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Low tem perature properties of antiferrom agnetic two-leg spin-1/2 ladders with bond random -

ness and site dilution (or doping with nonm agnetic im purities) are studied using the real-space

renorm alization-group technique.W e �nd thatfornon zero dopantconcentrationsthe system sare

driven into a phasedom inated by largee�ectivespins,i.e.theLarge Spin phase.Thesusceptibility

followsa universalCurie-like 1=T behavioratlow tem perature,regardlessofthe dopantconcentra-

tion (aslong asitisnonzero)and thestrength ofbond random ness.Very sim ilarbehaviorhasbeen

found in laddersthatare doped with m agnetic im puritiesthatcarry spin-1.

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

Q uantum e� ects in one-dim ensionalspin system s have attracted prolonged interest from both theoreticaland

experim entalphysicists. These include quasi-long range order,topologicalorder,and  uctuation induced excitation

gap (e.g.,the Haldane gap)thatare purely quantum m echanicale� ects enhanced by the low-dim ensionality ofthe

system s.Am ong these quantum phenom ena,the e� ectsofdisorderhavebeen studied by m any groups.Itwasfound

that disordercan qualitatively change the low tem perature physics and produce rich disorder-dom inated phases in

these system s. O ne classofsuch system swhich have received considerable attention are random antiferrom agnetic

spin chains.M ostofthe theoreticalstudiesofrandom spin chainsarebased on the realspacerenorm alization group

(RSRG ) m ethod developed by M a,Dasgupta,and Hu1 in this context,and Bhattand Lee2 in the study ofdoped

sem iconductors. This RSRG m ethod was extended further by Fisher3 and allows one to obtain results which are

essentially exact for the random spin-1/2 chain. The application ofthis m ethod to the other random spin chain

m odelsby a num berofauthors4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 hasgiven usa betterunderstanding ofthe behaviorofthese system sat

low tem perature.

Anotherexam pleof1D spin system thatisofconsiderablerecentinterestisthetwo-leg antiferrom agneticspin-1/2

ladder.12 Itisknown to havean excitation gap sim ilarto theHaldanegap ofintegerAF spin chains,and short-range

spin-spin correlation. Com pared to the spin chains,only relatively few theoreticalstudieshave been devoted to the

study ofdisordere� ectsin spin ladders.Severalauthorshave investigated the e� ectsofbond random ness.13,14,15 It

wasfound thatthe ladderisrem arkably stable againstweak bond random ness.13 Strongerrandom nessintroducesa

largedensity oflow-energy excitationsinto thesystem ,14,15 which can lead to divergentspin susceptibility in thelim it

T ! 0.15 However,the spin-spin correlation rem ainsshort-ranged,15 contrary to whatoccursin strongly disordered

AF spin chains.3,8

In realsystem s,bond random nessistypically induced by im puritiesaway from theladder,which distortthelattice

structure (and hence coupling constants)withouta� ecting the spinsthatform the ladder. Experim entally,another

way to introduce and controldisorderin the system isto introduce dopantsthatgo directly into the ladder,so that

the ions that carry the half-spin (typically the Cu ion) are random ly replaced by nonm agnetic ions (like Zn),or

ions with other spin sizes(like Niwhich carriesspin-1). Such disordernotonly induces lattice distortion,butalso

changes the lattice structure ofthe spin ladder through site-dilution etc,and thus has m ore dram atic e� ects. A

num ber ofexperim ental16,17 and theoretical18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28 works have been devoted to study the doped

two-leg spin-1/2 ladder,forexam pleSr(Cu1� xZnx)2O 3,wheresom eCu ionsarereplaced by nonm agneticZn ions.It

wasfound experim entally thateven a sm allam ountofnonm agneticdoping isenough to changethelow-tem perature

behavior of the system s drastically, and gives rise to divergent susceptibility at low tem perature. Theoretically,

it is understood that a single Zn im purity induces an e� ective, localized spin-1/2 m om ent in the vicinity ofthe

dopant;such localized m om ents im m ediately destroy the spin gap.19,22,25 W hen there is a sm allbut � nite density

