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R enom alization group m ethod for weakly—coupled quantum chains: application to the

spin one-half H eisenberg m odel
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TheK atoB loch perturbation form alisn isused to present a density-m atrix renom alization-group
OMRG) method for strongly anisotropic two-din ensional system s. This m ethod is used to study
H eisenberg chains weakly coupled by the transverse couplings J; and Jg4 (along the diagonals). An
extensive com parison ofthe renom alization group and quantum M onte C arlo resuls for param eters
w here the sim ulations by the latter m ethod are possible show s a very good agreem ent between the
two m ethods. It is found, by analyzing ground state energies and spin-spin correlation functions,
that there is a transition betw een tw o ordered m agnetic states. W hen J4=J; < 035, the ground state
displaysa N eelorder. W hen Jg=J, ~ 0:5, a collinearm agnetic ground state in which interchain spin
correlations are ferrom agnetic becom es stable. In the vicinity of the transition point, J4=J- 0:5,
the ground state is disordered. But, the nature of this disordered ground state isunclear. W hile the
num ericaldata seem to show that the chains are disconnected, the possibility ofa genuine disordered

tw o-din ensional state, hidden by nite size e ects, cannot be excluded.

I. NTRODUCTION

In a recent pub]jcatjon:l‘, itwasshown that theldens:ity—
m atrix renom alization group m ethod O M RG )_ﬁ can be
applied to an array of weakly coupled quantum chains.
A s an illustration ofthe m ethod, weakly coupled H eisen—
berg spin chainswere studied and som e partial resulson
the ground state energiesw ere show n to be In good agree—
m ent w ith previous quantum M onte Carlo QM C) stud-
jes. But the essential question conceming the stability of
the disordered one-dim ensional (1D ) ground state against
an all transverse perturbations was not addressed.

T he m otivation behind such a study is in the search of
a disordered ground state for a spin one-half H eisenberg
m odel in din ension higher than one. A spin liquid state
w ithout spin rotationalor translationalsym m etry break-—
ing has been conjctured to be relvant for the physics
of high-T ¢ cuprate superconductors®. A posshle candi-
date is thg resonance valence bond RV B) staté . Earlier
attem ptf2% to nd the RVB ground state by various
techniques (1=S expansions, exact diagonalization, quan—
tum M onte C arl) have given som e indication about its
possible realization. But their ganclusions are still dis-
puted. It has even been arguedi! that the spin-Peierls
m echanisn , not RVB, m ay be the m ost naturalway to
Jead to a disordered state.

M ore recently, the interest has shiffted to search for
a RVB state on quasi 1D systems. A pure spin one—
halfH eisenberg chain has a disordered ground state w ith
neutral spin one-half excitations (spinons) and does not
break spin rotational or translational symm etry. It is
thus tem pting to try to nd a higher din ensional gener-
alization of this state by the application of am allpertur-
bations. Contrary to an earlier clajn ,of the realization
ofa spin Tiquidly, subsequent studietd4344 ndicate that
the Introduction of the rung transverse coupling J, be—
tween the chains (seeFjg.-'_]:) seam sto lead to a N eelstate
forany non-zero J, . A possbleway to avoid the N eelor-

FIG . 1l: Sketch ofthe ground state of weakly coupled H eisen—
berg chains as function of J, (dashed lines along the rungs)
and J4 (dotted lines along the diagonals): N eel state when
Ja=J; < 035 (left), collinear state when Jq=J, ~ 035 (right)

der is to introduce, in addition to J; , a @an all frustration
Jq along the diagonals. In a recent work:? it was clain ed
that a spin liquid state is realized when J, = 2J4.

A more direct motivation in studying a model of
weakly coupled Heisenberg chains stem s to is relevance
to the understanding of, interchain e ects n quasitone—
din ensional m ateriald 1748 . A recent neutron scat—
tering experin ent’? on the frustrated antiferrom agnet
AFM ) Cs,CuC ] found that the dynam ical correlation
show a highly dispersive continuum ofa excitationsw ith
fractional quantum num bers, a signature ofa soin liquid
state.

In this paper, a general form alisn ofthe DM RG algo-—
rithm for weakly coupled chains of Ref? is presented.
This method is a particular case of a recent m atrix
version?? of the general perturbation expansion.whjich
was proposed decades ago by Kato and B lochei 2323
The KatoBloch expansion was initially introduced to

nd the correction on a single state. T his expansion is
straightforw ardly generalized to account for m any low
Iying states. The method is In spirit close to an ear-
lier pertyubative renom alization group by Hirsch and
M azenko?d. A more detaiked study of weakly coupld
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Heisenberg chains is presented. An extensive com pari-
son with quantum M onte Carlo results for unfrustrated
transverse couplings is made. It shows a good agree—
m ent between the two m ethods when the perturbation is
an alland the lattice not too large. T hen the question of
the stability ofthe non-m agnetic state In the presence of
frustration is addressed. It is shown that the 2D DM RG

algorithm can provide a convincing answer to this ques—
tion, at least for the param eters that were Investigated.
It is und, by analyzing ground state energies and soin—
soin correlation functions, that the perturbation is rel-
evant, lading to m agnetic ground states (see Fig. -r_]:) .
W hen Jq=J, < 035, the ground state displays a Neel
order. W hen Jq=J, ~ 035 a collinear m agnetic ground
state In which Interchain soin correlations are ferrom ag—
netic becom es stable. In the vicinity of the transition
point, Jg=J- 035, the system seem s to behave as an
assam bly of independent chains. T his is ram inescent of
the so-called sliding Luttinger liquid®? recently foyund in a
m odel of crossed spin one-half H eisenberg chaind. But
it is in possible to exclude a genuine 2D spoin liquid state
(ie., wih a soin gap) m asked by nie size e ects.

II. FORMALDEVELOPMENT

TheDM RG m ethod described below can work for soin,
ferm jonic as well as bosonic system s, and so it is conve-
nient to use a general form ulation of the algorithm that
can then be adapted to each of these cases. The m odel
H am iltonians under consideration can be w ritten as ol-
low s:

H=Hy+gH-; @)

where H isa the sum over one-din ensional (1D ) Ham i
tonians (longiudinal direction),

Hy = Hy; @)
=1

and H, is the interaction between these 1D system s
(transverse direction). The coupling constant g is such
that g 1.

