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From nodal liquid to nodalM ottness in a frustrated H ubbard m odel

J. Hopkinson and K. Le Hur
D epartem ent de P hysique and RQM P, Universite de Sherbrooke, Sherbrooke, Q uebec, Canada, J1K 2R 1
D ated: M arch 22, 2024)

W e investigate the physics of frustrated 3-leg H ubbard ladders in the band lim i, when hopping
across the Jadder’s rungs (t; ) is ofthe sam e order as hopping along them (t) m uch greater than the
onsite Coulomb repulsion (U).W e show that thism odelexhibits a strdking electron-hole asym m etry
close to half- lling: the holedoped system at low tem peratures develops a R esonating Valence Bond
RV B )-lke d-wave gap (pseudogap close to ( ,0)) coinciding w ith gapless nodal excitations (nodal
licquid); In contrast, the electron-doped system is seen to develop a M ott gap at the nodes, whilst
retaining a m etallic character of itsm a prity Femm isurface. At lower tem peratures in the electron—
doped case, d-wave superconducting correlations { here, coexisting w ith gapped nodal excitations
{ are already seen to arise. Upon further doping the holedoped case, the RV B -lke state yields to
d-wave superconductivity. Such physics is rem iniscent of that exhibited by the high tem perature
cuprate superconductors{notably electron-hole asym m etry as noted by A nglk R esolved P hotoEm is—
sion Spectroscopy A RPES) and the resistivity exponents observed. T his toy m odel also reinforces
the in portance of a m ore thorough experim ental investigation of the known 3-leg ladder cuprate
system s, and m ay have som e bearing on low din ensional organic superconductors.

PACS numbers: 71.10Pm ;71304 h;72.10.d

I.INTRODUCTION

It is a comm only held belief that the physics of the high tem perature cuprate superconductors resylts from hole
or electron doping a M ott insulator. This perspective has been reinforoed by recent m easurem ents?? of optical
conductivity which clarly show a large (but decreasing) M ott feature existing at an energy scale of order 2 &V
to substantial dopings. O ne puzzl theoretically has been to understand how this feature rem ains relevant to such
high dopings. W e therefore propose a sin ple quasi-one-din ensional (1D ) toy m odel which appears to capture the
basic features of this physics and qualitatively provides a suggestive answer to this question. In addition, thism odel
seam s to be capabl of di erentiating between electron and hole doped system s which m ay qualitatively provide
an interpretation of results seen by ARPES and provides a natural fram ework w ithin, which one m ight realize the
form ation of preform ed (d-wave) pairs as an explanation ofthe m ysterious \psesudogap ":3 . Thus, wehavea (quasiilD )
realization of the point of view put rward by Anderson in 1987¢, that hol doping an RVB state Jleads to a (quasi
d-w ave) superconducting state.

Ladder system §have been sub ct to extensive theoretical and experin ental studies. A s succinctly sum m arized by
D agotto and R ice?, it had been established by 1996 that the spjn—é H eisenberg m odel show s altemating spin-gap/no
spin gap behavior as one adds one-dim ensional chains together, generalizing the H aldane goncture as one increases
the num ber of chains. Such behavior had been cbserved experin entally by A zum a et a¥ i two ladder analogues
of the undoped cuprate system s: SrCu,0 3 a two-leg Jadder exhibiting a spin gap; and Sr,Cuz0 5 a threedeg ladder
exhibiting no spin gap. About the sam e tin e, SchulZ fund that as the num ber of legs increases towards in nity,
the soin gap disappears, raising the spectre that one m ight be capable of addressing the 2D lim it of the Hubbard
m odel{known to be an antiferrom agnetic M ott lnsulator. "

Superconductivity in 2-leg Hubbard ladder system s was rst predicted in 1994 by Sigrist et a® using a large U
technique. Further evidence at strong coupling llowed from T svelk and Shelton? . Starting from the opposite (sm all
U) lim it, Balnts and FJsher:lq showed that i was possble to classify all the possble ground statesfor the two-leg
Hubbard Jadder, developing a R enom alization G roup RG) technigue used in collaboration w ith L%t to Investigate
the phase diagram of the Hubbard m odel away from half- 1ling. In this st paper, i was shown that the two-leg
ladder at amallU could also support the one-dim ensional analogue gf-a superconductor{which was seen to have a
d-w ave lke character in an excellent Introduction to the area by F isher!3. Furthem ore, experin entally the telephone
com pound S1p.4Caiz.6Cuy40 41.84, which is thought to be a lightly doped coupled 2-leg Jadder system , appeared to
show, som e evidence for superconductiviy at a pressure of3 G Pa asnoted by Uehara et afd. solitions ofthe half- led
24 and 3-%gt32¢ Hubbard ladders at weak V- Hllowed, and were generalized to the N <kg case w here signatures
of an antiferrom agnetic ground state were und?’.

O ur starting point is the half- lled 3-leg Hubbard ladder, which is the sin plest m odelwhich can hope to capture
the basic physics of the cuprates. W e will rst review the interesting physics exhlbited by this m odel as a function
of doping and ask why it is that som e qualitative features of the cuprates (such as electron/holk asym m etry close
to half- 1ling) seem to be absent from thism inin alm odel. Investigating the chem istry of the copper-oxide plane,
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we nd (follow Ing several band theory papers by Andersen and others'isi) that an e ectively repulsive next-nearest

neighbor hopping should be added to any realistic (1-band) description of the cuprate system s. This causes us to
revisit the three-leg ladder, adding a frustrating hopping term which qualitatively changes the physics for electron—
doped cuprate system s, although unfortunately it also destroys the M ott insulating state at half- lling in the weak
U Ilm it (as found previously by Kashina et alin 2D )29-. W hilke the cuprate superconductors certainly belong to
the 2D lim it of ladder system s (. N! 1 ), i is encouraging to see that m any of the basic features are captured
w ithin this sin ple 3-leg ladder approach, allow ing us to speculate on the nature ofthe N -leg system . W hile there are
certainly m any disadvantages to working w ith a 1D m odel to describe 2D physics, i is di cul In 2D to go,beyond
the renom alization group approach and to provide a realm icroscopic theory of the low,energy xed pojntEd- It has
thus been the approach ofm any to treat 2D gauge theordies for which Senthil and F ishe?} have argued the necessity
of the observation of visons to any theory including spin-charge separation which has not as yet been accom plished
experim enta]Jy@% . Such topological excitations are thought not be present in this sin ple (e ectively 1D ) m odel.

ITI.THE NEED FOR FRUSTRATED HOPPING
A .ARPES and the doped 3-leg ladder
1. A band picture

If one works in the band lin i (see Fig. 1) wih t; 03t U, Ledem ann et at4 ound that the six Fem i
points led one to consider 21 coupled 1 loop RG equations, deriving from Cooper (orward and backw ard) scattering
and um klapp processes. Upon integrating out the high energy m odes, it was found that 8 couplings corresponding to
an e ective two band problem between bands 1 and 3 at half- 1ling, as considered in great detailby Lin et a2 or
the 2-leg ladder, scaled to strong coupling, reaching the sam e xed ratio su ciently before the 1 Ioop RG procedure
broke down. Upon bosonization ofbands 1 and 3, they recovered the D -M ott state exhibiting both a charge and spin
gap and possessing preform ed C ooper (holk) pairs above the gap. (The nam e D -M ott is taken to em phasize that the
superconducting order param eter changes of sign between bands 1 and 3). From the RG equations, one could estim ate
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FIG.1l: (@) 3<chains in the band basis: t; t is the vertical distance between bands, 4t the band-w idth. N otice that at
half- Iling one has 6 Ferm ipoints, and that vi=v3 < vy, where vy can be read from Eqg. 5 with t'=0; b) G aps appear In band

iat energy te+ , lrading to a sequential gapping of the Ferm isurface. P oints are shown on the corresponding quasi-1D
(purple) or 2D half- lled Femm isurface; (c) The D -M ott state in real space: an RV B -lke ground-state across the rungs of the
Jladder (spin and charge gap at %— Iling) . Per rung we have: 1 singlet and 1 unpaired spin; (d) T he resonating Luttinger liquid
state. T he two outer legs feature one spin per site, one per rung being unpaired. At T=0 a M ott gap fom s, which forces the
spins on bands 1 and 3 to align ferrom agnetically, opening a charge gap.

