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In the weak-coupling regin e of the continuous theories, tw o sets of one-loop renom alization group
equations are derived and solved to disclose the phase diagram s of the antiferrom agnetic generalized
two-leg spjn—; Jadder under the e ect of (I) a staggered extemalm agnetic eld and (II) an explicit
din erization. In m odel (I), the splitting ofthe SU (2), critical line nto U (1) and Z, critical surfaces
is observed; whilk In m odel (II), two critical surfaces arising from their underlying critical lnes w ith
SU (2)2 and Z; characteristics m erge into an SU (2); critical surface on the line where the m odel

attains its highest sym m etry.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm , 71.10Pm , 64.60 Ak, 05.70.Jk

I. NTRODUCTION

The physics of quantum phase transitions in one—
din ensional system s has attracted m uch attention in re—
cent years because not only of is qaecja]jty| the con—
form al Svn m etries and universalities In (1+ 1)-critical
m odelsf?4 but also of its genera]jtyj. the quantum criti-
calphenom ena in higher din ensionsf? A generalquestion
is posed as follow s: If a critical system de ned in the
ultraviolet lim it is deform ed by m ore than one relevant
perturbations, what is the fate of the system ? Can the
criticality be reached again in the infrared 1im it because
of the \cancellation" e ect am ong these perturbations,
thus a quantum phase transition takes place? A typical
m odel of this sqift is the socalled double-frequency sine—
G ordon m odelf¥ where an Ising transition was thought
to be driven by two com peting relevant perturbations.
T he description of the phase transition requires a non—
perturbative schem ebeing able to identify correctly those
degrees of freedom that rem ain m assive and the low-—
energy ones that eventually becom e critical and undergo
the transition.

The sam e strategy was extended to a m ore com pli-
cated non-A belian case| atwoleg q)jn% H eisenberg an—
tiferrom agnetic lJadder sub Ect to a siteparity-breaking
din erization e]d:l T he non-trivial aspect of the non—
perturbative approach adopted in this study of the
strong-coupling Ilim it of the model is that one has to
preserve the SU (2) symm etry, which cannot be sponta—
neously broken, in the Isingm odel language w hich appar-
ently hasonly a discrete symm etry. Thishidden symm e~
try was realized w hen using very non-localduality trans—
form ations for the coupled Ising models. An e ective
low -energy H am iltonian depicting the ensuing quantum
phase transition w as derived and the tranam utation ofall
physical elds at the infrared xed point was identi ed.
Tt wasunam biguously shown that a quantum phase tran—
sition occurs from the universality class of SU 2) level 2
W essZum noNovikovW itten W ZNW ) m odelin theul-
traviolt lim it to the universality class of SU 2) evel 1
W ZNW modelin the nfrared lim it.

Another possibl scenario was set up by Introducing
a staggered m agnetic eld, which explicitly breaks both
SU (2) and kond-parity symm etries, to the generalized
spin Jadder? D epending on which phase the m odel be—
longs to in absence of the staggered eld, either U (1) or
Z, criticality was predicted under the e ect of the stag-
gered eld. An interesting new phase that interpolates
between the Haldane spin liquid phase and the sponta—
neously din erized phase was found beyond the transi-
tions. Them ain features of this Interm ediate phase are:
partially (transverse) coherent soin excitations and par—
tially (longiudinal) non-vanishing string order param e—
ter.

A s we can see, the physics of the generalized spjn%
ladder under the e ect of the din erization or the stag-
gered eld isvery rich. In this paper, we shall scrutinize
these two m odels in a m ore general perspective and try
to understand the phase diagram sasa whole. Ourm ain
attention isto bepaid to the overalltopology ofthe phase
diagram s; w hile the physical properties in various phases
are only to be m entioned brie y ifavailable.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. IT, w e present
a short overview ofthe continuous version of ourm odels.
In Sec. -'_D-;t, we derive tw o sets of renom alization group
RG) equationsand centralcharge form ulas. T hese equa—
tions are (hum erically) solved and analyzed in Sec.-r_B-Z: to
bring about the phase diagram s of the continuous m od—
els. The in plication to the ladder system s is sum m arized
and concluded in Sec.y,.

II. MODELSAND THEIR CONTINUOUS
FIELD- THEORETIC MAPPINGS

W e consider a standard two—-leg spjn—é antiferrom ag—
netic (J > 0) Heisenberg ladder (J» ) generalized to in—
clude a our-spin interaction (v ) £24
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ora -phase (relative) din erization, m odel (IT),
X X
H =
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T hroughout the paper, we treat the m odels only in the
w eak-coupling regim e, providing
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In this Iim it, the eld-theoretic approach in continuum
is of advance and power In describing the low-energy
physics of the m odels. In fact, the resulting H am ittoni-
ans are represented by four interacting M a prana (real)
ferm ions or, equivalently, four coupled Ising m odels.