Since g 1, it is natural to study the problem using
perturbation theory. The K ato-B loch form alism is con-
venient to set up a perturbation expansion around a nu-—
m ericalsolution ofH  provided by theDM RG .Fora sin—
gl chain 1whose Ham iltonian is H ;, a set of eigenstates
J n,1 and eigenvalues ,, can be obtained by the usual
1D DM RG .The zeroth order set of eigenstates j xp i of
the f1ll longitudinal H am ittonian is sin ply given by the
tensor product ofthe j 4,1,

Jxnii= Jn, T n, 100, L 3)

and the set of approxin ate eigenvalues ofH | is given by
the sum

Expi= oyt np t i+ np )
where h]l= (i;n;:30n) and n; labels to an eigenset
on the chain 1.

Let Py be the projctor on the states J x i,

X
Py = J xkpih xpid )

]

anko: 1 Pk'

Let € pys J pild) be the exact eigenset of H . This
eigenset willtend to E©xpys J kpyd) I thelmit g ! O.
Let P be the projctor onto the spaces j ;1. P may be
w ritten as follow s

X
J i )
i

Since the perturbation g is an all, i isassum ed that the
subspaces generated by the j xji’s and by the j i’s
are not orthogonal. An approxin ate expression of H P
In the basis spanned by the eigenstates of H w ill now
be derived by using a generalization ofa m ethod, _rst In—
troduced by K ato?s and later m odi ed by Bloch%4. The
advantage of the B loch’s version is that it leadsto a sin -
pler expansion.

Follow ing B loch, et U be the operator

X
U= 3 pih xpnid 7

]

which progcts the j ypionto j i, and U satd es,
UPy = U. The problem of nding an expansion ofH P
proected onto Py is equivalent to nding an expansion
orP,HU.

O ne startsby deriving an equation satis edby U. The
Schrodinger equation

HJ pi=Ep] pid ®)

is transfom ed as follow s,

H HY)I p1i= Epyd pid )
where H'y is identicalto H  In the subspace spanned by

the ] k[n]ils, and,

Eni= Epy; h 3% pode (10)

W hen a single state j ;1 is kept, Hy is given by
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Them ethod reduces to the usualstationary perturbation
expansion. It is known that such an expansion does not
often converge. Them ain source ofdivergence is the near
degeneracy of the eigenvalues. Now ifm any states up to
a cuto n. are kept, a possble generalization of H'y to

m any statesj k[0]> :::j k[nc]>ljs

0 1
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B el
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Thus if n. is suitably chosen, the series w ill converge?d.
T he purpose ofthis choice isto shield the eigenvalueE y o)
from the rest ofthe spectrum by treating then. 1 states
Just above the ground state exactly and the rem aining
spectrum perturbatively.

By applying Py and then U to the E quation ( :_Q) above,
one nds,

T he subtraction of E quation ( :_l-l:) from E quation ( -'_9)
lads to

By applying h ,;jon the right of equation ( :;L-g:) and
perfom Ing the summ ation over h], one nally obtains
the equation satis ed by U,

@ H, QUH,)U = 0: 3)

E quation ( :_1-2_;) is further transform ed by using the fact
that P, U = P, and U = Py U + QU . One obtains:

=P+ 9gQrH-U UH, U) (14)
where 07, is given by
O% = Qx By Hy) ': 5)

T his leads to the expansion for U

U@ =rp, 16)
x 1

U(n)ngkH?U(n 1) U(P)H?U(npl)] 17)
p=1

From thisexpansion, one ndsthe approxin ateH am it
tonian H" = PyH U is

X
H = Expnid xpiih xpidt 9PxH» Py +

]

PPy H , OH - Py + 2 18)

T his perturbation expansion is am atrix generalization
tom any states ofB loch’s expansion?32? which was estab-
lished for a single state. Even though the ground state
and a faw low lying statesw illultim ately be com puted, it
is In portant to keep m any low lying states in the pertur-
bation expansion. This is because the convergence w ill
mainly depend on two quantities. The st one is cbvi-
ously g. T he second one is the pro gctor @ . IfH'y = Hy,
then Qy = 0. In that case only the rst order tem in
equation (:_1§') is not equalto zero. T he rew riting of the
original problem to equation (:_l-g) is a sin ple change of
basis. So In the lm i where n. = dimA, where A is
the H ibert space in which all the operators are de ned,
the m ethod is exact. But since only a sn all num ber of
eigenstates of H  can be used even ifthe full spectrum is

known, Qy & 0. Them agniude of J} In the expansion
decreases by increasing the cuto n.. It is to be noted
this m atrix egpansion is close to the m ethod of H irsch
and M azenkd?4, who also used a block expansion near
the solution of an unperturbed H am itonian. The prob—
lem wih their study was, however, that their technique
was applied to a m odelw ith no sm all param eter.

W hen the DM RG is used as a m ethod of solution for
Hy, we can not know Qy exactly. This is because the
DM RG does not keep any inform ation about the trun—
cated states. But it is possble to de ne a perturbative
expansion In a reduced space spanned by the states kept.
T he above perturbative expansion w ill thus be adapted
In this study as follows. D uring the 1D DM RG part of
the method, Ng = m s m g states will be obtained
for the reduced superblock (ie., the superblock reduced
to the two extemal large blocks; it is supposed that
open boundary conditions (OBC) are used). Typically
ms; = 16 192 during this Investigation. T he com plete
soectrum  of this reduced superblack can be obtained as
In the them odynam ic algorithm ¢l. This spectrum w i1
serve as Hy. Only a small fraction m s, = 16 96 of
these states can be kept for the generation of the 2D
lattice. Them s, states willde ne P, and Q is con-—
structed using the remaining N s m g states. Hence
the perturbation expansion in Eqg.( :_1-§') w ill be m ade by



assum Ing that H is the low energy Ham iltonian of size
m s; m g obtained from the DM RG rather than the
exact 1D solution ofHy .