ofdopants,these e� ective spin-1/2 m om entsinteractwith each other,and currently there isno consensuson what

the asym ptotic low-tem perature behavior is. Sigrist and Furusaki20 argued that the system can be m apped onto

an e� ective m odelthat ism ade ofthese e�ective halfspins induced by the dopantsform ing a spin-1/2 chain,with

random antiferrom agnetic(AF)and ferrom agnetic(F)couplings;thism odelisknown toform largee� ectivespinsand

exhibitsCuriesusceptibility atlow T:� � 1=T.5 O n theotherhand,G ogolin etal.27,28 used thebosonization m ethod

to m ap the problem to a Dirac ferm ion with random m ass,and concluded thatthe low T susceptibility behavesas

� � 1=(T log
2
T),which is the sam e as the random singlet phase;3 no large m om ent form ation was found in their

work.Existing exactdiagonalization19 and quantum M onteCarlo calculation19,21,23 do nothavelargeenough system
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sizeto unam biguously resolvethisdiscrepancy.

In thiswork westudy disordered two-leg spin ladderswith both bond random nessand sitedilution (corresponding

to Zn doping),using theRSRG m ethod.Asdiscussed earlier,in principleZn doping introducestwo typesofdisorder.

Technically thepresenceofbond random nessisusefulto usin ourstudy asitintroducesa separation ofenergy scales

and justi� esthe usage ofthe RSRG m ethod. Using thism ethod we are able to study system swith sizes100 tim es

largerthan those accessible in quantum M onte Carlo studies. In addition to the nonm agnetic (Zn)doping,we also

study theoretically forthe � rsttim e m agnetic doping by replacing the Cu ionswith Niions(ordoping with S = 1

im purities),a situation already realized experim entally.29

O urresultsaresum m arized asfollows.Asthe RSRG procedureiscarried out,e� ective spins(orm om ents)larger

than 1/2 startto form ;theselargem om entspersistand grow withoutbound astheenergy scaleislowered,regardless

ofthe dopant concentrations (as long as it is non-zero) or the strength ofbond random ness. Thus the presence

ofdopants drives the system into a new phase which is controlled by large spins,i.e. the Large Spin phase;the

susceptibility at low tem perature rem ains universaland follows 1=T behavior as T goes to zero. The 1=T Curie

behaviorcom esfrom the spinscoupled togetherform ing largere� ective spins. Such behaviorisvery sim ilarto that

ofrandom AF-F spin chain studied by W esterberg etal.,5 asanticipated by Sigristand Furusaki.W hileforany � nite

tem perature range itisvery di� cultto distinguish between � � 1=T and � � 1=(T log
2
T),we further� nd thatthe

Curie coe� cientof� approachesthatpredicted by Sigristand Furusakibased on analogy to the random AF-F spin

chain.W ethusconcludethatthelow energy behaviorsofdisorderspin laddersarethesam easthoseofrandom AF-F

spin chains.

The rem ainder ofthe paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we introduce the m odelwe use and review the

application ofRSRG to thism odel. In Sec. IIIwe presentournum ericalresults,com pare them to previousworks,

and discuss the signi� cance ofour results. In Sec. IV we sum m arize our work and discuss the im plications ofour

results.

II. T H E M O D EL A N D R EV IEW O F P R EV IO U S R ESU LT S

The m odelwe considerin thiswork describesa disordered antiferrom agnetictwo-leg spin-1/2 ladder.The Ham il-

tonian forthism odelisgiven by :

H =

N � 1
X

i= 1

X

j= 1;2

Ji;jS i;j � Si+ 1;j +

N
X

i= 1

K iS i;1 � Si;2; (1)

whereS i;j isa spin-1/2operatorwhen thereareno dopants,and thepositivecoupling constantsJi;j (couplingsalong

thechains,orlegsoftheladder)and K i(couplingsbetween thechains,oralongtherungsoftheladder)aredistributed

random ly according to som e probability distributions Pk(Ji;j) and P? (K i). N is used to represent the num ber of

sites for a single chain. The dopant concentration is given by z,nam ely we put 2N z nonm agnetic im purities (Zn

doping)orm agneticim purities(Nidoping)on theladder;fornonm agneticim puritieswesim ply rem ovethespinsat

theim purity sites,whileform agneticim puritieswereplacethespin-1/2operatorsby spin-1operatorsattheim purity

sites.