the energy at which this gap opened asbeing ofthe order ; tsT . H aving gapped this part ofthe Fermm isurface,



the renom alized Fem i surface was now found to consist of just two points, and integration of the rem aining high
energy m odes allowed the second band to subsequently ow to strong coupling, hence opening a charge gap at an
energy scale of the order te T~ . Thus it was seen that the three-leg ladder exhibied evidence of a truncated
Fem i surface due to the di ering Fem i velocities of di erent bands. This is illustrated in Fig. 1, where one sees
that for gpen boundary conditions, the six Ferm ipoints actually lie on the 2D Ferm i surface as st pointed out by
Lin et aﬂl:, although the perpendicular com ponent of the m om entum is only de ned up to a sign. The hierarchy
of energy scales resulting from the velocity di erences between bands as pictured In Fig. 1 (@), m eans that over a
certain energy scale one would expect to have nodal excitations coexisting w ith a gap-lke feature away from the
(5 r3 ) direction {perhaps analogous to the m ysterious pseudogap, and playing the role of \preform ed pairs". Evidence
for a truncated Femn 4,surface behavior has also been put forward in the context of quasi-lD organic systems such as
(TM TSF),PFg edededede? although som e recent evidence argues in favor ofm acroscopic phase separation®d.

2. The e ect of doping

The e ects of perturbing such a state as a function of electron or hole doping are presented pictorially in Fig. 2.
N otice that such a m odel possesses particle-hole sym m etry m eaning that a an alladdition of electrons or holes to the

nodal
(Luttlnger)
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FIG .2: The rst quadrant ofthe Brillouin zone, the dashed white line representing the 2D half- lled Ferm isurface. (keft) Un-
doped ground state: M ott insulator; (center) W eak electron (holk) (purple(yellow )) doping ground state: D M ott gap + \nodal"
liquid featuring unpaired electrons(holes) on the outer chains; (right) Large dopings: approxin ate d-w ave superconductor.

%— lled Fem i surface would initially be expected _to expand or contract the Fem 1 surface where the an allest gap
exists. Thus, as pointed out by Ledem ann et aﬂq, for an in nitessin aldoping (@t smallU ), one would expect the
D M ott gap to rem ain, w ith a sm allelectron or hole patch pf spectralweight to appear near (5,7 ). Such a picture is
qualitatively sim ilar to that espoused by G eshkenbein et akd advocating the idea of bosonic preformm ed pairs w ih a
an all spectralweight) in the comers of the Fe.tm isurface coexisting w ith nodal (real) electrons, and the nodal liquid
state proposed by Balents, F isher and N ayak- 1 which rather featured the nodal liquid in tem s of electrically neutral
quanta called nodons p]lgs Insulating C ooper pairs. For the three—leg ladder this picture hasbeen veri ed num erically
by W hite and Scalapincd®s who, using density m atrix RG (on a t-J m odel), were able to dope a threeJeg ladder and
observed that the holes only occured on the outer lkegs (corresoonding to doping the resonating Luttinger liquid state
aspictured above n Fig. 1 (d)). Upon further doping, one would expect to drive the um klapp Interactions irrelevant,
at which point the D -M ott state was seen to be unstable to critical correlations in the d-wave superconducting order
param eter at low tem peratures. At higher tem peratures, ene would be left w ith m etallic behavior. Sin ilar truncations
of the Fem i surface were found at lJarge U by Rice et aPl pra 3-leg t-J m odel, (despite the concem that %— Iing
um klapp term sm ight becom e relevant in the outer two bands as U increased).

3. Com paring to experim ent: ARPES

If one is w illing to assum e that ARPE S resuls represent the properties of the bulk superconducting copper-oxide
planes, despite the fact that it is a surface probe, one is in m ediately struck by the di erence between the doped M ott
Insulating ladder system s and the cuprates. In particular, experin ents seem to point to a clear di erence between
electron and hole doping. Spectralweight on the holedoped side Fig. 3 (left)) seam sto rst appear (in the nom al
state) close to the nodaldirection along (5,5 ) asonem ight expect from the three-eg ladder, although perhaps there
is som e curvature of the Ferm i surface observed. In contrast, on the electron-doped side, spectralw ejght appears rst
close to the ( ,0) and (0, ) directions, to be ollowed at higher dopingsby additionalweight along (2 ,2 . W hile there
has been som e recent speculation about the e ect that annealing has on electron-doped sam ples (pefore annealing
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they apparently do not show evidence for supemonduct'jyjizy"i1 ), we w ill assum e that this has been perform ed in the
recent experin ent presented here, and ask how can such a bizarre behavior arise from a doped M ott Insulator? Are
wem issing som ething in our sim ple Hubbard m odel?

FIG .3: (left) =0.10 nom alstate hole-doped Ferm isurface as extracted by ARPE §3al, notice the appgarance of spectralweight
close to (5;3); (center) =0.10 nom al state electron-doped Fem i surface as extracted by ARPESY, notice the absence of
spectralweight close to (5;3); (right) = 0.4 nom alstate electron-doped Fem i surface as extracted by ARPE Sﬁ‘;, notice the
spectralweight both close to ( ,0) and close to (3i3) -Q ualitatively only hole-doped features are described by Fig. 2 (center)

above. The symbolsPG,AF,NFL, FL, and SC in the phase diagram above denote P seudoG ap, A ntiferrom agnet, Non Fem i
Liguid, Fem iLiquid, and Superconductivity respectively. The NFL realmn is embodied by a linear behavior of the resistivity
versus the tem perature. Region I has been a topic of recent debate, iIn Laz x SixCur y O4 it has been argued that a spin

glass ground state occurs, w hose signature is enhanced by the additiop of Zn on the m agnetic sjtestfgl, while clean YBa;CuzOy

sam ples appear to show physics one m ight attribbute to a nodalm eta®h.

B .Cuprate chem istry

Band structure approaches to the high tem perature superconductors do an extrem ely good pb of explaining the
physics at high energies, yet m iss the crucial low energy physics that is thought to be responsible for the key low
energy properties close to the Fem ienergy. A particular di culy for these approaches is a fiill treatm ent of the
on-site Coulom b repulsion, thought to be regpponsible for the M ott) nsulating behavior of the 1/2 lled system s.
N onetheless, m any in portant ideas do arise from such calculations which are able to derive not only an e ectively
direct hopping between copper sites (as used by the m a prity of strong correlation techniques), but addiionale ects
resulting from the hopping via llked oxygen sites allow the contribution of un lled copper orbitals, leading to the
derivation ofadditionaldiagonaland second neighborhopping term swhich qualitatively change the physics of strongly
correlated system s. T he ntroduction of such tem shasproven usefil in severalrecent attem pts;to,exprlpinthe ARPES
spectrum  of both electron and holk-doped cuprate superconductors w ithin this com m unity294%454%434445 < it is
worth review ing the physical origin of such tem s, before Including an e ective diagonal hopping. For sin pliciy,
inclusion of second neighbor hoppings w illbe left for fiture work. T he follow ing is then a summ ary of the basic ideas
of Andersen and collaborators.