The Ham iltonian H' is one-din ensional and i w illbe
studied by the DM RG m ethod. The only di erence w ith
anom allD situation isthat the local operators are now
m sy m $ m atrices which m akes com putations heav—
jer. It should be noted that the accuracy of the m ethod
is related to the diagonalized unperturbed H am ilttonian
obtained from the DM RG . This Ham iltonian, although
it leads to a very accurate ground state energy, is less
accurate for high Iying states and correlation fiinctions.
So the potential errors of the m ethod will com e from
the DM RG as well as the truncated perturbative se—
ries. A better approach is to use the exact diagonal-
ization m ethod to diagonalize the unperturbed H am itto—
nian. H owever, In that case onew illbe restricted to an all
chams.

III. APPLICATION TO THE HEISENBERG
M ODEL

The above formalisn will now be applied to the
anisotropicH eisenbergm odelon a 2D square lattice. The
Ham iltonian reads:

X X
H spins = Si;lS w1t J» Si;lS i1+ 1 +
i1 i;1
X
Ja (Si;183+ 141+ S 12554 1) 19)

i;1

where the S;;; are the usual spin one-half operators.

T he question ofthe condition ofthe onset of long-range
order as a function of J, has been addressed in m any
studies. Spin-wave analysi€i24 predicted that there isa

nite critical J- ¢ 003, above which long-range order
is established. R enom alization group analysid supple—
m ented by serdes expansion com putations found that if
J,» . is nite, i cannot exceeds 0:02. A nite critical
value is at variance w ith a random phase approxin ation

4

RPA ) which predits J, . = 0. TheQM C m ethod com —
bined w ith a m ultichain m ean— eld approach®4 has con-
clided that when J, = 0, the ground state is an anti-
ferrom agnet down to J, = 0:02. From these studies, it
is likely that the AFM ground state is stable as soon as
J; 6 0. This does not, however, preclide a soin liquid
ground state in the case when Jy is added between the
chains. W hen this exchange tem is added, the QM C
m ethod faces the infam ous sign problem . T he two-step
DM RG m ethod presented here can help to nd, if it ex—
ists, the soin liquid ground state.

The adaptation of the form alisn discussed In sec—
tion ( :Efp to the m odel of E quation ( :_l-S_i) is w ithout any
di culy. The st step is the solution ofthe 1D Ham ik
tonian:

X

Hi= (20)

Si;S5 151

i

by theusualDM RG m ethod. Thisyieldsthe chain eigen—
values ,, and eigenstates j ,,i. From equation (:_12_5),the
progcted Ham iltonian in the rst order approxin ation is
given by

X X
Exnid xpiih xpidt J2 Py
oWy} i;1

X
JaPy (54184 1;101 + Sir 12551 1)Px@1)
i;1

H = SinSiw 1Py +

which m ay sim ply be w ritten as

X X
H Exnid kpiih xpidt J2 SinSywa +
] i1
X
Ja (4184 ;01 + Sir1aS5 1) @22)
il
w here sli“;l”“ '=h B m, i

T hem atrix elem ents for the second term sm ay be w rit—
ten

X h $i;15504 17 ih Fi1aS11 17 kporl
hoopyH e QkH e xpoji= k]3P 419 i1+ Ek[m] Ekﬁn] 1419 4;1+ kn°] ©3)
jl;iolo;ﬁn] k[O] kkﬂ]
The second order tem (:_ig) generates a long-range menttobenon zero isthath ,, Jn,i= n,m, €XCpt

coupling between the chains, which m akes i di cul to
treat. O ne can see that the condition for the m atrix ele—

when L, = lorl+ 1. Thus,
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FIG . 2: sketch of the superblock in the step 1

In the Eq. éé_j above, the dom inant termm s will com e
from the di erences Involving the indicesm ; and m 341
because the others tem s com e from the state used to
generate P, and are thus of lower energies. Up to the
second order, the e ective one-dim ensionalH am iltonian,
which is w ritten here w ithout the frustration tem , is

X X
H Exnid xpiih kxpidt J2 S1S11
[ieW} 1
gz X 2) o @)
2’ S8+ = (25)

w here the chain-spoin operators on the chain lare S; =

(611;S21; :S01) and S = 69;5%;5:5%)), 1 is the
chain length. The m atrix elem ents of the second order

local spin operators are

0
. X gnmagnnl
smmo L4 26)

m m 01
O ne can note that this expression oij(j) isnot exact, it
hasbeen sim pli ed to avoid long-range coupling betw een
the chains. The e ective 1D Ham iltonian H is also stud-
ied using DM RG .

Iv. ALGORITHM IC DETAILS

The algorithm of the m ethod will now be described
below . Tt consists oftwo DM RG steps separated by an
Intermm ediate stage In which a sin ple block decin ation is
m ade.

A . Step 1l

The st step of the method is the usual DM RG
m ethod for a single chain. The chain is divided into four
blocks, and the two intemalblocks are m ade of a single
site each . In the calculations, m s; = 16 192 states are
kept in the two extemalblocks. In m ost cases, the Ini-
tial iteration starts with a chain having the largest size
before truncation, for instance L = 16 when m s; = 128
states are kept. This way, a high accuracy is obtained

Ol)+ (m1+1

0n.) T it (o K (24)
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l

o o o o o |

FIG. 3: sketch of the transfom ation of the two extemal
blocks of length L=2 into a shgl block of length L which
isused as the building unit in step 2

even when the in nite system method is used. During
this step, the local spin operators S; on each site 1 ofthe
chain are stored and longiudinal spin-spin correlations
C ({;r) = hS;Sit .1 are also com puted and stored. As
discussed by Caron and Bourbonnaif?, open boundary
conditions (O BC) which are used here introduce spurious
behavior at the edges of the chain. It is therefore better
to chose the origin 1 in C (;r) inh them iddle of chain. Tt
is crucial during this step to target m ore just than the
S, = 0 sector In order to obtain a correct low-energy
Ham iltonian. In addiion to S, = 0, S, = 1, 2were
targeted in this study.