W e use the real-space renorm alization-group (RSRG ) m ethod to study this problem . Application ofthe RSRG

procedure with proper extensions to the ladder system s has been discussed at length in Ref. 15,and we refer the

readersto thatarticle fordetails. Forthe purpose oflatercom parison,here we brie y review som e ofthe relevant

resultsofthatwork,which studiesthee� ectsofbond random nesswithoutnon-m agneticorm agnetic(spin-1)dopants

going into the ladder.

W hen theRSRG procedureiscarried outin ladderswith no dopants,itwasfound thatferrom agnetic(F)couplings

aregenerated,and som ee� ectivespinswith sizesbiggerthan 1/2 areform ed becausetheseferrom agneticbondsm ay

becom e the strongest bond in the system at som e stage ofRG .15 However,the percentage ofthese large e� ective

spinsrem ainslow atallstagesofRG ,and in the low-energy lim it,theirpercentage decreases asthe energy scale is

going down,due to the factthatthe overallstrength ofthe ferrom agneticbondsbecom esm uch weakerthan thatof

the antiferrom agnetic bonds,even though they have roughly the sam e num bers. Such behaviorm ay be understood

in the following way.W ith nearestneighborcouplingsonly,the ladderhasa bipartite lattice structurewhich m eans

the system can be divided into two sublattices (A and B),and spins sitting on sublattice A are alwayscoupled to

spinssitting on sublatticeB,and viceversa.In theabsenceofdopants,thenum berofspinsin thetwo sublatticesare

strictly equal,and M arshall’stheorem 30 dictatesthattheground stateisatotalspin singletin thiscase.Heuristically

this is easy to see: the spins in the sam e sublattice tend to be parallelwhile those in opposite sublattices tend to

be antiparallel,and there isa totalcancellation when the num berofspinsare the sam e in the two sublattices. The

disappearanceoflargee� ectivespinsin the low-energy lim itissim ply a re ection ofthiscancellation e� ect.
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As we willsee below,the situation becom es very di� erent in the presence ofdopants. In this case the dopants

go onto lattice sites random ly,thus there are uctuations in the num bers ofdopants going onto the two di� erent

sublattices,even though on average they are the sam e. Such  uctuationsdestroy the perfectcancellation discussed

above,and as we see below,lead to large m om ent form ation in the long-distance,low-energy lim it,which in turn

changesthe therm odynam icpropertiesofthe system qualitatively.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

W e presentnum ericalresultsforthe spin ladderwith the length ofthe ladderup to 100 000 (200 000 totalspins).

W e decim ate the strongest bond in the system de� ned as the bond with the largest energy gap,�0,between the

ground stateand the� rstexcited state.Thedecim ation processisrepeated untilthenum berofspinsleftislessthan

1% ofthe originalnum berofspinsin the system .Theinitialdistributionsaretaken to be in power-law form :31

Pk(Ji;j) = (1� �)J
� �

i;j ;0 < Ji;j < 1;

P? (K i) =
1� �

�1� �
K

� �

i ;0< K i < � : (2)

Here 0 � � < 1 isthe m easure ofbond disorder(the bigger�,the strongerthe random nessstrength),and � isthe

anisotropy param eter;in the lim it� ! 0 the two chainsdecouple.The nonm agneticorS = 1 m agnetic dopantsare

distributed random ly throughoutthe system .