As one sees from Fig. 4, keeping only -bonding means that the orbitals of direct interest to us would be
Cuf3dy 2,43 antlg O f2py, 2pyg. Ifthe distance blgtﬂeen copper atom s on the lattice isa and R = {ma;m a;0) then
achoice fug>= | Fue 2 >e* {p,>= itP,y, > *%i0/9) ; etcyg leads to the m atrix elem ent
<CugPx >= 2fgsh (a];x ), where the sign com es from the over-lap ofthe phases. In such a way, it is straightforw ard
(In the absence 0fU) to generate a 4 4 m atrix of the dom inant contributors. To express the resulting physics in
tem s of the copper atom s (as assum ed by the m a prity of strong coupling treatm ents), one can im agine Integrating
out the uctuations to the oxygen orbitals then further ntegrating out the high energy uctuations to the un, led
Cu 4s kvel to generate an e ective hopping betw een neighboring Cu 3d,: 2 orbitals. Follow ing A ndersen et att as
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FIG . 4: In the copperoxide plane, whik we are used to thinking about a 1/2- Iled set of spins on the copper sites and excess
holes or electrons hopping between them , it is usefiil to rem em ber that hopping proceeds from one Cu atom to another via O
atom s. The im portant m atrix elem ents therefore are those between the nom inally lled 2 py;(,, orbitaland the un lled second
electron orbitalon the copper atom 3d,2 2.V irtualprocessesm ay also allow hopping between the un Iled Cu 4s orbitaland
the Tled 2 py;«). M atrix elem ents are denoted t, only -bonding of orbitals w illbe considered (follow ing A ndersen), and the
relative phases generate the signs of each m atrix elem ent.

reviewed in Appendix A, one obtains

2
H=d+(2tl';d)1 uL; @)
p 1 u+ s()

(e (ZtS)p()z ) denotes the relative In portance of hoppings between the Cu 4s and O 2p lkvels, u =

% (cos(akyx ) + cos(@ky)), and v = % (cos(@ky) cos(@k)) arises from virtual uctuationsbetween the 4s and 3d levels.
T his leads to the dispersion relation

where s( ) =

1
F+ p% 1 d(f) > (cos(aky ) + cosf(aky) g(oos(aky) cos(ak))?
F
1+ r(cos(aky) + coslaky)) + r* (cos(aky) + coslaky))® + ) ; @)
where a is the lattice spacing, d( ) = % and r = m By expanding this series one can simply

obtain the relative strengths for t,t/,etc. in tem s of a tw o-din ensional tight-binding m odel am ong the copper atom s:
H =< > 2t(os@k)+ coslaky))+ 4?coslaky) cosl@ky) 2€(cosRaky) + cos2aky)). The kading dependence

of each of these temm s yields (in units of%),t %(14— ), t’ % and t" % N ote that these results in ply that

because of uctuations to the Cu 4s orbial, one generates an e ectively repulsive hopping contribution (countering
the hopping probability from two hops via the d-orbials alone). T he sign ofthis term com es from the phaseshift of
the crosstem t,st,q as expressed through the param eter v, resulting directly from the symm etry of the underlying
orbitals on the lattice as derived in Appendix A . Inspection tellsusthat £ r, whilel, 1.

In addition to the in-plane e ects of electron or holedoping, it is Interesting to consider the out-ofplane e ects.
O ne wonders for instance ifthe size di erence betw een substituted atom sm ight have a signi cant ¢ -ect. In particular,
would i be possible fort’ to vanish close to half- 1ling, and grow w ith the doping? Andersen et ald have argued that
the qualitative description above does not change m arkedly, but that the energy of the non-interacting Cu 4sband is
m odi ed via a hybridization to the apical oxygen atom s, such that inclusion ofthe apical oxygen atom s, m etalatom s
and the Cu 3d3,2 ; orbital renom alizes is energy changing the e ective strength oft’. T he derivation ofthis result
hasbeen reproduced In Appendix B .

C .Frustrating the 3 leg ladder
1.A mininalm odel

Them Inimn alm odel including a contrbution from this virtual hopping process is to lnclide only the rst tem n
the series, that corresponding to next-nearest neighbor hopping, t/. W e w ill leave the t" (a doubl hop) for future



nvestigators on the grounds that it is only half the size of t/, and thus should provide a an aller correction to the
physics. W e then proceed w ith the m odeldetailed In Fig. 5, which written in tem s of operators is,

-t

t
~

t

FIG . 5: Inclusion of a frustrated hopping tem . Hopping along the ladder (t) is treated in the continuum lim it, hopping
perpendicular to the chain (t; ) is of the sam e order and the H am iltonian is diagonalized sub ct to open boundary conditions.
The new tem (t') enters with the opposite sign, and can naturally be included into this form alism . Notice that it is an
e ectively repulsive next nearest neighbor hopping{the sign arising from the phase di erence between overlaps w ith oxygen
atom s due to the Integration out of virtual uctuations to the unoccupied Cu 4s orbital.
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i=1
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where N = 3 denotes the num ber of legs of the ladder, t represents the hopping am plitude along the chain, t; the
hopping perpendicular to the chain, t’ the frustrated next-nearest neighbor repulsive hopping contrbution, and U the
(weak) strength ofthe on-site Coulom b repulsion. A s in the unfrustrated case, we proceed by diagonalizing the U= 0
p d .

contribution sub fct to open boundary conditions, dis = 2_ sin (wm = ) n s, tO obtain the band dispersion,

+1

m N+1

FIG .6: The dotted lines represents the band structure (t=t; ) of the three leg ladder when t’= 0. Solid bands correspond to a
choice t’= 0.1 t. H orizontal straight lines denote di erent 3-band Fem isurfaces. T he lowest line represents the doping at which
2-band um klapp processes dom inate the physics (slight hole doping) (see also Fig. 9 (left)), while the dashed line represents the
doping at which 3-band um klapp scattering is relevant (slight electron doping{at half- lling for even ladders) F ig. 9 (center)).
T he half- lled location ofthe 3 leg t’=0.1 t Fem isurface is not shown but lies between these two lines. T he uppem ost lne
now corresponds to the Illing at which the single band um klapp becom es relevant (su cient electron doping{at a chem ical
potentialwhich fom erly corresponded to half- 1lling of the unfrustrated 3 g ladders) Fig. 9 (right)).

;= 2tcosk)+ 4fcosk)cosk,:) 2t coskys); @)

w here, follow Ing Balentsand F isher?d ,wehave rst taken the continuum 1im it in the x-direction, before diagonalizing
the resulting m atrix in the y-direction, and ky; = ﬁ . W e see from Fig. 6 that the e ect of adding this frustrated
hopping tem is to break the degeneracy between the Fem ivelocities ofbands 3 and 1, slightly raising the form er

and lowering the latter. The Fermm ivelocity (in the x direction in which the continuum lim it hasbeen taken) can be



sin ply found at any 1lling level @fter solving for the value ofky ;) from the equation,

@i
VE i = @kl F=xr;= 2t 4fcos

sin kg ) : ©)

D ue to the frustration of the lattice, th%, chem ical potential of the half- lled Fem i surface decreases slightly. W e

continue to use the 1D  Iling condition Z;ﬁ = n to denote the 1ling fraction, n, of the N —leg ladder system ,

despite noticing that this condition now disagrees with the 2D 1lling condition Mi”fa = n. Note that this

B rillouin zone

de nition m eans that, sihce we have electrons w ith spin, half- lling oor:cespondsto 1 electron per site on average.
III.THE PHYSICS RESULTING FROM FRUSTRATED HOPPING

A . Interactions

picture operator description current description |bare value| consequence
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TABLE I:The three leg ladder couplings, see F ig. 7, and derivation of their bare values from the Hubbard m odel. N ote that
soin um klapp tem s are not present in the bare H ubbard m odel, but are spontaneously generated under the RG transform ation
if they are not disallowed under sym m etry because the current operators belong to gphigh symm etry group. Here in tem s of
the Paulim atn'ceﬁ;, ¢, the de nition ofthe (U (1)) charge current operator is Jniy = ;’is nis, the U (1)) charge um klapp

P s
current is L= ;60 his ss® L3s07 %)he (SU (2)) spin current operator is Jﬁ 5 S ms Sso nijs and the (SU (2_) spin
um klapp current operator is Eij = % o:s0 his ( “)ss0 hys where = i 2 asde ned previously by Ledem ann et aL'u’: Left

and right m overs have been identi ed at low energy as ; = = gkrix Ri (x)+e]'k“X Li X)with x = Jp; see section ITIC.
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FIG . 7: 3band and 2d representations of the Interactions taken into account in our treatm ent of the 3 leg lJadder. D ark blue
denotes C ooper processes, dashed dark purpl forward and backward scattering and red um klapp scattering. See Table IIT
for a detailed description of the di erent contributions. Here t’= 0 has been taken for sim plicity. The purple line In the 2d
representation is drawn to note that the 3 leg ladder results also lie on a quasilD Fem isurface, in contrast to results when
the num ber of legs grow s.