A ccordingtoR eﬁ.:j;g;r_g,:_l-]_;, wehave the ©llow ngm ap—
pings n temm s of M apranas (g ;) and Ising variables
(;):

Hgen = Hert + Hnasst Hmarg 7 ©)

w here the critical theory
3

iv X
Hoeme = E

N 6)

R@XR
=0

having an O (4) symm etry is inherited from two decou—
pld Hejsenberg chains wih SU 2) SU ) symm etry,
v Ja%% The mass tem s result from part of the in—
terchain coupling (J, ) and the fourspin interaction V),
both ofwhich have the sam e scaling dim ension, d= 1:

. 0 0 .
Hpass = ms g g, me g 7 (7)

where the singlet (associated with ©°) and triplt ( =
('; ?; 3)) masses are related to the param eters of the

lattice spin m odelby
& ; 8)

respectively. Here c and ¢ are som e positive constants.
Them arginaltem s are from the current—current part of
the interchain coupling w ith scaling din ension d= 2:

msg= 3a% é)v; me= cJ,

H = } 2 0 0y .

m arg 2g1(R L)+g2(R L)(R L)r (9)
where g; = %J?a and g = %J?a ,wih (¢ 0)
the m argihally irrelevant coupling in the chains. Ob-—
viously, the symmetry of the continuous model H g4en
is 0 3) %, corresponding to SU () 2% for the lattice
m odel @) (Z, arising from the interchange oftw o chains),
unless J; = 0 when the highest symmetry of O (4) is
reached, corresponding to SU (2) SU ).

The eld-theoretic ooull'lterpaﬁ's of the staggered eld

@'g') and the dim erization 3) are represented, respectively,
by
Hy = G=) 12 3 07 (10)
H = (=) 12307 (1)

where wih a m agnitude order of the lattice constant
is the short-distance cut-o of the theory. W hile H
keepsthe O (3) invariance forthe triplet sector intact, H y,
breaksthissymmetry down to O 2) 7% .Thisisa re ec—
tion of the oriented eld @) lowersSU @) toU (1) Z.

In what ©llow s, we shalladdressm odel (I) :H gen + Hyy
andm odel (IT) :H gen + H , N RG approach. O urpurpose
ain s at draw ing the phase diagram s by analyzing the
Infrared properties of the RG equations.

ITII. DERIVATION OF THE RG EQUATIONS

It is rather straightforward to establish the one-loop
RG equations out of the operator product ,expansionst
(O PE ’s) betw een the perturbative operators.'f}a Fora crit—
icalm odel perturbed by

Hpert= Y 037 12)

i

where ; are din ensionless coupling constants of the cor-
responding din ensionless operators O ; (W ith scaling di-
mension dj), ifO ; are nom alized In such a way that

2d;
0 ;(;2)050;0)i= 35 —. ; 13)
7]
(z= v + ix being the tin e-space In com plex coordinates)
and the short-distance O PE ’s satisfy

di+d; dy

0i(z;2)050;0) g — Oy (0;0); (14)

23
the oneloop RG equations for ; are readily given by
d X .

= @ .
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In addition, the centrqal charge satisfying Zam olodchi-
kov’s decreasing theorem 14 is perturbatively evaluated to
this order to be

Coyv 3 € 4d)i

X
+2 Cij
ik

C(qg =

i3 kt0(h; e

where Cyvy is the central charge of the unperturbed crit—
ical system (the ultraviolet xed point). In the present
case, Cyy = 2 is the central charge of two decoupled
chains.



U ndernom alization C_l-Z_'i),theO PE coe cientsc ijk are
related to the three-point function 10 ;0 50 i, and, thus
are com plete symm etric am ong the indices (ijk)¥ Not
only this procedure sim pli es the calculations, but also
is it essentialto give rise to a correct form for the central
charge €16)

A . RG equations for m odel (I)

Since for thism odel,

H;Ie)rtszass+Hmarg+Hh; (eN))]
and noticing H ,, breaksthe O (3) symm etry In the triplet
sector, we have to divide the triplet mass m+ and the
m arginal coupling constants g; and g, into doublets and
singlets. D enoting the m ass bilinear (or energy density)

ofthe Ismgmodel, " = i, [ ,wewritedown:

I
H @ = mg ("1 + "2) miu3

pert
"1 "2 ﬁ ("1 + "2)"3
(g ("1 + "2 )"O "3 "O
+ bh=)

v X
= — 017 18)
=1

ms"o

12 30

w here the din ensionless operators in both ferm ion and
Abelian boson representations (\+= " associated w ith

sectors (1;2)=(3;0), respectively) :
01 = 5 "1+ ") = Eoos 4_ P
0, = 2 "3= cos 4 + cos 4 ;
O3 = 2 "= cos 4 cos 4 ;
O4= % )2"1"2=4 SRR
Os= 2 2( )2+ ")"
pP- P— pP— pP—
= 2cos 4 , cos 4 cos 4 ;
Og= 2 E( ) 2 (" + ")
_ p— p— p—
= 2cos 4 4 cos 4 + cos ;
O7= @ )™M"%=4 ‘e @ ;
_ P
Og=21230=28j1’1 + COS : (19)
T he scaling din ensions, di;2;3 = 1, da;s;6;7 = 2, and dg =

% . A ccordingly, the din ensionless coupling constants:
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Tt iseasy to calculate allthe OPE coe cientsby using
ezth;a;ur ferm ion orboson representation. For exam ple, we
nd?3

1
Og(z;z)0g —. + 19—01 — 02+ 03)
¥y 2 2
1
1 1
+ =05+ 06) —-0s+07) :(21)
¥3 2 2 4

T herefore, we read o
1 _
Cgg” = P= 7 Css
5 1
Cgg” = Cgg = —P=/; Css

1
4 7
== i@
8 2 22)

The algebra In this way is closed, and we list all the
coe clents in Tab]ei_'u

TABLE I:OPE coe cients c 5"
front are indices k).

(given in the parentheses, in

inj[ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

114 5) 6(1) 1) 2() 3() 8(=%)
2| 5() 7(1) 1(1) 3A) 8(%)
3|66 7D 1) 2¢1) 8¢%)
4]1¢1) 5(1)  6(1) 8(3)
5(2¢) 1) 5(1) 4(1> 7(1) 6(1) 8(=)
6 | 3(1) 1) 6(1) 7+ 4(-1) 5¢1) 8(2 E)
7 3() 2¢1) (1) 5(1) 8(%)
8 |8(r5) 8(%) 8(3) 8(3) 8(F5) 8(:35) 8(F) (aws™)°

1
@ cggk = 1(5);

20 3230 5040 5 5G85)i 60857 §).

Now, it ©ollows from Eq. ¢_1'§') that the RG equations

for the couplings (instead of ):
1,
a = 1+5(14+ 25t 356) Zg;
= +1(2 + )+12-
2 2+ 5@ 37 267
1 1,
3 = 3+5(216+ 27)+Zg;
1 1
_4=25+5(§+ §)+Z§;
= 2 +1( + )12-
i 12t S (as 6 7 2687
1 1,
_6=213+§(46+ 5 7) 287
1,
2 = 233+ 56+Zgl
3
s = 78 18 (2+ 3) 38
l(+)+l(+)' (23)
AR ) et 2l 7) 8 :

The perturbative central charge C_l-§) for the present



modelin tetm sof is

3 2 2 2 32
C(f =2 - 27+ 5+ 5+ =
(o)) 2 1 2 3t S
3 + +1 +
2125 1 3 6 2237 5 6 7
3 2 2 2
@it i+
L3, 1
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+1 +l ! 2 (24)
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B. RG equations for m odel (II)

Com paring w ith the previous m odel, the only di er—

ence now isreplacingHy by H , ie,,
. ., P—
Og=21 2 3 0= 2sh + sin ; (25)
8
— = —; 26
8 > - (26)

and Eqg. {_2-1:) ismodi ed to be

1 1
Og(z;z)0g —+ =01+ - 02+ 0O3)
¥y 2 2
1
1 1
- =05+ 06)+ —04+ 07) ;27
x] 2 2 4
vieding
cag®= 1% ;23 ;33 ;
2 2 2
4 1,5 A6 - ;7 1. @8
4 7 22 ! 22 ! 4 "

However, as we have known, the symm etry of m odel
(IT) is higher than that ofm odel (I) | the O 3) symm e-
try In the triplet sector [ie., the SU ) symm etry In the
original lattice m odel] should rem ain. In other words,
the division of the triplet into doublet and singlet is fiu—
tile In the present case. This fact is re ected In the RG
equations also. From Egs. ¢_§§>, by reversing the signs of
the coe cients involving ¢ gg?, css>, Css”, and cgg®, three
of the eight equations are redundant, mplying ;1 = 5,

4= s,and ¢ = 7. Asa resul, the RG equations
degenerate to
= +l(2 + ) Lo,
a 1t @1 36 287
3 1,
3 = 3+516 787
1 1
4= 27+ (54 §)+Z§;
2
6 = 213t 46t - g3
3 1
.= S8 5(314' 3) gt — (a4t 6) g (29)

and the central charge to

3 3
Cqg) =2 =37+ 5+=3}
(€ 9) 4 1 3 5 8
3, 3 1,
2 1 4 2136 446
3
—16(4f+ 2+ 02y,
+33+ 3 3 2. (0)
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Iv. SOLUTIONS TO THE RG EQUATIONS
AND THE EMERGING PHASE DIAGRAM S