W e startby discussing the e� ectsofnonm agnetic dopantson the spin ladder. Due to the generation ofF bonds

in the RSRG procedure,e� ective spinswith sizesbiggerthan 1/2 are form ed asRSRG iscarried out.The question

whether or not these large e� ective spins proliferate at low energy is very im portant. In the undoped case (with

bond random nessonly),we have shown15 thatthese largee� ective spinsdo notproliferate forthe reasonsdiscussed

in section II.Thesituation becom escom pletely di� erentwhen a � nite percentageofdopantsareintroduced into the

ladder.Thisisshown in Fig.1(a)and (b)whereweplotthefraction ofspinslargerthan 1/2,and in Fig.1(c)where

we plotthe average spin size fordi� erentdopantconcentrationsasa function ofcuto� �0,for� = 0 and � = 0:6,

both with � = 1.Fordopantconcentrationsbiggerthan 1% thereisa very clearindication forlargespin proliferation

atlow energy.Thefraction ofspinslargerthan 1/2 growswithoutbound astheenergy scaleislowered.Thispicture

isalso supported by the resultsforthe averagespin size which show no sign ofdecreasing.Thisisin sharp contrast

with zero doping,which is also included for com parison. The behavior for lower dopant concentrations (< 1% ) is

m ore interesting. In this regim e we see a clear turnover in the graphs where the fraction ofspins larger than 1/2

initially increaseswith decreasing energy scale,reachesa m axim um ,then itdecreasesbefore itbeginsto rise again

(see Fig. 1(b)). O urinterpretation ofthisbehavioristhe following.Forvery low dopantconcentrations,the e� ects

ofthe dopantsarevery weak,and the system behaveslikean undoped spin ladderathigherenergy scalesdown to a

certain energy scale� c.Below � c,thee� ectofthesedopantskicksin and eventually dom inatesthephysics,and the

system  owsinto the LargeSpin phase.Thusin a way the dopantsarerelevantperturbationsin theRG sense.

Theproliferation oflargee� ectivespinscan beunderstood from thefollowinganalysis.Thenonm agneticim purities

introduced into the system can go into eithersublattice A orB with equalprobability,so in average the num berof

dopantsin the two sublatticesare equal.However,due to statistical uctuations,the num berofdopantsin the two

sublattices are notequalin speci�c realizations ofthe random distributions. In particular,in any � nite segm ents

ofthe system ,the  uctuationsleave som e ofthe halfspinsuncom pensated forand destroy the perfectcancellation

discussed in Sec. II,and the num ber ofsuch spins growsas the square rootofthe size ofthe segm ent. The large

e� ective spins that get generated under RG have the sam e spin size as the ground state spin quantum num ber of

the � nite segm entsthatthey are m ade of,thusthe proliferation oflargespin atlow energiesissim ply re ecting the

growing  uctuation ofthe spin sizeoflongerand longersegm ents.

The therm odynam ic propertiesofthe doped laddersare dram atically in uenced by the presence oflarge e� ective

spinsin thesystem .Fig.2 showsthem agneticsusceptibility forladderswith � = 0 and � = 0:6 with varying dopant

concentrations,allwith � = 1. W e associate the tem perature with the cuto� �0 where we stop the RG procedure

and calculate the contribution from the active spinsto the susceptibility. These active spinsconsistofundecim ated

halfspinsand e� ective spinslargerthan 1/2 generated during the decim ation process.Allthe spinsthathave been

decim ated down to thecuto� �0 do notcontributeto thesusceptibility.Alltheactivespinsaretreated asfreespins,

so the contribution can be calculated using :

�tot =
g�2B

3kB T

X

s

N ss(s+ 1); (3)
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where N s isthe num berofspinsleftatenergy scale � 0 = kB T fora given spin size s and the sum m ation runsover

allpossible spin sizes.

In allcases we � nd that at low tem perature the susceptibility can be � t very wellto a Curie-like behavior � �

T � 1,which is insensitive to speci� c details ofthe system s,like the strength ofbond random ness and the dopant

concentrations. Such behavior agrees with the predictions ofSigrist and Furusaki20 but it is very di� erent from

what we found earlier on the undoped ladders with bond random ness only,where the low-T susceptibility follows

non-universalpowerlawswith an exponentthatdependson thebond disorderstrength aswellasthestrength ofthe

interchain interactions.W enotethatwhileourresultsagreewith theCuriebehaviorpredicted bySigristand Furusaki,

due to the lim ited tem perature range,they m ay also be � t to the Random -Singlet like behavior � � 1=(T log
2
T)

that G ogolin etal.27,28 suggested,which di� ers from the Curie behavior with a factor that only has a logarithm ic

dependence on T. In orderto furtherclarify the situation,we study the dependence ofthe Curie coe� cienton the

param etersofthe system and com pareitwith predictionsm adeby Sigristand Furusaki.