A 1l iInteractionsbetw een Ferm ipoints which conservem om entum up to lattice w avevectors are considered, as shown
In Table I.For a picture ofthese allow ed couplings, see F ig.7. T hese four-fermm ion interactions arise from consideration
of the onsite Coulomb repulsion. At one-loop order, these represent the only allowable termm s, and the frustration
of the hopping has the e ect of reducing this list further. G enerally at weak coupling, um klapp scattering processes
are only rekevant over a short range of doping, and away from this doping an oscillatory prefactor enters to negate
such tem s. The special doping kvel at which the um klapp processes shown in Table I are relevant in the absence



of frustration occurs at zero doping (or very close to half- 1ling). T he bare values of couplings are extracted directly
from the Hubbard m odel. By w riting these interactions in term s of current operators, as dem onstrated by Balents
and Fjshergq, one has a controlled m anner of w riting the R enom alization G roup RG) equations by respecting the
naturalSU (2) spin and U (1) charge of the problem . N otice that spin-um klapp tem s can be generated, upon scaling,
from charge um klapps despite their initialabsence in the H ubbard m odel. In the presence of frustration, electron-hole
doping asym m etry rears its head to allow di erent um klapp processes to dom inate the physics at 3 di erent dopings.
Atweak U, um klapp processes are no longer relevant at half- lling (for odd-leg ladders) so that the frustration ofthe
lattice destroys the M ott Insulator at half- lling. In the lJarge U lim i, it is expected that the dom ain of applicability
of each um klapp process w ill becom e quite large, such that the three cases descrbed below should gradually m eld
Into one another, so there m ay be a substantial range ofM ott insulating character in this lim it.

A s there is reasonable convergence to  xed ratios of couplings well before the couplings becom e of the order of the
band w idth (see Fig. 8) we do not consider higher order term s (which should be irrelevant).

(¢ o
c 13/0 13

6 g--t 4Cp13/C013
4fp%3/ CO13cy
= “4u 1331/ C013

SO(8) ratios: 1 and 0 when present
N

¢’ J(t-t)

FIG . 8: The frustrated 2-leg ladder RG at t=t; , t’= 01 tand In (%)= 218. c3=(t t% does not change signs under the
renom alization group scaling, so that it is possible to follow the evolution of the ratios of the couplings as it scales tow ards

c

strong coupling. N ote that at strong coupling C—“ ! 1:11 so that the x coordinate is essentially the distance from the strong
13

coupling values. W e see that the 1 loop RG equations scale towards xed ratios at a reasonable distance from the strong

coupling lim it.

B.RG ow analysis

A s illustrated In Fig. 9, for the 3-deg lJadder, we now nd three special llings close to the half- lling condition.
W e would like to stress that for the 3-Jeg ladder at weak coupling, half- lling is not one of these three special cases
w here um klapp scattering is relevant such that, although M ott physics is present in our system , it does not lead to a
M ott insulator at half- lling ift’ rem ains Jarge w ith respect to U . Very recently, K usunose and R ice®® have been able
to capture both AF and a progressive Femm i surface developm ent sin ilar to that seen in electron-doped ARPES by
nclusion of t’ to a Hubbard m odel at U /t 8. W hilk i would be interesting to Investigate the ram i cations of an
N —leg ladder, as sketched in Appendix C {which perhaps could be relevant to a discussion of the di ering gap energy
scales seen by recent Scanning Tunnelling M icroscope m easurem ents on the underdoped side of the cuprate phase
diagram by D avis et af.9:, we w ill content ourselves here w ith a description of the physics of these three cases. W e
see clearly that the electron-hole sym m etry of the original 3-leg ladder (seeRef. 16 (=0, = 0,w%1 = vr3) and 17
t= 0, 6 0,%w16 vp3) ODrtheRG ows) hasgiven way In our m ore realistic m odel in such a way as to preserve
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Mottness
-/

anti—-nodal

FIG.9: A schem atic diagram of the three regions of interest to this paper for the 3-leg ladder close to half- lling. The
introduction of a frustrated hopping term t’ results In a varied phase diagram where M ott physics has di erent m anifestations
as a function of hol or electron doping. Here we have set t=t; = 10 t/, and see that as a function ofdoping away from half-
Iling ( = 0), we nd that the gapping of di erent regions of the Fem i surface leads to qualitatively di erent physics. (left)
Holedoping: T> 1 Wr1;Ve3) metallic, T< 1 (vr1;vr3) DM ott (ID dwave RVB) + doped Luttinger liquid. Further hole
doping w ill create power law d-w ave superconducting correlations at low tem peratures ( 1 & 1;Vr 3) 1); (center) C lose to
half- lled: 3-band um klapp tem s are relevant. Possbly an antiferrom agnetic precursor (at half- lling 4-band um klapp tem s
w ill be relevant for the 4-leg ladder although they appear not to generate an antiferrom agnetic coupling); (right) E lectron—
doping: T> ,:metal, V1 (Vr1;vr3) <T< ,:Mott insulator + metal (spectralweight near ( ,0)), T < “1(Vr1;vr3) M ott
nsulator + approxin ate d-wave superconductor. ( , = 2 with v, ! w2, Y1 Wr1;vr3) < 5 )

the interesting \prefom ed pair" pssudogap scenario on the hole-doped side and spectralweight wellaway from the
(5 rz) direction on the electron doped side, in qualitative agreem ent w ith the abovem entioned results or ARPES.
These cases w illnow be discussed in more detail. Sett; = t,and t/= 0.1 t.

l.kp1 + kg3 = :hokdopd ( = -0.021)

In this case, 2-band um klapp processesbetw een bands 1 and 3 are relevant. Thishasthe e ect ofdriving the system
tow ards an insulating 2-band xed point punctuated by a m etallic patch along the nodaldirection arising from band
2 as strong coupling is approached. In real space this corresponds to unpaired holes propagating along the outer legs.
R em em bering that the unfrustrated 2-leg ladder exhibis SO (8) symm etry'.l‘f at strong coupling, one sees Fig. 10)
that the introduction of frustration, only breaks the sym m etry betw een the C ooper channels ¢;; and c;; but the sam e
cast of couplings is relevant. Forthe caset’= 0.1 t, we nd:

S Vr1,

: (6)
Cs3 VF 3

1 )
9 Gz 453  4G;  4usy 8uiz; Uss > €1+ c3) with

In passing, it is interesting to rem ark that, in the specialcase t = t; thought to be relevant to the cuprate supercon-
ductors, one nds that bands 1 and 3 are quarter and threequarter lled respectively. A lthough at weak U this is
not expected to provide a relevant quarter 1ling um klapp tem as such tem s arise only at third order In U, whike
the treeJevel half- lled um klapp relevant here is of rst order in U), one m ight expect to see new physics arise in the
large U Im it.

2.2kes + ke1 + key = 2 : slightly electron doped ( = 0.013)

This case is the closest relative of the half- lled frustrated even lg ladder (where 4-band um klapp scattering is
relevant). Here, the only relevant um klapp scattering processesm ix all three bands. At the xed point this leads to
a com plicated hierarchy,

g L © Y23 L $ 4u 5o 4G, 4,5 4%, 4%, 4G, M

T he large num ber of relevant operators at the xed point poses a di culy for bosonization, as one nds that K lein
factors from the relevant um klapp temm s do not com m ute w ith one another nor w ith the C ooper term s ¢, and c;, .
This case is not of prin ary interest to this paper, and w illbe dealt w ith in Appendix D .
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SO(8) ratios of couplings (div. by largest)

0 @ — = ! &b &
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
t in units of t
FIG . 10: Coupling ratios versus frustration: the frustrated 2-leg ladder at strong coupling (tcjé = 02;In (%) = 218).As

t’! 0, we approach SO (8) symm etry. Slightly away from this special point, one still nds insulating behavior. N otice the
high degree of sym m etry rem aining at the point considered in this paper, t’= 0.1t. M any authors have argued that the high
tem perature superconductors lie between t’= 0.1t and t’= 0.35t. O n the other hand, this phase diagram m ay also be of interest
to m agnetically frustrated system s, as for the two-leg ladder one has a sin ple sign change of t/, which m anifests itself in an
interchange of cl{ and 033 . In this context a much wider range of t’ m ay be experim entally accessble (perhaps im 2 t
m ight be of interest to the pyrochlore system s although the 1 loop RG breaks fort’ 0.76).