To analyze the infrared behaviors of our present m od-
els, In this section, we num erically integrate these two
sets of RG Egs. C_Z-gl) and @-25) to depict generic phase
diagram s for the soin ladder under a staggered eld or
din erization. O n account ofthe fact that fora system in
am assive regin e, the role ofm arginalcoupling is usually
exhausted by renom alizing the m ass and velociy, i is
reasonable to take no thought ofthesem arginalperturba-
tions at the outset and argue that the overall qualitative
feature rem ains correct although the position and shape
of phase boundary m ay not be exact. Let usbegin w ith
a known system | the generalized soin ladder @')@| asan
exam ple. A variant of thism odel includes four-spoin ring
exchange, which isbelieved to be relgvapt to som e exotic
properties n real ladderm aterialst4n 144

In the ollow ing we denote the bare ultraviolt cou—
plingsby @ L = 1) and the renom alized infrared
couplingsby ¢ wL=1).

A . Phase diagram of the generalized spin ladder

In thiscase, the RG equationsaretrivially ; = ; and
3= 3.Unlssthe nitialvalie (pare coupling) vanishes,
1(0) = Oor 3(0) = 0, the systam isalways renom alized to
som e strong-couplingm assive phaseasL ! 1 .Because
of relations in Egs. £0), | = = and oo e,
we conclide that m¢ = 0 and m 5 = 0 are phase transi-
tion lines on which them odelbecom es critical. T hey be—
long to the universality classes ofcr:ii'jca]ﬁU ), W ZNW
model and Z, Ishg m odel, respectively? A's a base for
our further exploration, we draw the phase diagram of
the generalized spin ladder (1) in Fig.i.

A ccording to Ref. :9', there are fourm assive phases di-
vided by two critical lines. T he second and fourth quad-
rants of the gure are two Haldane # { ') sphh liquid
phases, and the rst and third quadrantsbelong to spon-—
taneously dim erized (D ¢ ') phases. The \+ = " sectors
are actually related by duality ofreversing the signsofthe
m asses. T he axis of abscissas represents a criticalm odel
wih an SU @), W ZNW universality class (L :SU 2)2),
and the axis of ordinates a Z; (Isihg) one L. Z;,). ALk
though the Haldane phases and the din er phases share
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FIG .1: Phase diagram of the generalized soin lJadder. T here
exist two critical lines L. : SU (2); and L:Z,, and four m assive
sheetsS:H ' ? and S:D ! ). N otice the dim ers in the H aldane
phases are only sym bolic rather than a true order.

the feature of non-vanishing topological string order pa—
ram eter in com m on and therm odynam ically they are In—
distinguishable, the symm etry of the ground state and
the behavior of the dynam ical susceptibility are com —
pltely di erent.

@)

@S:H®) phase [ ' =+1, )= 1 1:Neither
parity (site orbond) sym m etry nor transhtional sym m e~
try isbroken. T here is a coherent peak forthe dynam ical
spIn susceptibility at & = , g ! Jned charac—
terizing coherent S = 1 single-m agnon excitations.

@ s:H' ) phase [ = 1, ) = +11 No

symm etry breaking (except for the hidden string order).
Thepeak isat g, = 0, g s ! ne jinstead.

() S: D *) phase [) = +1, &) +1 1

T he discrete siteparity and translational sym m etries are
spontaneously broken. T he corresponding order param e—
terish( 1F (S im Bn+1t S2mn  Sn+1)i€ 0 Ophase).
N o ooherent peak in the spin susceptibility (squareroot
sihhgularity only).

@) S:D 'phase [F'= 1, 8= 11:The
discrete sym m etries are broken w ith an order param eter
h( 1? (S 1;n §;n+l §;n+ 1)j-6 0 ( ‘Phase)- No
coherent peak either.

W e also show In the gure the directions ofthe lattice
m odel param eters J, and V via relation (:{1’), although
the exact scales for the coordinates are not known. W e

nd that the standard ladder w ith positive, antiferro—
(negative, ferro-) J, is in Haldane H ") @ ( )) phase.
T he pure four-spin coupling m odelw ith J, = 0 is in the
D () phase when V > 0 or in the D ) phase when
V < 0. This isa special case w ith a higher sym m etry.
Tt is also interesting to check in RG sense the ow of

SZ n

the central charge. For this sin ple m odelwe have

3 2
cC=2 2(31+ 3) (31)
Considering this is a perturbative one-loop result and
should not be taken seriously when approaches uniy,
we assum e that we can m In ic the true xed point prop-—
erty by introducing a cu&—o_ n . Ifweare allowed to

choose this cuto to be %, the correct central charges
for both SU (2), and Z; caén be recovered, since for the