The1=T Curiebehaviorisusually associated with freespins.In ourcasehowever,the 1=T dependence hasa very

di� erent origin;it com es from the strongly correlated e� ective spins form ed during the RG procedure,due to the

existence offerrom agnetic couplings,which form clusterswhose average size grow in a random walk fashion atlow

tem perature.Sigristand Furusaki20,in theire� ectivem odelhaveshown,using therandom walk argum entsim ilarto

thatused in Ref.5,thatthe Curieconstantfor� nite dopantconcentrationsisgiven by :

�T = z�
2
B =(12kB ): (4)

O n theotherhand,ifthee� ectivespinsinduced by thedopantsbehavelikefreespins,and theCurieconstantisgiven

by

�T = z�
2
B =(4kB ): (5)

W e plot the Curie constants for � = 0 and 0.6,each with two di� erent dopant concentrations,2% and 4% ,as a

function oftem peraturein Fig.3.The� gureshowsthatatlow tem perature,theCurieconstantsdeviatesigni� cantly

from the free spin Curie constant,Eq.5,and approach the asym ptotic lim it,Eq.4.Thisstrongly suggeststhatthe

e� ective spins are strongly correlated and the susceptibilities follow 1=T behavior at low tem perature due to large

m om entform ation.Ifthesusceptibilitiesweretofollow 1=(T log2T),asG ogolin etal.28 suggested,theCurieconstants

would go to zero atlow tem perature.W hile wedo seethattheCurieconstantsdecreasewith decreasing T,they are

approaching constantsgiven by Eq. 4 in the low-T lim it,instead ofgoing to zero. W e thusconclude thatourdata

strongly support the results ofSigrist and Furusaki.20 W e note that M iyazakietal.23 used quantum M onte Carlo

m ethod to calculatetheCuriecoe� cientsofthedoped ladderwith di� erentdopantconcentrations.They wereunable

to obtain conclusive resultsforthe coe� cientsdue to the factthatthe system size studied wasnotlarge enough to

probedeep into the low tem peratureregim e.

Thetem peraturedependenceofsusceptibility also givesussom einform ation how thesystem crossesoverfrom one

behavior(athigh T)to another(atlow T).In Fig.2 weplotthe susceptibility with di� erentdopantconcentrations

for � = 0 and � = 0:6 as a function oftem perature. The inset ofeach � gure shows the part ofsusceptibilities

wherethecrossoverinto a new behavioroccurs.Thiscrossoverisparticularly clearfor� = 0.Aswevary thedopant

concentrations,from 0% to2% ,thereisaclearturnoverin thesusceptibilities.In theundoped lim it,thesusceptibility

goesto zero asT ! 0.Forvery sm allz,� followsthisbehaviorathigherT,asthee� ectofthedopantshavenotyet

dom inated thecontribution to�.Howeveratlow enough tem peraturethee� ectsofthedopantsstarttodom inate;this

ischaracterized asthesusceptibility beginsto increaseand � nally becom esdivergentasthetem peratureisdecreased

below a certain crossoverscale.The sam e behaviorcan also be seen for� = 0:6 although itisnotaspronounced as

for � = 0,because in the undoped lim it,� is already divergentas a power-law ofT,and the power law exponent

is given by � � 0:4.15 Introducing a sm allam ountofdopantsinto the system alters the physicsat su� ciently low

tem peraturewherethe susceptibilitieshavedi� erentpowerlaw exponent.

O ne im portantobservation from the num ericalresultsisthatin the presence ofa � nite dopantconcentration,the

physics ofthe system s in the low tem perature lim it is not sensitive to the choice ofthe distribution ofthe bond

random ness. The low energy physicsfortwo quite di� erentbond random nessstrength � = 0 and 0:6,asshown in

Fig. 1,2,and 3,are essentially the sam e. In both cases the system s are controlled by large e� ective spins at low

energy and thesusceptibilitiesfollow 1=T behavioratlow tem perature,and theCurieconstantsareapproaching the

sam e asym ptotic lim it,given by Eq. 4,which depends on dopantconcentration only. Thusthe insensitivity ofthe

resultson thespeci� cform ofthebond distribution justi� esourchoiceofthebond distribution based on convenience.