3.kpp = 5 ¢ electron doped (= 0.063)
In this case, only band 2 um klapp processes are relevant in the weak U lin it. This leads to a M ott) gapping of
the charge m odes ofband two at resonably high tem peratures, w ith

Gy = 2up,: (8)

This e ectively decouples the second band from bands 1 and 3 and this is ollowed at m uch lower tem peratures by a
(d-wave) superconducting transition (W ith gapfiilnodalexcitations). Above this superconducting transition, bands 1
and 3 do not exhibit a pseudogap close to ( ,0). In real space, the onset of this M ott gap appears to mply (see Fig.
11) a ferrom agnetic alignm ent between electrons in chains one and three, w th som e propensity to double ling by
a resonating orbial rem iniscent of the piorbitals of benzene rings. In the low energy e ective description for the

@ (b) (©)

FIG .11l: TheM ott condition F s gs X) 25 x) = 1 corresponds in real space to a linear com bination of electrons over the two
outer chains of the three leg ladder. Here chain 2 is shown as a dashed line. At any rung along the ladder one nds that the
form ation of a M ott gap in band 2 corresponds to one of the pictures: (a) one electron in each of chains 1 and 3, with spins
aligned; opa resonant state with (o) 2 electrons in chain 1 uctuating to (c) 2 electrons in chain 2. That is, wavefunctions of
the form,  _dj.di, @+ (@], +d%,))P >, where s has the opposite spin from s. At half- lling w ith t’=0, the ground state
of the resonating Luttinger liquid state of Fig. 1 (d) correspondsto = 0 or case (a) here.

physics of bands 1 and 3 we are left with only 4 Fermm ipoints. T he lower tem perature xed point is characterized by
the approxin ate values,

1
g= G5 139G, 8:3G; 14 11:75f; with Q1 E;c:l3 = —¢gsand f;; 0: 9)
Cs3 VF 3 4
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0.75 r

SO(6) ratios of couplings (div. by largest)
SO(6) ratios of couplings (div. by largest)

0.5 - 0.5
0.25 -
0 L L L 1 L L &1 0 L L L L L L L L
-1 -075 -05 -025 O 025 05 075 1 -0.30 -0.24 -0.18 -0.12 -0.06 0.00 0.06 0.12 0.18 0.24
tit 4 doping dependence

FIG.12: (left) Coupling ratios versus frustration: the frustrated 2-leg electron doped ( = 0:05) ladder at strong couplings
(¢ C*t’o = 02, Jn(%)= 21.8). (right) Coupling ratios vs. doping: the frustrated (£’ = 0.1 t) 2-leg ladder at strong couplings
(t—io = 02, In (UT)= 21.8). In both cases g is taken to be the largest coupling. N otice that In both cases, the absence of

um klapp scattering m eans that the highest sym m etry point di ers from the SO (8) xed point in three couplings: f,; decreased

1
by a factor of 2, and % are of the sam e m agniude. This tums out to be an SO (6) xed point, as rst realized by Schu]z‘id,
which occurs on the geom etrically frustrated side (t’< 0) of the form er diagram , but on the holedoped side ( -0.05) of the
Jatter, and corresponds to the condition vg1 = vr3.

T hese ratios of couplings allow us to bosonize the rem aining tw o-band contrbutions to extract the physics which we
w ill show to exhibit superconducting correlationswhich dom inate the physics close to the strong coupling xed point
at low tem peratures (and is well com patible with a M ott gap In band 2). For com parison w ith the 2-leg frustrated
ladder in the absence of um klapp tem s see Fig. 12. W e see that as a function of doping or t’/, there exists a special
point In the absence of um klapp scattering analogous to the zero doping, t'=0 state of Fig. 10. This xed ponnt
corresponds to the condition when vy 1 = vg 3, and possessesan SO (6) symm etry rst noticed by Schul#¢. The values
of the couplings at this point are:

g= G3= ¢ = 83= Gg3= 8f3=28c;= 4g; and f; 0: 10)

C . Bosonization

B efore proceding, it is perhaps usefil to provide a brief introduction for the uninitiated into the world ofbosoniza—
tion. At low energies, provided the Ferm isurface does not cut any of the bands too close to theirm Inin a/m axin a, it
m akes sense to linearize the energy spectrum about each of the Fem ipoints. A s such, we can replace the fiillband
operator w th localband operators whose m om entum ism easured w ith respect to the Ferm iw avevector. By doing a
partialFourder transform , one arrives at the replacem ent, ; = eike 1x Ri )+ e ke 1x i X)wih x= ja,wherea
represents the lattice spacing betw een sites and j the num ber of sites In a given displacem erf;E. To cast these spin—fi1l

B +s ) ( +s )

ferm Jonic operators in tem s ofbosonic operators, it is consistent to choose »p;i;5 = p;;saei B

whereP = +,) = R,L) ands= (+,-) = @p,down); i;s isa Kl factor taking into account the ferm ionic anti-
com m utation relationsbetween di erentbands (£ ;57 §509= 2 i35 s;s0);and (37 i) are conjigate bosonic variables

corresponding to the charge degrees of freedom (and de ned as ;= —135—“, and ( ji; j) their counterpart In soin
[de ned as i=;j?§—“-Thathr i 1 i r iand g 1 it roisatisy [ 35 5]1=1 & y) iy,
where ;= @ ;. Fem Jonic anticomm utation relations wihin the band are taken into account by m eans of the
comm utation relations am ongst the bosonic elds, [ + i;,. 5]1= l]T and [ i X); A\ %.A
m ore com plete Introduction has been provided by Shanka#?.
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1. The hokdoped 3-kg ladder

W e have already seen that band 2 rem ainsm etallic in this case (fom ing a doped Luttinger liquid), so the question
of Interpretation of the physics of the two outer bands is of In port. This can be addressed at both an all and large
frustrated hoppings.

a) M oderate t': For general values of t’ we can extract Luttinger liquid param eters, after diagonalizing the kinetic
contrbution to the interaction. A diagonalization of the charge degrees of freedom for a m ore generalm odel (the
electron-doped case) hasbeen treated In Appendix E . T he current case corresponds to a choiceg=0 n Eq. 51, which
hasthe e ect of replachgvy ! vg n Eqg. 52. The Luttinger liquid param eters are then given by Eq. 24-26 sub gct
to the choice g = 0. There are two contributions to the xed point Ham itonian density, non-um klapp tem s,

. 1 p_ p_ p__ p__
Hly= mfclloos( 2 )+ cgoos( 2 ) 4gyoos( 2 (  Nfcos( 2 ( )
p— p— pP—
+cos( 2 ( | N9 Ggiloos( 2 () JNE cos( 2 (), )
P— p— P—
+ cos( 2 ( , sNg+ 2cos( 2 ( s MWecos( 2 (. +  ,))NG; (11)
which sin plify due to the symm etry ¢;; = 4c 5 to yield,
c 2 ePud, P £330 2 P
Hpoe = a)2f > RQoog (2 ) 1+ > of( 2 ) 1)
o p— p— j Sf—
+235Jo0s( 2 ( JNoos( 2 HYoos( 2 ,)T; 1z)
and um klapp tem s,
n_ 1 ¢ p_ p__ p_ _
Hooe = 2 a)2 Us3;00s( 2 ( 1+ 3)) 2cos( 2 ( 1+ 3))+tocos( 2 ( 1 3+ cos( 2 (1 3))
P — p— P—
+4u,35,008( 2 ( 1+ 3)) cos( 2 ( 1 3)) ocos( 2 ( 1 3))
p— P—
léu 53c0s( 2 ( 1 3)cos( 2 ( 1+ 3))G; 13)
which sin plify due to the symm etry u;53; = 4u,54; to yield,
11 2 . . P— p— pP—
Hooe = mfz}lmnjcos( 2 ( 1+ 3))cos( 2 ( 1))cos( 2 ( 3))
p— P—
+831y33Jc0s( 2 (1 3))oos( 2 ( 1+ 3)Q: 14)
Tom inin ize H ], + H [, the ground state then pins
p— p— p— Pp—
2 ,=mn 2 ,=m; 2(, )= pad 2 (1t 3= g as)

w here ffn;m 7P9; fp;agJ are Integers whose sum is even. The st and second conditions are already expressed in
tem s of eigenvectors, the third pinning condition nds expression in term s of the diagonalbasis asEq. 27 w ith the
substitution vg: ! vg, whik the fourth nds expression as,

0 1

pP— p
1+ va+ 1+ V2 1+ vy 14+ v2
+b &

p d
P—— P
1+ Wat+ 1+ v3)? 1+ (g 1+ v3)?

