strongly favors the CDW
state, a an all region of the S-M ott phase still rem ains
in between the D -M ott phase and the CDW phase. Be-
sides this quantitative m odi cation the phase diagram is
not changed qualitatively, and, in particular, the criti-
cal properties at the phase boundaries are the sam e as
n Figs. é and -"/ U sing the dengsity m atrix renom aliza—
tion group m ethod, Vo}a et al’f detem ined the phase
boundary between the CDW state and a state with ho-—
m ogeneous charge density forthem odelwe used forF ig.
:fj'. At U = 15t they observed a transition to the CDW
state around U=V 2:9,which isnot very di erent from
the phase boundary at J, = 0 in Fig. g T he transition
is, however, found to be rst order for U 4t In their
num erical resuls, which is di erent from the continu-
ous transition we found in the weak-coupling analysis. A
possble source of this discrepancy m ight be the neglect
of irrelevant operators w ith canonical din ension 4 that
could becom e In portant for strong couplings as In the
single chain case B}

F inally, we inclide next-nearest-neighbor C oulomb re-
pulsion V% Eq. £.9). Figuresi§ and 10 show the V°U
and V -V % phase diagram s. In agreem ent w ith the discus-
sion in the previous subsection, the PDW phase appears
as V9 is ncreased. At even larger V ° the S’-M ott phase
and the D "M ott phase appear in Fjgs.:_q and ;L-QI On the
phase boundary between the D -M ott state and the PDW
state appears the SU (2), criticality; we have con med
In ournum erical calculation that the couplingg + I Eq.
@;4:3) is negative, ie., m arghhally irrelevant. W e have
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U=stand V=t orVv, = V, = 0, and J; = teair = 0. The
boundary between the D -M ott state and the PDW state is
COS , and the boundary between the PDW state and the
S’ ottstatejsCOS%.

thus established that the tw o-particle nteraction V ° can
drive the system to the SU (2), criticality.

Figure :_E(_i show s a rich phase diagram containing the
four M ott phases and the two density-wave phases. W e
note that in Fig. :l-d the six phase boundaries m est at
V = V%= U, which correspondsto C 252. T his happened
because, w thin our approxin ation, all the coupling con—
stantsn Eq. @;2:3.) exceptqg 4 vanishwhenU = v = v 0,
t = &,and J; = Hapr= 0.Ift; 6 tk,orjfhjgher-order
contributions to the g's are Jl'lC]leed,'é]' this special sttu—
ation m ight not occur. In F ig. 10 the phase boundaries
between the M ott phasesare C 150 (G aussian criticality),
whiletheCDW {S-M ottandPDW {S’-M ottphasebound-
aries are C 0S5 1 (Ising criticality). The phase boundary
between the PDW phase and the D -M ott phase isC OS—
[SU (2); criticality] as in Fig. -Ej Finally, the phase t:can—
sition between the CDW phase and the D M ott phase
is found to be st order, we have con m ed that the
couplngg + nhEqg. @ 43,‘) Jspos:n:Jye and m argihally rel-
evant. Even though Fig. 10 is obtained from the weak-
coupling RG equations, we think that the phase diagram
is reliable since we have con m ed that the V=U v%=U
phase diagram is not changed m uch when U=t is varied.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the half- lled general
ized Hubbard ladder w ith the inter-site Coulomb 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 is descrbed as an AF ordered state of the
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FIG.10: W eak-coupling phase diagram of H on the plane
of V’=U and V=U forU=t= 05,V, = 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 (C OS%). T he phase transition
between M ott phases is a G aussian transition (C1S0). The
boundary between the D -M ott phase and the PDW phase is
COS% [SU (2), criticality]. T he transition between the CDW
phase and the D '-M ott phase shown by the thick solid line is
a rstorder transition.

Ising m odel where psesudo-spins represent the currents

ow Ing along the rungs. W e have shown that the SF
state can appearnext to the CDW state and theD -M ott
state In the phase diagram and that the quantum phase
transition between the SF state and the D -M ott state is
In the Ising universality class. W e have also established
the Ising transition between the S-M ott and the CDW
phases and the G aussian transition between the D M ott
and the S-M ott phases. In the weak-coupling approach
we have shown that in general the m odel can accom m o—
date total of eight insulating phases at half- lling, four
density-w ave phases and four M ott phases Fi. 6) . The
universality class of the phase transitions am ong these
phases is determ ined. In particular, we have shown that
the SU (2); criticality w ith the central charge c= 3=2 is
Induced by the next-nearest-neighbor C oulom b repulsion
V9, which drives the system from the D -M ott phase to
thePDW phase Figs.dand 10). W hen Vv ° is further in—
creased, the S’M ott phase and the D "M ott phase, which
correspond to the quantum disordered statesofthe PDW
phase and the FDW phase, show up CFjg.-'_Q) .

W hen this m anuscript was alm ost pom pleted, we be-
cam e aware of the work by W u et aL,-4: where the 8 in-
sulating phases in Sec. IV are obtained independently.
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