2),c = 2,and Prthe ht-

formerwhen (,; 5)= ©; 5
q

terwhen (,; 35) = ( %;O),C = % T he existence of
the SU 2), criticality was recently con m ed by a digect

estin ate of the num erical value of the central charge’

B . Phase diagram ofm odel (I)

M odel (I) is the generalized spin ladder (:I:) n a stag-
gered eld 6_2) . The RG equations regarding the relevant
perturbations now becom e

_ 1o,
-l 1 481
12
= +_;
2 2 48
12
= +_;
3 3 48
-2 +l(+ ) gt (32)
-8 28 1822 3/ 8

Evidently, the equations are invariant under the trans-
form ation g ! g, which corresponds to h ! h In
the original spin model. W e need only deal with the
positive case. At rst glance the system has two m athe-
matical xed paoints: @) ( 17 ,7 37 g) = (0;0;0;0) and
o) (%; %; %; 5). T he one at the origin isan unstable
xed point recounting tw o decoupled chains as our start—
ing point; while the xed point (b) is allacious. This is
due to the fact that ; and , are not com pltely inde—

pendent, ie., niially 1(0) = 2(0) = ™, rendering the

xed point (o) physically unaccessible. H ow ever, the val-
ues in (o) do have full play in the the structure of the
phase diagram .

T he em erging phase diagram ofm odel (I) is shown in
FJg-'_Z Tt is notable that all the Interesting phases lie
In the st three quadrants of the base and the fourth
quadrant is In som e sense rather barren. This is con—
trolled by the \ xed point" (o) m entioned above. To
m ake the structure clarer, we anatom ically plot gures
In two intersecting planes (see F i. [_3*) . Various phases
are lJabeled in the gures, where \B" denotes a block or
buk space that is alwaysm assive, \S" stands for a sur-
face or sheet as phase boundary separating two di erent
phases, which can be criticalor rst-ordered, and \L" is
an intersectional line of tw o sheets.
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FIG . 2: Phase diagram of the generalized spin ladder in a
staggered eld. T hem assive phasesoccupying di erentblocks
are separated by interfaces either second-ordered (enclosed by
solid line) orw ith the transition nature unknown from theRG
equations alone (dashed line).

0.15 .
(8 ng=-0.2
01 f B:H(—)
S
ey
0.05
Sz,
-0.2 ] -0.1
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FIG . 3: Sectionalplot of the phase diagram ofthe generalized
soin ladder in a staggered eld: (@) 3(0) isa constantas 02.

) 1(0)= Z(O)jsaconsta.ntasO:Z.

Now let us interpret in som e detail the ocbtained phase
diagram . W e take the exam pl w ith a param eter range
w here two consecutive phase transitions occur when in—
creasing the staggered eld | onebelongsto theU (1) uni-
versality class; the other’s property is not detem ined by
the RG theory itself (probably rst-ordered). Suppose a
generalized soin ladder o ers such a kind of param eters:

me 9= ©9-o0m;

(33)
D= o02;

ms

where ©’sarebare-couplingsas the initialvalies ofthe

di erentialequations (33): © w=1).

Now the system is sub fcted to a staggered eld. Lk is
found when the eld is ncreased to
ha (5
the system undergoes a second-order phase transition
wih a U (1) universality class (or G aussian xed point).
The behaviors of the RG ows in the vicniy of this
transition is shown I Figs.4 @), ©), and (). Belw

)ax = 0:0354863 ; (34)

10

FIG . 4: Param etric plot of the RG ows across two phase
transitions. The gures in the left colum n describe the ows
in the vicinity of the U (1) transition, where the solid lines

correspond to 8(0) = 8(O))c1, the dashed Iines to 8(0) =

(). 0:001, and the dotted Inesto [~ = ( [”)e+ 0:001.
The gures in the right colum n are in the vicinity of the sec—

ond (unidenti ed) transition, where the solid lines corresoond

to = ("), the dotted linesto = (" )es 0:001,
= () + 0001. Notice in

and the dash-dotted lines to 8(0)
panel (f) the dash-dotted line for ; (L) eventually approaches

+ 1 after an uptum that is not shown in the gure.

the U (1) transition the system is in the bulk m assive

phase B: H") characterized by the couplings renor-
@), ar, an

malized to (4 1 B 8= w1415 150
(the dashed lnes in the gures). At the transition,
theJ'nﬂaredpropextybeoomes(l(1 ', 2(1 ', 3(1 ' ;1 'y =
©O;+1; 1 ;0) (the solid lines in the gures). Sice

1 Is proportional to the split doublt m ass, m ‘ti, it is
bound to attrbute this transition to a U (1) character.
Now we are In the buk phase of B : I characterized by
(1;+1; 1 ;0) (thedotted linesin the gures). This
is an Intem ediate phase interpolating between the Hal-
dane phase and the spontaneously din ered phase. The



m ost distinctive features of this phase are that it has
only transverse coherent spin exciations and longiudi-
nal string order param eter. (For detailed properties, cf.
Ref.d.)