B . B lock transform ation

An intem ediate stage of the algorithm is a decin a—
tion prpogss as In the old block renom alization group
m ethod®%83. In thisprocess, the tw o extemalblockshav-
Ing L=2 sites each are reduced to a single block wih L
sites. D uring this step, them s; m g states describing
the chain are reduced to m s; lowest states of the chain.
A snoted In Ref¥, since the block transfom ation is used
only onetim g, theproblem ofthe propagation of spurious
boundary e ect<2d is not present. A Il the local spin op—
erators and spin-spin correlation fiinctions are expressed
in the basis ofthem s, states.

C. Step 2

The second step consists of applying the 1D DM RG
m ethod usihg the chains obtained at the end of the pre-
vious step as the building blocks. This step is ndeed
denticalto the st step, exoept for the din ension ofthe
local spin operators. T he centralblock is the chain from
the previous step and thushasthedimensionms, ms.
Typically, m s, = 16 96 and for the two extemalblodks,
roughly the sam e num ber of states is kept. If our blocks
were taken as in the rst step, the dim ension of the su—



FIG .4: Sketch ofthe superblock in step 2

perblock would be m sj which can becom e rapidly in -
pratical. To ease the com putations, three blocks instead
of four are m ostly used during this step. A swillbe seen
below, it is In portant during this step to check that, for
a given value of the couplings J, and Jg, enough states
are kept such that a valid com putation is made. ie.,
that the truncated Ham iltonian generated for the singlke
chain is accurate enough, for the ground state and for
the low lying states, to be used as a building block for
the 2D lattice. O ne can easily see that ora xed L and
J2 ;4 w), (L) isthe nite size spin gap, and the
Interchain m atrix elem ents w ill be negligbble. The sys-
tem w illbehave as a collection of free chains even ifJ; 4
istumed on. Now ifJ; 4
w idth of the retained states, the m atrix elem ents of the
states having higher energy, which have been truncated
out, have a non-negligble contribution.

D . A lgorithm

T he algorithm is sum m arized below .

1. Buid the low energy Ham iltonian for a single
B by using the 1D DM RG algorithm of

chain B
Ref. Store the spin operator S; on each site and
the correlation function C (i;r).

2. W hen the block B size is L=2, apply the block

m ethod to m erge the tw o extemalblocks into a sin—
gk block de ned by them s, states kept. E xpress
all the spin operators and correlation fiinctions in
the basis of the m s, states. Check if for the num —
ber of states kept, the transverse couplings satisfy

@) < Jo 9 E (L). If this condition is not
satis ed, ncreasem s, .

3. Start a second 1D DM RG simulation identical fora 12

to the rst one exospt that the centralblock isnow

E L),where E (L) isthe

J» ms; = 16 ms; = 24 ms; = 32 QMC
0:00 -0.42848 -0.42851 -0.42851 -0.42849(2)
0:05 -0.42900 -0.42907 -0.42909 -0.42926 (2)
0:10 -0.43058 -0.43078 -0.43090 -043147 (2)
0:15 -0.43312 -0.43361 -0.43387 -0.43530(2)
020 -0.43642 -0.44733 -0.43780 -0.44064 (2)
025 -0.44028 -0.44174 -0.44247 044727 (2)
TABLE I: DM RG ground state energies for 12 12 lattices

forms; = ms; = 16,24, and 32 versusQM C .

a single chain instead of a site, and the exchange
coupling is J; ;g instead of10.

V. RESULTSW ITH FOUR BLOCKS IN STEP 2

In this part, the DM RG results are com pared to the
stochastic series expansion (SSE) QM C results. The
SSE-QOM C m ethod! i is =0 far the most reliabke tech-
nigue for the study of quantum spin system s. It hasbeen
used to study weakly coupled quantum spin chaindtd. &t
w ill thus be very instructive to see how wellthe DM RG
m ethod com pares to the SSE-QM C .

A . First order ground-state energies

Tn Tabk (1), the ground state energy per site for 12
12 systems form = 16, 24 and 32 is shown. In this
calculation, four blocks were used in the second DM RG
step. The agreem ent w ith the SSE-QM C resuls is good
foran allg. TheDM RG energies are higherthan those of
the QM C for all transverse couplings studied. Asm s, is
increased, the di erence between the DM RG and QM C
energies decreases. T his was expected since the current

m ethod as the originalDM RG procedure is variational.

The band-width of the states kept is E = 1:132,
1290, 1466 when ms, = 16, 24 and 32 respectively.
T he target states during the rst DM RG step were the
Iowest states of the soin sectorswih S, = 0, 1 2.
The lowest states of higher spin sectors have energies

which are higher than the highest state kept n lower

spin sectors, therefore they were not targeted. The fact
thattheDM RG resultscom parewellw ith the QM C ones
even at intermm ediate couplings reveals that for the spin
chain, reliable calculations can be m ade for valies of
E L)=3% 5. But as expected for higher values of
J, , the condition E (L)=3; 1 is no longer ful lled.
T hism eans the H ibert space is too severely truncated.

B . Second order ground-state energies

Table :_f.[ displays second order ground-state energies
12 system which are comparedwih QM C .The
agreem ent is system atically better than in the rst order



J- ms; = 16 ms; = 24 ms; = 32 QM C J» ms; = 16 ms; = 32 ms; = 64 QMC
000 -0.42848 -0.42851 -0.42851 -0.42849(2) 0:00 -0.42187 -0.42187 -0.42187 -0.42186(2)
0:05 -0.42901 -0.42909 -0.42910 -0.42926 (2) 005 -0.42239 -0.42244 -0.42247 -0.42246 (2)
0:10 -0.43063 -0.43083 -0.43094 -043147 (2) 0:10 -0.42402 -0.42421 -0.42439 -0.42444 (2)
0:15 -0.43322 -0.43369 -0.43396 -0.43530(2) 0:15 -0.42670 -0.42722 -0.42762 042771 (2)
020 -0.43661 -0.43746 -0.43797 -0.44064 (2) 020 -0.43032 -0.43144 -043219 -043239(2)
025 -0.44055 -0.44192 -0.44271 -0.44727 (2) 025 -0.43470 -0.43673 -0.43799 -0.43843(2)
TABLE II: DMRG ground state energies for 12 12 lat— TABLE IIT: DM RG ground state energies for 8 9 lattices

tices for second order DM RG comparedwih QM C form s; =
ms; = 16, 24 and 32.