W e note thatittendsto  ow to a power-law form even ifitdoesnothavesuch form initially;thusby choosing such

a form itputsone closerto the asym ptoticform and reduces� nite size e� ects.

W e now turn ourdiscussion to the e� ectsofm agnetic dopantswith spin-1 on the spin ladders,which turn outto

be very sim ilarto those ofnon-m agneticdopants.In Fig.4 we plotthe fraction ofspin largerthan 1/2,the average
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spin size as a function ofcuto� �0, and the susceptibility as a function oftem perature with di� erent m agnetic

dopantconcentrations.Aswecan seefrom these� gures,thequalitativebehaviorofthesystem doped with m agnetic

im puritiesatlow energy arethesam easthatdoped with nonm agneticim purities.Largespin form ationsareseen at

low energieswhich grow continuously asthe energy isdecreased. The sim ilarity in the e� ectsofthese two di� erent

types ofdopants lies in the fact that they both induce spin-1/2 localm om ents,and uncom pensated spins in � nite

segm ents,due to the  uctuation in the num berofdopantsgoing into the two di� erentsublattices.Thisisthe origin

ofthe proliferation oflargee� ective spinsatlow energies,and the 1=T Curie dependence ofthe susceptibility.

IV . SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

W e have studied antiferrom agnetic two-leg spin-1/2 ladders with bond random ness and site dilution/m agnetic

im purity by m eans of a real-space renorm alization-group schem e. W e found that there is proliferation of large

e� ective spins at low energy for non zero dopant concentrations. These large e� ective spins show the tendency of

growing withoutbound asthe energy scaleislowered.The susceptibility ofthe doped spin ladderfollowsCurie-like

1=T behavioratlow tem perature. Thisbehaviorrem ainsuniversalregardlessofthe dopantconcentrationsand the

strength ofbond random ness. W e also � nd the Curie coe� cientiscontroled by the dopantconcentration only,and

agreeswith thatpredicted by Sigristand Furusaki.20 W e concludethatnon zero dopantconcentrationsalwaysdrive

the system into a phasedom inated by the largee� ective spins.The largee� ectivespinscontrolthe low tem perature

physicsofthe system which m akesthe the doped ladderbehavesin m any respectslike the random spin chain with

random ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic interactions. This is very di� erent from whatwe found in our earlier

work forladderswith bond random nessonly,15 whereno largespin proliferation wasfound,and thesusceptibility at

low tem peraturefollowsnon-universalpwoerlaw:� � T � � with an exponent� thatdependson thestrength ofbond

random nessand the strength ofinterchain interactions.

Unfortunately atpresentwecannotm akea directcom parison between ourresultsand experim ents,becausein the

system sstudied so farthe doped laddersallform long-rangeantiferrom agneticorderatlow tem perature,due to the

presenceof3D inter-laddercouplingsnotincluded in ourstudy.

W hile reaching the sam e conclusions,weused a di� erentapproach in ourstudy ofthe doped laddersascom pared

with the work ofSigrist and Furusaki.20 They focused exclusively on the e�ective spins that are induced by the

dopants,and neglected allthe originalspins,justi� ed by the factthat without the dopants and the e� ective spins

they induce,the system is gapped. Thus the m odelthey used is an e�ective m odelappropriate for describing the

low-T propertiesofthe system . In ourstudy on the otherhand we include allthe originaldegreesoffreedom (the

originalspins),and system atically lowertheenergy scaleby decim ating strong bondsoneby one.O urapproach thus

treatshigh-and low-energy degreesoffreedom on equalfooting,and allowsusto addressboth thehigh-T and low-T

propertiesofthe system s,and the crossoverbetween them . Thusourstudy iscom plem entary to thatofSigristand

Furusaki.
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