If the staggered eld is further increased to reach the
point

(0)
hc2 (8

)ez = 0:0560487 ; (35)
the second transition occurs. The RG
this transition is shown I Figs. 4 @),
At the transitign the couplings are renom alized to
(1;+1; 1; 3) (thesolid lnesin the gures). A fter
the transition the system enterstheB:H ¢ ) phase char-
acterized by ( 1 ;+1 ;+1 ;1 ) (the dash-dotted lines
In the gures). Unfortunately, we can tell very little
from the present schem e regarding the property of this
transition. Tt may be a rstorder transition or even a
crossover.

In thisway, we are able to classify m ost of the phases
and transitions by the nfrared properties nferred from
the RG equations. W e summ arize the maln results as
follow s.

ow s around
©), and (.

a. Buks

@) ) ) )

1 2 3 8
BeD ) +1 +1 +1 0

()

B =D 1 1 1 0 36)
BH® |[+1 +1 1 0
BH() 1 +1 +1 1
B 1 +1 1 0

C om paring w ith the zero— eld case (previous subsection),
we nd that threem assivephasessD ¢ ) andH %) arees-
sentially passed from their h = 0 counterparts directly

exoept for the broken symmetry ; & ,. However,
B:H ! ) phase isdi erent from S:H ¢ ) i the sense that
MV 41 msteadof 1 and ' ! 1 instead of

0. Obviously, B: I is a totally new phase which has no
zero— eld counterpart.

b. Sheets
1) ) 1) (1
1 2 3 8
SU @) HY)O 0 +1 1 0
SZ, ¢ ) 1 0 1 0
g B+ +1
SZy HE D T 0 37)
SZ, @ ’H] 1 1 1p3
S:H ] 1 +1 1 p3
S:H®)H )] +1 +1 1 3
+) () P
S H )T |+1 +1 +1 3

Tt is perspicuous that the critical surfaces split from the
SU (2), critical line and having U (1) and Z, criticalities
correspond to the nfrared xed pointswith ( 1; g) /

(mg;h) ! (0;0) and (2; g) / mgzh) ! (070), respec—
tively. The other Z, criticality is t:dyjaJJy sam e as and

connected to the onewhen h= 0, (3; g) / Mmgs;h) !

0;0). At least one of the four unknown boundaries
(dashed lines In Fjg.lr_j and :_3) can be identi ed as Z»,
ie, S: ¢ 'H( )]. The reason is to be shown soon.

c. Lines

o S

U Q@)
LZz [D
Lz, H®

+

HO 1)
(

= osjw H

T

in
¢$
-
+
L SN

+

Slw = =

T hese lines are intersections of tw o surfaces. T he special
values here are associated w ith the \ xed point" () of

Egs. C_?:Zj)

Z;

0
n%)N

\Y s

FIG.5: A top—wview plot of the phase diagram of the general-
ized spin Jadder in a staggered eld. T he true phase bound-
aries in thebase (h = 0) should be extended as shown by the
arrow s.

To close ourdiscussion, we show in Fjg.E a topview of
thephasediagram . TheU (1) zone iscon ned in a wedged

area dem arcated by the SU ), line 1(0) = 2(0) =0
and V= = 105 0ie,me= lImg> 0.

The latter condition amountsto V. = 0 and J, > 0
via relation ('5), coinciding w ith the location of a stan—
dard spin ladder w ith antiferrom agnetic interchain cou—
pling. The adjacent Z, region is delim ited by condition

D= 0219 0, The trivial Z, region is w ithin
thez, ne @ = 0and @ = @ = 395 0. The
unidenti ed sheet have 1(0) = (O) = 3(0) as its bound-
ary In the base. ThJSJsamodelWJth J, = 0, ie, only
four-spin Interchain coupling. H ow ever, one m ight have
noticed that there is som ething unnaturalhere. C onsid—
ering the ntemal relation between the B :H ¢ ) phase in
thebulk and the S:H ¢ ) phase in thebase, we suggest in
the true situation the boundary ofthis sheet should bend
over to connect to the critical lines in the base (@as shown
by the arrow s in Fig.i3). By combining the \integrating
out" m ethod and the study of the bosonized m odel, we
observe that a Z, surface, connecting two axes, covers
the whole third quadrant i Fig. .