case Pr all values of J, studied. But the in provm ent
is am all. T his is because as discussed above, the DM RG
does not provide the full 1D spectrum . O nly the states
kept to form the reduced superblock are used in the per-
turbative expansion. W hen m s, = 32, this ism erely 924
states ie., a thy fraction ofofthe 2*4* stateswhich form
the full H ibert space of the 12 12 lattice. Another
reason for this m odest in provm ent is the fact that the
DM RG energies are variational. The high lying energies
which are used to generate second order temm s are ob—
tained w ith less accuracy than the states kept in the st
order. Indeed, this does not m ean that the m atrix ex—
pansion presented above isnot e cient. It hasbeen used
In the sin ple case ofthe M athieu equation for which the
fiall spectrum of unperturbed Ham iltonian is availabk?d.
T he convergence of the m atrix m ethod is quite in pres—
sive. Thus it seem s that the best way to use the m atrix
K ato-B lock expansion when the DM RG isused to obtain
the unperturbed spectrum isto restrict oneselfto the st
order and keep m s, as large aspossible. H owever, larger
valuesofm s, are unpraticalwhen fourblocksare used to
form the superblock in the second step. For this reason
from now, only three blocks w illbe used to generate the
superblock in the second step.

VI. FIRST ORDER RESULTSW ITH THREE
BLOCKS IN STEP 2

W hen three blocks are used, the superblock size in the
second step is divided by m s, relative to the case of our
blocks. This signi cantly reduces the am ount of required
CPU for a given valie of m s, ., But this is not wih-
out problem s. It was noted thatt, when three blocks are
used, the coupling between blocks m ay incorrectly sets
In leading to a poor perform ance of the m ethod even
if the truncation errors are sm all. The rem edy against
this problem is to target m ore than one state so that the
Interblock m ixture is perform ed correctly. H ow ever, tar—
geting m any superblock states low er the accuracy on the
ground state. For this reason, only the ground state was
targeted. T he truncation errors were in general am aller
than 10 ® orm s, varying from 16 to 96 for di erent
lattice size. But as said above, this does not give any
Indication about the accuracy of the second step of the

forms; = 16,andm s; = 16, 32, and 64 versusQM C .

J» ms; = 32 ms; = 64 ms; = 80 QMC
0:00 -0.42851 -0.42851 -0.42851 -0.42850 (1)
0:05 -0.42910 -0.42918 -0.42919 -0.42922 (1)
0:10 -0.43094 -0.43124 -043131 -0.43150 (1)
0:15 -0.43396 -0.43468 -0.43483 -043537(1)
020 -0.43796 -0.43928 -0.43956 -0.44075 (1)
025 -0.44268 -0.44476 -0.44521 -0.44744 (1)
TABLE IV : DM RG ground state energies for 12 13 lattices

forms; =ms; =32, ms; = 64andms; = 80 (ms; = 64 for
both) versusQM C .

m ethod. TheQM C resultsarethustaken asthe reference
to gauge the DM RG resuls.

A . G round-state energies

For an all sizes and weak couplings, the di erences be—
tween the DM RG and QM C ground state energies are
very an all. For instance for the 8 9 lattice shown in
Tablk( ), r J, = 0:05, the di erence between the
two methods is only 000016 form s, = 16. The two re—
suktsarewithin QM C errorwhen m s, is Increased to 64.
A s expected, Increasing the coupling tends to decrease
the accuracy because the ratio E (L)=J, is reduced. In-
creasing the lattice size has the sam e e ect on this ratio
because E (L) is an aller for larger lattices for a xed
m s, (Iab]e(:ﬁ;t, EI\Z:, :\_7:)) . Onem ay note that by keeping
a Jarger num ber of states than in the case of ourblocks,
the accuracy has increased in all cases.

L L+1 DMRG QMC
8 9 -0.42440 -0.42444 (2)
12 13 -0.43124 -0.43150 (2)
16 17 -0.43481 -0.43529(1)

TABLE V: DM RG ground state energies for various lattices
forms; = 80 and J, = 0.



1 DMRG (O QMC (O DMRG (t) QMC (v) 1 DMRG (D QMC (O DMRG (t) QMC (t)
1 -0.14595 -0.14931(1) -0.02047 -0.02209(1) 1 -0.14640 -0.14619(1) -0.02116 -0.02533(1)
2 0.06072 0.05904 (1) 0.00561 0.00525 (1) 2 0.06059 0.06130(1) 0.00726 0.00854 (1)
3 -0.04799 -0.05173 (1) -0.00191 -0.00164 3 -0.04875 -0.04988 (1) -0.00320 -0.00399
4 0.03340 0.03537(1) 0.00066 0.00055 4 0.03422 0.03537(1) 0.00147 0.00201
5 -0.00023 -0.00019 5 -0.02866 -0.02990 (1) -0.00078 -0.00105

6 0.02251 0.02363(1) 0.00030 0.00056

7 -0.00013 -0.00030
TABLE VI:DMRG versus QM C longitudinal () Cy (7;7;1) 8 0.00006 0.00015

and transverse C, (7;7;r) spin-soin correlations fora 12 13
Jattice for J, = 0:d, Jg = O.