2 Cg A= @ )

T ogether, these two conditions have the e ect of pinning the charge degrees of freedom of the outer two bands such
that it fom s an insulator (rem em ber that band 2 corresponding to nodal excitations rem ains m etallic), and the two
soin conditions m ean that one additionally has a soin gap so long as the couplings in Eq. 12 and 14 remain nie
(@s they do for the half- lled 2-leg ladder for allt’ we can access as shown in Fig. 10). Thism eans that sin ilar to
t’/! 0, even though SO (8) symm etry is broken, quasi-long range superconducting order is not possible for this case,
and such correlation functionsw illdecay exponentially, leaving only 2 kg 1 + kg 3) critical charge density wave (CDW )
correlations. Sin ilar to t/! 0, this hole-doped state therefore possesses a d-RVB like pseudogap feature punctuated
by a nodal liquid.
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b) A speciallinit, ' ! 0: W hen t/ remains sm all (see Fig. 10), the di erence between the couplings c;; and ¢35 is
am all, so it seem s reasonable to work in temm s of the SO (8) basis, but introduce di erent couplings, g, g+ = —c33 and
g = —¢;; to annotate the e ect of perturbing this symm etry w ith t’. Then focusing on bands 1 and 3, one nds,

H = H0+ Hkin+Hpot; (17)
where
X Vi
Ho= ;l«@ D2+ (0% @18)

=1;3; =
the contribution of the interactions to the kinetic part of the H am iltonian density is,

1

Baem=qg,y 9 € D0 e @ )7 (L)) 2@ e ) L L) g (19)
and since for sn allt’ we have approxin ately gy + g ) = 2g, ifwe re-w rite this in term s ofbonding and antibonding
operators between the bands ( = 91—5( 1 3), ( = (; ))) andmakethe assignments, (1, 1)= ( ., ),
(2/ 2)= ( ’ )1(31 3)= ( i r +)Ia-n'd(4l 4)=( ’ ),thjssjmpliesto,

g ¥ 9 g
Hyin ——— @ )¢ 2 +Z—T @0 : 20
kin 12) @ 3) N 4(2)(1 2 1 2) 20)
a=1
In this basis, the pinning potential term becom es:
0 1
2 x4
Hpow oo @ cos( aoos( 2+ 2T an( sn( o) e1)
@ a) @ a)
ab=1;a<b
Tt must also be noted that one additionally generates a tem ,
Vi
Ho=%‘“(@34+ 3@ 4+ @ 1@ 2+ 1 2): (22)

Asgyg / (vr3 —Vvr1), the second tem s of Eq. 20 and Eq. 21 are approxin ately proportionalto t/, so that one
retains an approxin ate SO (8) symm etry:

: X X
AV g
B= — ({%& . JC 17 )+ 0 e w3); @3)
a a
where Y Y i 1.),arunsfrom 1to4,and *isaPaulimatrix, asde ned previously by Lin et alti.

2. The elctron doped 3—-kg ladder

(@) Generalt’: First we need to reexpressthe xed point Ham iltonian in term s of canonical elds. T his procedure
com m encesw ith diagonalizing the kinetic contribution to the H am ittonian and extracting the corresponding Luttinger
liquid param eters. T hen we can re-w rite the Interacting part ofthe H am iltonian in termm s ofthis diagonalbasis, w hich
allow s us to see the low energy pinning of the (classical) ground state of the system . Am ed w ith this Infom ation
we can then com pute the correlation finctions for a num ber of order param eters{here we dem onstrate this on the
superconducting order param eter which is found (see Fig. 13) to be dom inant at low energies, and nd a power law
decay w ith a non-universalexponent in the region of phase space applicable to thism ethod. For a derivation of these
resuls, the reader is referred to A ppendix E . T he Luttinger liquid param eters are given by,

S

T
Vel + W Vi f
u o= a5 o D (R
S o s
2
Vi1 + W Vi f Ci.
%(14_ g) L+ g)z (%‘“)24_ (A)Z; andu ;= Vi 2 4_1-1 ©4)
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[giefeleid
(=il

VFl';VF3(1 g) (1 g)Z(VF12VF3)2+ (f1_3)2
= ;jand K ;=

£ . Zii
Tltves (4 8) (14 D)7 EEaR 4 (B2 vest

=~
o
Il

Vi Cii

Fi o7 .
i (25)
4

w here w e have extracted the proportionality ofc;; = g vy ; for = 1,3. T he totalkinetic contribution to the H am iltonian
density is given by,

2 u p 2 X u K

@ )+

Hin = O
kin 2K , 2 : 2K
i=1;3

@ »* ; (©6)

u K p
2

The ram aining contribution to the xed point Ham itonian density is given b% the non-um k]gpp tem s H got as

getaj]ed In Eq. 12 above. To m Inin ize this energy, the ground state then pins 2 ,= n, 2 , = m and
2 (, ,) = pwheren;m ;p are Integers whose sum iseven. The rst two conditions are already in term s of
the basis of eigenstates. T he lJatter nds representation in our transform ed basis (( gre = vy )t
13
0 1
q —— q ——

p_B 1+ Vd++ 1+V§+ 1+Vd+ 1+ V§+ 8

2 ]é’r T p £ 5 +bg = Pi @7)
1+ (ar + 1+ V3, )2 1+ (Var 1+ V2, )?

In order to com pute correlation fiinctions, wem ust express in term s ofourband picture the typesoforder param eter
likely to be relevant. O ne candidate is certainly d-wave superconductivity, as previous studiedd44 on a 2-%g ladder
system have shown this to dom inate away from the half- lling um klapp processes. If we then Im agine form ing a
singlet between chains one and two concurrently w ith a single between chains two and three (see Fig. 1 (¢)) and
reexpress In tem s of the band picture, we see that such an operator does not depend on kand two:

P> = P, dyd+dd, dd+hoD>

2
= ( {n i# 3y," ?y’#+h:(3:)j)>= ( 1 3)::O> : (28)

8
< 1&® 30)> = —— — ar o (29)
(a) xJ

Since the unfrustrated two—-Jeg Jadder resul is known, it isusefulat this point to in agine setting v 1 = v 3 (ot too

K +b

far from half- lling). In this Iin i, we reoover%(jxij) w ith
v
H @ ﬁ)VL+fl_3
K 4p="© —— (30)
Q+ HE

1 il
T his has to be com pared w ith the d-wave superconducting correlation fiinction / r ®%) whereK ? = %
r=- 2

Ve + 92
K ,p 2 obtained by Schul*? frtwo coupled Luttinger liquids.
Forthis xed point, we found that the bare values vy = 0.1096, vy 3 = 02017 and stopping the RG ow s close to
strong coupling gaveg= 0.012and £; = 1.7 10 3 so that vgy = -83.3 was non-universaland at this point,

0253K 4 p+ 0247K 0:523
8 1 ve ° 8 1

j< ) 30)> 3= — = — : 31
] 1 &) 3 = o 3 (27 35 (1)

A tematively, one can form a charge density order param eter as (for the 2-leg Jadder beginning in a chain picture):

X X
Ocpw =n1 m= @ d ds )= (7 ® 35 @+ § ® 1 ®); 32)
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whose (leading) correlation function < Ocpw x))? Ocpw 0))? > contains a tem proportional to

1 Kl+b(1+p1+12 )+Klb(lp L )
cos@ ke 1 + ke 3)%) e Y a 33)

It is of Interest to note that while In the electrondoped case, kr1 + kr3 > 7, or the earlier considered hole-doped
case w here this correlation function can becom e relevant, kr 1 + kp3 = S, pem itting a physical description of the 2
kr1 + kg 3) oscillation asbeing periodic w ith the lattice{that is repeating every lattice spacing. T he analogous 3—-eg

ladder CDW de nition ofOcpy In real space corresgoonds to the linear com bination,

X

th

nip + ns 1 v v
Ocpw = —_— + - d3 +d3 dp ) (34)
2 2
3.25 T 3 T T
~— band loss &>
3 ,§> 7 275 - /
& K o
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% 220 S8 o 5 2+ B i
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FIG .13: Correlation functions (a superconducting order param eter w ith d-wave sym m etry, and a charge density wave order
param eter) as a function of: (left) t’ at an electron doping of

0.05; and (right) doping at t’=0.1 t. Shown is the two-leg

Jladder result, < O (x)O (0) > % , as derived in the absence of um klapp scattering.