—



C . Phase diagram ofm odel (II)

Now wetum toM odel (II), the generalized spin ladder
{&}) under din erization (3) It Hlow s from Egs. CZQ) by
retaining only the relevant couplings:

— 12
1 1 4gr

— 12
3 3 4gr

-2 l(3 + 3) g 39)
-8 28 2 1 3/ 8 -

This is a model w ith an unbroken O (3) symmetry. As
before, we have an nvariance g ! g (ie., ! ).
In contrast w ith the previousm odel, nov\bthe system has
really a xed point ( ,; 37 g) = 4,4, 3) besides the
trivialone at the origin. This xed point occursat ; =
3, Or equivalently m + = m 5, corresponding to the pure
four-spin coupling m odel (J, = 0) when the system has
a higher SU 2) SU ) O (4) symm etry. This is also the
condition for the line where the SU (2); sheet m erges the
Z, sheet Into the SU (), sheet. The RG ows around
this x point are shown in Fig. E, where we choose the

[
FIG.6: RG owstothe xedpoint ( ;; 3; g) = (%;%; 3)

(solid lne) at ,” = [ = 04 and (”). = 0437410, and
)e 0001, dashed line) and above ( ¢ =

below (7 = (©
( 8(0’ )c + 0001, dotted line) the transition.

(0) (0)

initial values for the base quantities: ;' = 5 = 0:.

The initial value of the din erization for the xed point

is (). = 0:137410.

T he phase diagram of this m odel is plotted in Fjg.-'j,
and Fjg.-'_g is for the sectionalpictures of the sam e phase
diagram , w here we have labeled various phases. A s be—
fore, the classi cation of phases and criticalities is asso—
ciated w ith the infrared properties ofthe system resulted
from the RG equations.

0.2

ngo) ~Mg 0.1

0202

FIG . 7: Phase diagram of the generalized spin ladder under
-phase dim erization.
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FIG . 8: Sectionalplot ofthe phase diagram ofthe generalized
spin ladder under dim erization.

a. Buks
1) 1) @)
1 3 8
BH® |+1 1 0
BH() 1 +1 0 (40)
B ®)|+1 +1 0
BD ) 1 1 1

Three m assive phases H! ) and D *) are sam e as their

= 0 counterparts. Sice the symm etry of phase D
is di erent from the explicit dim erization perturbation
@), it is still spontaneocusly din erized. H owever, B :D ¢ )
phase isdi erent from S:<D ¢ ), because now the system
is explicitly dim erized with the sam e symm etry of the



perturbed Ham iltonian. Tn the nfrared Iim i & ' ! 1
Instead 0of0. It isalso noticed from the guresthatphase
B:H ! ) isrestricted to a rather sm allregion in the phase
space. T hism ay not be the realsituation (see discussions
at the end of this section).

b. Sheets
@) @) @)
1 3 8
SSUR), ®'H()] 0 +1 0
SZ, [ *)H ) +1 0 p0 (41)
SSUR); HY'D( ) |+1 1 p§
s:H ’p)] 1 +1 3

Like the case before, the identi cation ofthe SU (2), and
Z, criticalities is directly due to the fact that in addi-

tion to the dinerization (o '), the tripkt (') and
sihglet ( 3(1 )) m asses are renom alized to vanish, respec—
tively. However, the reference of the interface between
phases H*) and D { ) to an SU (2); criticality is a bit
subtle. T his conclusion isdraw n from ,pther studies ofthe
standard ladder under din erization #49292% m Ref.1d,
a standard spjn% ladder w ith ferrom agnetic interchain
coupling under O-phase din erization (the dual case of
our present m odel) was sem iclassically m apped onto an
O (3) nonlinear sigm a m odel w ith som e topological an—
gle. The SU (2); criticality is realized when this anglke
equals . On the other hand, an e ective H am iltonian

w as explicitly derived in Ref.-'j w hich describes the sam e
transition In tem s of a singke spjn% chamn wih bond
altemation, and the transm utation of all physical quan—
tities from the ultraviolt xed pointto the nfrared xed

pointwasestablished. W ehave only one unidenti ed sur—
face, S: H' D ()], ;n thism odel

c. Line

LSUQR), o Oxti) 2 2

42)

The only critical line in this m odel represents the xed
point of Egs. ldggi), the RG ow Prthe point on which is
shown in Fig. Q. This is a very special line w ith a higher
O (4) symmetry: it is not only the ridge line where all
sheets m eet, but also the comm on boundary shared by
all our phases (plocks) of the m odel.