B . G round-state correlation functions

Tt is not possble to keep track of all soin-spin corre—
lations when large system s are studied because of CPU
and m em ory lim itations. T he behavior of spin-spin cor—
relations is thus studied along one chain in the direction
parallel to the chains and one chain in the direction per-
pendicular to the chains. T hese correlation functions are
respectively given below :

1
Cx @Gl = ghsi;l'SiJr il @)

C, GLr)= %mi;lsi;l+ ri (28)

Tt is particularly di cul to obtain the large r behav-
jor of the correlation fiinctions because of a num ber of
factors that com plicate such an analysis. At the levelof
a single chain, the long distance behavior of C (i;r) isal-
ready com plicated by logarithm ic corrections. A lthough
highly acqurate data can be obtained in 1D from QM C %4
orDM RGQS:, the two studies disagree on the exact form
of the logarithm ic corrections. Furthemm ore when open
boundary conditions (O BC) are used instead ofperiodic,
the spin-spin correlation functions show strong odd-even
altemation®£9. T his isbecause the ground statem ay be
regarded as a resonant state between a state w ith strong
bonds on even links and weak bonds on odd links, and
a state w ith weak bonds on even links and strong bonds
on odd links. Another di culty with OBC is that the
translational invariance of the chain is broken, and the
value of Cy (i;;r) depends on the position of the site
chosen as the origin on the lattice. It was show n%? that
the closer the origin is to the edge of the lattice, the
higher are the spurious e ects introduced by the OBC.
A 11 these facts render the direct detection of long range
order in the transverse direction, for which the spin-spin
correlationsare very sn all, in possible to achievew ih the
present calculation forwhich them agnitude ofC, (i;1;r)
for lJarge r is close to the accuracy on the eigenvalies dur-
Ing each iteration. An altemative way is to look at the
Cy (;;r), because the existence of long range order in
the longiudinal direction is an indication that the order
is two-dim ensional.

In order to observe the correct long-range behavior,
onemust rst reducethe In uence ofthe souriouse ects

TABLE VII:DMRG versus QM C longiudinal (1) Cy (9;9;1r)
and transverse C, (9;9;r) spin-soin correlations fora 16 17
lattice or J, = 0:1,J4 = 0.

generated by the application of the OBC . Furthem ore
to sim plify the analysis, the eventual logarithm ic correc—
tions w ill not be considered here. In order to avoid the
odd-even alternation, Cy (i;1;r) and C, (i;1;r) were aver—
aged in the period of these altemations. This was done
by com puting hS;;;Sis 1 at two di erent origins. The
soin Sy is taken as the origin of a strong link or as the
origin of a weak link. T he actual correlation function is
then

CrLir)= 05Ck WLhr) + Cx (it 1;11)): @9)

And orC, L),

Cr L =05C, KL+ Cr 1 1;n):  (30)

T he averaged ooge]ai;jggsck (#Lr) and C, (1) are
shown in Tablks V1, VI and VIII for, respectively,
12 13,16 17 and 32 33 lattices. The origins (i;1)
of the correlation finctions were chosen at the m iddle
of the chain In order to m inim ize the end e ects. (1)
wasequalto (7;7), (9;9) and (17;17) respectively forthe
12 13,16 17and 32 33 lattices. Forthe 16 17 lat-
tice, m s; = 128 states were kept during the rst DM RG
step and m s, = 64 states were kept during the second
DM RG step. The comparison wih QM C is quite good
In the longiudinal direction but less good in the trans—
verse direction when the lattice size gets large. For the
32 33 lattice,m 5§ and m s, were resgoectively increased
to 160 and 80. A s for the case ofthe 16 17 lattice the
agream ent was quite good for Cy (i;1;r) and less good for
C» (;L;r). The reasons forthe di erences are not easy to
analyze. A though very am all truncation errors p, (for
Instance, pn, < 1 107 orm s1 = 128 and m s, = 64))
are obtained In the DM RG, there is no obvious relation
between these truncation errors and the errors on the
m easuram ents. Furthem ore, the e ects of higher order
term s In the perturbation series have not be analyzed for
the case ofthree blocks. Sincem ore states are kept w hen
three blocks are used, the contribution of second order
tem s is lkely larger than the one found above for four
blocks.



1 DMRG (1) QMC () DMRG (b) QMC (b)
1 -0.14694 -0.14636 (3) -0.01846 -0.02952 (2)
2 0.06042 0.06151 (3) 0.00969 0.01465 (2)
3 -0.04908 -0.05066 (2) -0.00623 -0.01057 (3)
4 0.03402 0.03640 (2) 0.00416 0.00821 (1)
5 -0.02949 -0.03229 (3) -0.00281 -0.00662 (1)
6 0.02366 0.02682(3) 0.00190 0.00545 (1)
7 -0.02108 -0.02450 (2) -0.00128 -0.00453 (2)
8 0.01820 0.02163(3) 0.00086 0.00379 (2)
9 -0.01643 -0.01990 (2) -0.00059 -0.00321(2)
10 0.01474 0.01806 (2) 0.00040 0.00270 (2)
11 -0.01327 -0.01646(2) -0.00028 -0.00228 (2)
12 0.01202 0.01508 (2) 0.00018 0.001%94 (2)
13 -0.01045 -0.01309(1) -0.00012 -0.00164 (2)
14 0.00914 0.01164 2) 0.00008 0.00137(2)
15 -0.00005 -0.00115(@)
16 0.00003 0.00088 (1)
TABLE VIII: DMRG versus QMC longitudinal (1)

Cx A7;17;1),
correlations for a 32

and transverse () C, (17;17;r) spin-spin
33 lattice for J, = 01, Jq = 0.

VII. GROUND-STATE PROPERTIES IN

PRESENCE OF FRUSTRATION

TheDM RG m ethod has shown an overallgood agree—
ment wih QM C for weak couplings and not too large
sizes. The method is well controlled and can system —
atically be In proved by increasingm s; and ms,. The
advantage of the DM RG over QM C is that it is very

exble and can be applied to frustrated system s. A sit—
uation where the QM C is known to fail. Tn this section
a diagonal J4 exchange coupling is included. It has the
e ect of introducing a com petition between interchain
AFM ocorrelations along the row s and AFM correlations
along the diagonals.

A . G round-state energies

A Though the resul on the ground state energy can not
provide nform ation about a possible long-range order, i
can be helpfil to see if the perturbation is relevant or
not. Fig. :5 show s the binding energy per chain Eg =
Eo@L) Eo@ @C+1)=@C+1),whereEq (L) istheground
state energy for a single chain and E g (L (L + 1)) isthe
ground state energy foran L L+ 1) lattice. & issetto
0d.Ep rstdecreasesas Jg=J, is increased. It reaches
aminimum at Jg 05% . At them ninum point, the
binding energy nearly vanishes, Eg 00015 which is
roughly two orders of m agniude an aller than is value
for 33 = 0. As Jyq=J, is further increased, Eg starts
Increasing sharply. T his behavior suggests the existence
of three regin es for for the action of an all perturbations
on the single chain, two stable phases separated by a
transition region. The rst regin e, which occurs when
Jg < 0537, ,.is a Neel state as is already known from
OMC studiedd. This will be con med below by the

0.16

0.12

W 0.08

0.04

FIG.5: The binding energy Eg with respect to singlke chain
fora 32 33 lattice as a function of = J4=J; ,J, = 0.