() Another specialpoint: U sing the basis Introduced In section C 1. (o) , i isnot di cul to show that the SO (6)
xed point ofEq. 10 is ddentical to the SO (8) xed point, save for the depinning of the symm etric chargem ode 4,
w hich is the reason that quasidong range superconducting order is stable about this point. At this point one recovers
Eqg. 23 with a now running from 2 to 4.

IV.CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have investigated the phase diagram close to half lling of the frustrated 3-leg H ubbard ladder in
the band 1im it. W ihin this weak coupling approach M ott physics is found to be relevant at three special dopings.
In the nom al state we have discovered physics quite rem iniscent of that observed experin entally using ARPES.
Speci cally, the addition of a frustrated hopping, m otivated by the actual chem ical structure of the cuprate planes
has the e ect of breaking electron-hole symm etry to (once m ore) prom ote a d-wave RVB state w th gapkss nodal
quasiparticks on the hok-doped side; and a M otk insulating (3,5 ) feature coexisting w ith m etallic physics at the anti-
nodalpoints, seceding to d-w ave superconductivity at low tem peratures on the electron-doped side. E xtensions ofthis
toy m odel to an N -leg ladder system , as outlined brie y In Appendix C, would suggest that on the underdoped side
(of the holedoped cuprates) the d-RVB state m ay coexist w ith a partial d-wave lke superconductiviy, origihating
from di erent regions of the Ferm i surface. A s the pseudogap (d-RVB state) disappears, one would expect that the
quasiparticlesbegin to cover the entire Fermm i surface, so that only after the com plete disappearance of the pseudogap
m ight one recover a truly nom alm etallic Fem i surface. Unfortunately, we have not been able to show that such
a m odel supports an antiferrom agnetic ground state close to half- 1ling, unlke that seen when t'=0 in the large N
Iim it. This curous feature is lkely an artifact of the consideration ofU < t’ here, although i could also arise should
the value of t/ change greatly as a function of doping.
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In closing, it is perhaps useful to additionally stress the link of these unusual ladder system s to the plethora of
Interesting physical system snow arising in the grow ing area of frustrated m aterdals. A particularly comm on structure
arising in m agnetic system s is the pyrochlore or comershared tetrahedral lattice as pictured n Fig. 14 @). It is
wellknown that such a lattice nds a sin pler partner in a m apping to the checkerboard lattice Fig. 14 ()). The
frustrated laddersw ith which we have been playing (if one reverses the sign ofthe diagonalhopping) are equivalent to
am odi ed checkerboard lattice Fig. 14 (d)), so onem ight hope as this hopping becom es large to recapture som e of
the iInteresting physics em erging from these system s. Aswe can see from Fig. 10 and 12, we can access a m uch larger
range oft’ than could corresoond to the physicalcase ofthe cuprates, but cannot reach the lim £ t! -t’ whereupon the
upperband-w idth would becom e zero. Indeed, asw e approach this lim it, the 1-dloop RG s¢ghem ebreaksdown beforewe
are able to see the m etal-insulator transition expected from 2D studiesby Kashina et al%, and one is kft wondering
ifthe superconducting correlations survive as the dom inant contrbution in this regin e. W ere thds the case, onem ight
be abl to resolve whether the superconductivity of LiT 0 4, which possesses a T, of 13.7 Kﬂg-, has a conventional
electron-phonon origin, (perhapg resulting from lattice distortionsalong the [111]direction In analogy w ith the charge
ordering m echanism of A IV ,0 484), or is m ore unconventional .n nature. It should be possble to access this regin e
w ithin the auspices of currently available num erical RG techniques (such as density m atrix renom alization group),
and rem ains an open and interesting extension of this work.

1 4 7
5 6 5 6
FIG . 14: If one considers t’ to be an additional hopping param eter w ith the same sign ast (. t' = —-at,a> 0 in Eq. 4),

then one should be describing a frustrated hopping tem sim ilar to that found on a geom etrically frustrated lattice. T here have
recently been several experin ental system s found dem onstrating interesting physical properties due to the large degeneracy of
states on a pyrochlore lattice. W hilke the lattice we study here is m ore com plicated (and therefore less frustrated) than the
pyrochlore lattice, there are som e sin ilarities, and one m ight expect to see sim ilar physics resulting in the lin it close to t! t’.
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APPENDIX A:REDUCTION OF A 4BAND MODEL TO PRODUCE t/

Follow ing A ndersen etaﬁq,wecan write from Fig. 4 the 4 x 4 m atrix shown In Table IT.M aking use ofthe Lowdin
procedure to integrate/dow nfold the H am iltonian,

X .
H o0 = Hip HiyH j]j%nH 0107 (35)
3i3°
one reduces the 4-band m odel to the e ective twoband m odel shown in Table ITI. A s an exam ple of this procedure,
we com pute

akx 1 akx . aky . aky
Hip = ( Zasin(—=)) ( 2fssin(—=))  @Cgasinh(—=))——( 2fssin(—=))
2 P 2 2 o 2
dtatys cosl@ky) cos(ak) ; 36)

o 2
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H4 j:Ud> j:u4s> Ox OY
< Cuaj a 0 2tpq sin (2 )| 2tpq sin ()
| . aky . aky
< Cu4sj O s 2tpsSJn(T) 2tpsSJn(T)
< OxF|| 2tash®5)| 2tpssin(33x) b 0
<043 2tasin(3£) | 26 sin (55) 0 .

TABLE II: The dom inant contrbutors to conduction between copper atom s according to band structure.

where we see that the phase shift of the overlap between the d-orbial and the p-orbitalm anifests itself in a sign
di erence relative to the phase of overlap of s— and p-orbitals. This symm etry property of the orbial overlap is
responsble for the change of sign of t’ relative to t In the expansion below as diagonal tem s are created from the
expansion of the square of this tem . Further downfolding of the high energy 4s lvel then yields an e ective one—

H? T ug > T ugs >
< Cugi|l a+ —(ZCP"; 1l u) —4Vt"d;ps
v s S 2
< Cuss] Ttpdes o+ 2Rl gy

P P

TABLE III: The e ective 2-band m odel. Here u = %(cos(akx) + cosfaky)) and v = %(cos(aky) cos(akx)).

band degscription which m ay then be com pared w ith that used In m ost strongly correlated electron approaches. O ne
obtainsé

2tpq)? v
Hoo g S, VY @7
p 1 u+ s()
wheres( )= %}f)zp) denotes the relative I portance of hoppings between the Cu 4sand O 2p levels.
In oxder to head tow ards'q t,t’,.. m odel, it is usefiil to exam ine the area close to r . Solving the H am iltonian
or the energy is equivalent!? to solving 0= d( )+ 1 u %7 whered() = w. Then expanding

to linear order n d( ) and assum ing that the energy dependence of s( ) is weak about the Fem ienergy (ifr lies
symm etrically between , and ¢ then s(r )= 0), it is not hard to express the energy as,

1 V2 2r
rF+ @Hr)) 1 dEF) v — i (38)
1 2ru
where r = m becom es part of a natural expansion param eter to yield approxin ate square lattice e ective
F r_ -
dir )t (p“zd)z p
hopping param eters. Wote that & ¢ ) = o o ip(dF ) ). Then,
toa 1 r 2
r + pT 1 d(g) 5 (cos(aky) + cos(@ky) 5 (cos(aky) cos @k ))
F

(1+ r(cos@k) + cos(aky)) + o (cos(@ky ) + oos(aky))2 + :)): (39)

APPENDIX B:DERIVATION OF OUT-OF-PLANE CONTRIBUTIONS

Ifone acoepts that the energy ofthe non-interacting 4sCu band ism odi ed by hybridization w ith the apicaloxygen
atom s{in tum a ected by them etalatom s and the 3ds,> ; Cu orbital, one generates a picture as seen in Fig. 15. To
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estin ate the new energy of the apical oxygen, it m ight be necessary to consider this hybridization w ith neighboring
overlapping atom s. To calculate such a correction due to physics outside the Cu-O plane, ollow Ing A ndersen et atd,
we start with a 6-band picture as shown In Tabl IV. Proceeding w ith Lowdin downfolding of the 5 contributors

Oij

-
O2p
i OW

FIG .15: The out of plane contributing oroitals.