Since the obtained phase diagram is grounded on the
relevant part of the oneloop RG equations, the posi-
tion of the phase boundaries m ay not be so correct.
For instance, considering the intim acy betw een the bulk
B:D () phase and the S: D { ) phase i the base, m ost
plausbly the SU (2); sheet is connected to the SU (2), line
of = 0, and the boundary for the unidenti ed sheet is
pushed to connect to the Z, line in the base (see Fjg.:_9) .
So the space for the buk B:H ¢ ’ phase is considerably
enlarged. T his is supported by the fact that, aswe have
m entioned, the (J, > 0) standard lJadder (Vv = 0) under-
goesthe SU (2); transition under the ( phase) din eriza—

Z;

v ..... SU(Z)Z

ﬂ(§)~ Mms

Ve

FIG .9: Top—view plot ofthe phase diagram ofthe generalized
soin Jadderunder din erization. T he true SU (2); sheet should
connect to the SU (2); line in the base, and the unidenti ed
sheet to the Z; line in the base (as shown by the arrow s).

tion. So the SU (2); sheet cannot tem inate at the loca-
tion which isa re;su]i: from the approxim ateRG Egs. {_39)
as shown in Fjg.-j.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

Based on the one-loop RG equations and the assum p—
tion that the relevant perturbations govem the relative
structure of various phases In the param eter space, we
have speculated from the infrared properties of these
equations the phase diagram s oftwo related soin ladder
m odels In the weak-coupling regim e.

In m odel (I), the extemal staggered eld breaks the
SU (2) symm etry down to U (1) and Z,, so that the criti-
calities at m ost have the sam e sym m etries and no room
for SU (2) to live. Indeed, we ndboth U (1) and Z, criti-
calities com e forth w ith the Introduction ofthe staggered

eld (see Fjg.'Q: and "9J), which actually evolve from the
underlying SU (2), criticality in absence ofthe eld. The
present result con m sthe picture we obtained through a
som ew hat di erent approach in Ref.'g. In that study, we
literally Integrated out the fast degrees of freedom associ-
ated w ith the singlet m odes close to the SU (2), line and
derived an e ective action which describes the triplet sec—
tor w ith anisotropy induced by the staggered eld. The
vanishing of the split e ective triplet m assm anifests the
criticality accordingly. The new observation is that the
Interm ediate phase B : 1), which Interpolatesbetw een the
Haldanephase B :H %) and thedin erphase B :sD { ),
is restricted to a very lim ited region, and there should ex—
ist another (unidenti ed) transition which separatesB : I
phase from the largeh {Haldane) phase B :H ¢ ’) which
occupies m ost of the space In the phase diagram . From
the infrared property a_3-§), we see that B : Iphase isquite
unique entirely due to the staggered eld, and there isno
resem blance preexisting when h = 0.



C om paring w ith m odel (I), m odel (II) is relatively sim —
pl In the sense that the SU (2) sym m etry isunbroken and
the O 3) symmetry in the triplet sector rem ains, and
the number of RG equations is thus reduced. A1l four
bulk phases can basically be traced back to their coun-
terpartswhen = 0. None the lss, aswe have seen, the
phase diagram of this m odel is by no m eans uneventfiil
(see Fjg.-rj and :Q) . The phenom enon extrem ely intrigu—
Ing is the m erging of SU (2); and Z, critical sheets into
SU 2), sheet. The nform ation encoded in the RG equa—
tions reveals that this occurs at som e critical din eriza—
tion strength (V) when the system has a higher O 4)
symm etry or SU (2) SU ) in the original lattice m odel,
ie., J; = 0. Themerging line with SU 2), criticaliy is
shared by all our m assive phases of the m odel.

T he benevolent aspect of our present theory is that
we are able to assort di erent phases according to their
Infrared properties from the RG ows, and the identi —
cation ofthe critical sheets that em erge from the under-
Iying critical lines in the base should be reliable. These
critical sheets, including two Z; and U (1) in m odel ()
and SU,R), and Z, In model (II), can also be veri ed
to exist?3 by m eans of \integrating out" procedure em —
plyed In Ref. EE{, although the tem inating positions of
these sheets are unknown by this approach. However,
as onem ay have perceived, the insolvency of the present
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theory is that not allofthe transitions can be attributed.
Even worse is the phase boundaries resolved from the
one-loop equations m ay not be accurate. (See our sug-
gestions for the m odi cation of the phase diagram s in
Fjg.-'_Ei and :9.) T herefore, although the topology of the
phase diagram s we believe has been overall and qualita—
tively captured, the unw avering pin-pointing ofthe phase
diagram s has to resort to other, say num erical, m ethods.
For exam ple, i is predicted here for m odel (II) of pure
four-spin Interaction V), when increasing the dim eriza—
tion, there is only one second-order (SU (2),) transition
w hich connects directly two din erized phases w ith m u—
tually m ism atched orders. If adding a bit positive J,
coupling, one would expect two consecutive transitions:
Z, and SU (2); in a row .
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