0.2

0.15

0.05

FIG . 6: The binding energy Eg with respect to singlke chain
fora 32 1 lattice as a function of 1 for J4=J, = 0 (circles),
Jg=J, = 05 (squares), Jg=J; = 12 (diamonds), J, = 0:1.

analysisofthe DM RG correlation fiinctions. T he second
regin e is when Jg4 05% . The perturbation seem s
to be irrelevant, J, and Jyq cancel each other so that
there is alm ost no galn in energy by applying the two
perturbations sin ultaneously. In the third regin €, when
Jg ~ 0537, , the ground state is also m agnetic with a
collinear order, an alternate arrangem ent of transverse
up and down ferrom agnetic chains (see Fjg.il:) .

T he above analysis is fiirther supported by observing
the evolution ofthe binding energy Eg (. 1) asa func-
tion of the num ber of chains in the lattice Fig. :_é) i
clearly show s that when Jg 05% , the binding energy
is nearly independent of the num ber of chains and re—
m ains very close to that of the single chain. Hence i
seam s that at the point Jg 053 , the ground state is
m ade of ndependent chainsasforJ, = Jg = 0. Thisbe-
havior is analogous to the dom ino m odel studied by V il
lain and coworker$?, where a disordered ground state,
m ade of independent chains for a particular value of the
transverse coupling, was found.
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FIG.7: The ground state transverse structure factor for a
32 33 lattice for Jg=J, = 0 ( llked circles), 02 (open circles),
04 ( lled squares), 055 (open squares), 0:8 ( lled diam onds),
10 (open diam onds), 12 (open triangles).

B . G round-state correlation functions

T he behavior of the correlation fiinctions is consistent
w ith the existence of the three regin es found for the
ground state energy. A s expected, spin-spin correlations
along the chains rem ain antiferrom agnetic. T he change
of regin es w ill be detected by analyzing spin-spin corre-
lations along the transverse direction. Fig. d show s the
transverse m agnetic structure factor S, k- ),

y=2
Se ke )=

k, =1

C, (17;17;r)cosk, r (31)

wherek, isawavenum ber in the transverse direction. It
also show sthe three regin esdiscussed above. W hen Jg <

05J, , S; ke ) hasamaxinum at k;, = . The soin—
soin correlations along the tranverse direction are AFM

as for the longiudinal direction. For Jg 05% ,S, is
structureless, a fact w hich is consistent w ith disconnected
chains. W hen Jq ~ 05J5 ,S, hasamaxinum atk, = 0,
and the correlations in the transverse direction are now

ferrom agneth T his isthe collinearm agnetic state shown
n Fig. -l

Thebond-strength C_ (17 17;1),computed na 32 33
lattice is shown iIn Fig. 8 Tt also show s that the chains
seem to be disconnected when Jg 05% . Starting
from Jq = 0, for which C, (17;17;1) = 001846, is
absolute value rst slow ly decreases. Then, when Jy4 is
In the vicinity of Jg, , the absolute value ofC, (17;17;1)
sharply decreasesand becom every smal;C, (17;17;1) =

0:000799 when & = 05J, . As soon as Jgq exceeds
Ja. » C» (17;17;1) becom es ferrom agnetic and starts to
Increase sharply. It Jater saturatesw hen one is farenough
from the critical point.
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FIG .8: Thebond-strength C (1) =
of = Jg=J> ,J? = 0.

C, (17;17;1) asa function

VIII. LONG-RANGE ORDER IN THE GROUND

STATE

T he analysism ade In the preceeding section indicates
regions of dom inant N eel or collinear spin-soin correla—
tions orofa possbly disordered ground state at the tran—
sition point. But it does not tell if long range order is
truly established. For this, it is necessary to ook at the
long-range behavior of the correlation functions.

T he sourious e ects due to the breaking of the trans—
lational sym m etry, a consequence of the OBC, may be
reduced by using a IYerwhich sm ooths the action ofthe
sites near the edges. In the resuls shown below in Fig
:_E}, :_l-(_]', :_1-1:, this was done as ollows: Cy (i;1;r) was 1rst
exam Ined for a single chain for which the long distance
behavior is known. Roughly, Cy ({;1;r) / 1l=r if logarith-
m ic corrections are neglected. It was found that if the
origin is taken at the m iddle of the chain, the 1=r behav—
ior is roughly satis ed ©rd < r< L=2 dwihd 8.
T he second inequality is due to edge e ects. A sa conse—
quence, relatively large valies of L are necessary in order
to observe the long range behavior, and lattices of up to
64 65werestudied. Theproblem with such large lattices
is that the energy width E (L) shrinks wih increasing
L and the condition L) " Jr E (L) may notbe
ful Iled. ForL = 64, ms; = 192 and m s, = 80 states
were kept. For these values, E (L = 64) 0:5, which
means E (L = 64)=3% ,4 5 provided that J ,4 < 0:16.

The st question which needs to be addressed is to
know whether the DM RG can detect an eventual long
range order. Comparisonswih QM C for L = 32 show
that, the DM RG ocorrelation in the transverse direc—
tion decays faster. This e ect is expected to be larger
on longer chains. But, despie this shortcom ing of the
m ethod, one can still detect possible occurrence of long
range order. If one considers the centralchain in the 2D
lattice, Cy @=2+ 1;L=2+ 1;r) ism odi ed from that ofan
isolated chain because ofthe e ective m agnetic eld cre—
ated on i by the rest of lattice. A lthough this e ective

eld is som ew hat underevaluiated by the DM RG because
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FIG . 9: The ground state correlation function Cy (33;33;1r)
for the 64 65 lattice for J, = 0 (circles) and J, = 0:16
(squares). Jdg = 0 in both cases. The lled and open sym bols
correspond to odd and even distances respectively.

the transverse correlations are underevaluated, it can still
be strong enough to lad to an ordered phase. T his inter—
pretation is related to the chain m ean- eld approadqﬁq ;
the essential point is that, here, no assum ption about
longrange order is m ade a priori. From this, one can
see that if the DM RG method lads to a nie order
param eter, it is necessarily genuine. Fig. -'_9 com pares
for the correlation function Cy (33;33;r) for J, = 0,
Jqg = Owih J, = 016, J3 = 0. In the rst case when
both transverse couplings are absent, C, (33;33;r) / 1=r.
The DM RG data still show an odd-even altemation, so
ts must be perfom ed for odd and even distances sep—
arately. The best last square ts to the data gave
Cr(33;33;r! 1) 00001. This is consistent wih an
absence of a Iong-range order for an isolated chain. But
inthecase J, = 0:dl6and Jg3 = 0,a ttothedata shows
that Cy (33;33;r) tends to Cy (33;33;r ! 1) 0:0036
T he existence of Iongrange Neglorder for J, = 0:16 is
consistent w ith previous studiedid4d . Adding J, alone
seam s to lead to long-range order. This has been re—
cently shown in Refkt% where values of J, down to 0:02
were Investigated. It is of course in possible to show from
a num erical investigation whether any sm all value of J,
w il lead to an ordered state or therem ay be a disordered
state for very am allvalies of J, . In view of current nu—
m ericalresuls, the form erhypothesis ism ore convincing.
The above discussion suggests that a frustration Jg
must be added In order to thwart the Neel state which
results from the action of J, . J, will now be set to
0:16 and Jg varied. For Jq4 = 008, the value at which
the analysis of am aller chains suggested that the ground
state ism ade ofdisconnected chains, Cy (33;33;r) iscom —
pared to the sam e quantity for a single chain In Fx_:]:_ig
F its to the data show that the behavior of Cy (33;33;1r)
is quite sin ilar to that of a sihgle chain. Clarly, or
these values of the transverse couplings there is no long—
range order In the ground state, and C (33;33;r) seam s
to indicate that the ground state ism ade of a set of in—
dependent chains. It is In portant to em phasize that this
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FIG .10: The ground state correlation function Cy (33;33;x)
for the 64 65 lattice for J, = 0: Jg = 0: (circles) and
J, = 0:16, Jg = 0:08 (squares). The lled and open symbols
cor
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FIG.1l: The ground state correlation function Cy (33;33;x)
for the 64 65 lattice for J, = 0: Jg = 0: (circles) and
J, = 0:16,Jq = 0:16 (squares). The Illed and open symbols
correspond to odd and even distances respectively.

result does not m ean that the nie tem perature e ects
are also trivial. T he present situation could be sim ilar to
the so-called dom fno m odel rst introduced,by A ndret8
and later studied by Villain and coworker$’ or to the
crossed-chains quantum spin modeld. In the dom ino
m odel, it was found that the ground state was m ade of
disconnected chains but there was a long-range order at
nite tem perature. Indeed, the M em In-W agner theorem
prohibits long-range order at nite tam peratures for the
2D Heisenberg m odel. The nite tem perature behavior
In this case will thus be di erent.

T he disconnected chain ground state is In contradic—
tion with a recent study by Nersesyan and T svelik3.
These authors argued, using bosonization, that when
Jg=J; = 035, only the staggered part of the interchain
part of the H am iltonian vanishes. T here rem ains a uni-
form part which is relevant and leads to tw o-din ensional
sin liquid with a spin gap, / exp( 33-), where
v is the spin velociy. The low energy excitations are
argued to be uncon ned spinons. T he apparent contra—



diction between this conclusion and the num erical data
above could be that the binding energies of the 2D soin
liquid are very small, ndeed J, = 0:I corresponds to

1:0 10!, Such a snall energy can cbviously
not be detected by a num ericalm ethod. A way to avoid
this an all energy scale is to raise J, . This possbility is
currently being investigated.

F inally, the collinearm agnetic long range order is also
con m ed by the analysis of C (33;33;r). In Fig. 11, i
is shown that for Jg = 0:, Cy (33;33;r) converges even
faster than for the Neel state above. The value of the
extrapolated correlation isC, (33;33;r! 1) 0:0056.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, a new renom alization group m ethod
for weakly coupled chains was presented. It is based on
solving num erically the m odel H am iltonian in two 1D
steps using the DM RG . D uring the rst step, a low en—
ergy Ham iltonian for a single chain is obtained using the
1D DM RG . The orighal problem is then formulated as
a perturbative expansion around the DM RG low energy
Ham iltonian obtained during the 1rst step. This per-
turbative expansion is a 1D problem which can also be
solved by the DM RG .

The rst and second order approxin ations were stud—
ied for weakly coupled H eisenberg chains w ith and w ith—
out frustration. T he resuls were com pared to the QM C
and show ed good agreem ent for an all system s and am all
transverse couplings. It was shown that, starting from

12

the disordered 1D chain, the m ethod can predict long—
range order when it exists, a test generally failed by con-—
ventional perturbative m ethods. C alculations perform ed
In the presence of frustration indicate an absence of a
genuinely 2D spin liquid state. Instead, the frustration
drivesthe N eelground state to a collinearm agnetic state.
At the transition point, both ground-state energy and
soin-spin correlation functions show a disordered ground
state. T he precise nature of this disordered ground state
is currently under investigation.

The above resuls are very encouraging and indicate
that the DM RG m ay becom e a very usefiil tool for the
study of highly anisotropic 2D system s In the future.
The method is only in its early stages, and some in—
portant in provem ents of the m ethod are currently un—
derw ay. T hese are the investigation of the role of cluster
corrections, ie., the starting point in the rst step will
be two—Jeg or threeleg ladders instead of a single chain;
the use of exact diagonalization during the rst step in—
stead ofDM RG .T hese in provem entsare lkely to lead to
better resuls for spin-goin correlations in the transverse
direction. E xtensions of the m ethod to thermm odynam ic
spIn system s or ferm fonicm odelsw illalso bem ade In the
near future.
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