H° Tues > Fuge 1 > Pop, > M > Pop, > O 2p,
< Cussd s 0 2tec sin (33%) 0 2tps s (352 )| 2t sin (1)
< Cug,z ; 0 .2 2t.,2 sin (25 0 2t sin (B5x) | 2t sin (C2)
Tak,
< 025,73 || 2tecsh(352)| 2t,: s (35=) . tw € 7 0 0
iak g
<MJj 0 0 taw € 2 M 0 0
< 02,3 || 2tpssin (355)| 26,2 sin (35=) 0 0 . 0
< O2p, 3 || 2tps sin ((52)| 2t,,2 sin ((52) 0 0 0 o

TABLE IV : The out-ofplane bands.

yields,
= . HyEY )41H 453 Hy @I )11H 13 Hy @I )le 23
i3 1 33 1
Hy, @ 7 JyHi3 Hyp@ )y Hoo:

[e}

(tem )?

40)

The rsttem iseasy to calculate, H 34 @ ** ) Has = <t~ , while the others require the inversion ofa 4 4 m atrix

and som e approxin ations. One nds,

aky

@tez s (s )6 ) @R ® (&) + si® ((31))

Hsp @ I 21H23 S
? (6 )6 Ve ) chEE)+sn? @) ()2 (2 )+ 6 )

Ctesn(52)2 (2 )6 ) @)%’ (5= + sin” (31)))

i3 1
Hi 7 )i Has

and

4. toe (600 B55))? (@Bhpstper) (60° E55) + sin® (32)))

(s D6 N ) chE)+sn® @G (@) (2 )+ 6 )Ch2)?)

Hyp @Y )i His a . 2 ak
(s )b N ) EhEE) + s® EE))(Chs) (2 )+ 6

i 1
= Hi3 H ), Hos;

43)
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Then,J'.|‘:'oneassumesthatt;zz(S F) << t—ép(F »2 ), 1 is jasti able to drop the second half of the last term of

the denom inator. Ifone then averages over ky ky k, I hybridizing the bands such that < sin® (aTkl) >= 1, these four
tem s add to:

(Rt (s ) @7 22))  £REs)® Rte2 ) + 2hyrtectpstyyr + Rtee)® Rty,2)%g
2((s )0 2)0  p)+ @2 42))
((2Fs) Rteyz) + Qtsc) Rtpz2))?
2( 2)s )0 p)t @hs)?)
14+ o * Rt
- (s ) ( ) i “4)
(222 1+ S

where the rst two tem s in the num erator have been assum ed to approxin ately cancel re ecting an approxim ate
equality of the likellhhood of hopping from the Cu to the apical O site or vice versa for the 4s and 3di3,z ; orbitals
respectively. T he latter term in the denom inator can then be de ned asr ! to reproduce the renom alized energy of
the Cu 4s electron w here the factor of 2 com es from there being 2 \apical" oxygen atom s,

2 (tsc)?
s= st (&) 7 (45)
F c

2
ar(e,,2)?

tscthZ

pstos2 (ten )?

70 - - . This dependence on out-ofplane physics m akes m any predictions In
term s of how one m ight Increase the maxinalT. of a sam ple if it is related to the strength of t’, as noted in the
Interesting paper by Pavariniet als, although one m ight like to take such clain s as \the fact that T oy ax drops from

92 K to 50,K when Y is replaced by the larger cation La In YBa,Cusz0 ;" wih a grain of salt in light of results by
W ada et aBlh.

where .= .+

APPENDIX C:A LARGE N PSEUDOGAP PICTURE

Ifwe consider increasing the num ber of legs of the ladder system , what expectationsm ight arise as to the nature of
the pseudogap from thispicture? O nem ight expect a shifting spin-liquid contrdbution to thegap (shown in Fig. 16 asa

T

+ nodal gp’s nodal Mottness
.:‘ d-wave s.c.
d-wave

+ angle-dependent d-RVB
BCS-like weak s.c. s.C.
0

FIG.16: A pseudogap with k-space angle-dependent physics would be expected to arise for ladders w ith both frustrated
hopping and a large num ber of legs. In red we see the e ects of M ott physics as a function of doping which de ne the type of
quasiparticles allowed as a function of doping. O ne sees that the low er tem perature establishm ent of a d-w ave superconducting
gap would only occur In regions ofthe Fem isurface which have not already developed a gap due to um klapp scattering. T hus
on the underdoped side of the phase diagram shown, one would expect to nd both a pseudogap and a superconducting gap at
di erent position of the Fem isurface. Su cient hole doping (left) allow s the M ott physics to contribute at the m axim al gap
value corresponding to the superconductor jist before the M ott physics would vanish entirely, presum ably leaving a nom al
d-w ave superconducting gap over all the Fem i surface, and m etallic behavior above. O n the electron-doped side (right) one
would expect to see a pseudogap vanishing abruptly as a function of doping and of substantially di erent character.
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large red gap), coexisting at low tem peraturesw ith regions ofd-w ave superconductivity (shown in Fig. 16 nblie). At
high doping levels (above those at which um klapp scattering was relevant) one would hope that interference betw een
holes would destroy the coherence of the superconducting order param eter. W ithin such a picture, it is interesting to
note the presence/absence of nodal quasiparticles on the hole/electron doped side which would naturally account for
at least the low tem perature di erence of the resistivity exponents.

APPENDIX D:BOSONIZATION OF 3-BAND AND 4BAND UMKLAPP TERM S
1. In the absence of frustration

A smentioned In the introduction, the half- lled Hubbard ladder has been found to exhbi no soin gap for the
3-Jeg ladder, and 3-band um klapp processes are not rekvant. T he 4-leg ladder possesses di erent physics: a spin gap
at half- ling, whilk 4-band um klapp processes are not rekevant. However, in the lim it of large N (N even), i has
been shown®? that the high degeneracy of um klapp processes about half- 1ling has the e ect of driving all 4-band
couplings, ks’ Sy’ Yikns and W5 relevant. These tem s undergo a large renom alization as, for any xed i,
the condition kp 3 + kri + kp; + kpy = 2 hasN solutions, and enters the RG equations In such a way that each
contrbutes. Upon bosonization of these surviving tem s, Lederm ann®?! Hund them to descrbe an antiferrom agnetic
state (wih no spin gap). At half- 1lling, in the presence of frustration, we hoped to recover this antiferrom agnetic
M ott Insulating state, but as we shall see below , it does not seem to arise. Indeed, the large N 1im it of the half- lled
even leg frustrated Hubbard ladder lkely has physics sin ilar to that shown by the 4-leg ladder, whilke Interpretation
of the odd—leg ladder resuls is clouded by the non-com m utativity of the K lein factors.

2. In the presence of frustration

W e rst attem pt to bosonize (part a)) the 3-keg ladder for the case described In IIT B 2, close to half- 1ling when
its 3-band um klapp processes are relevant. W hile much of the xed point can be bosonized, these 3-band um klapp
processes do not allow us to proceed further and determ ine the nature of the physics. T his isnot the case for even—leg
ladder system s at half- 1lling, as we show (In part b)) by bosonizing the counterpoint of 3-band um klapp tem s for
this system {4-band um klapps. However, it is not clear that the physics of the frustrated 4-leg ladder at half- lling
should yield the sam e physics as seen at the special 3-band ling ofthe 3-Jeg ladder, as shown in Tabl V . Ingpection
of the RG ow of the frustrated 4-leg ladder equations further show s us that the 4-band C ooper scattering temm s
rem ain am all, so that we do not recover the antiferrom agnetic M ott insulator for the frustrated 4-Jleg ladder. But
what happens if we go further, to the large N 1im it, where the unfrustrated ladder showed this interesting physics?
As shown in part c), it is unlkely that In this lim i the 4-band C ooper scattering processes would grow , as one no
longer has a Jarge degeneracy ofband pairs Iying along one’s Ferm i surface.

a) N=3. Ifwe st lkeave aside the 3-band couplings, the close to half- lled case can be bosonized as
1 X £

Hyp = ffiz @ @ - i o2)*t %(@ @ 2 i 2)9; (46)
i=1;3

and

1 X p— p_— pP_—
Hpot = 2 2y foos( 2 (4 2 (( 4G, + ¢p)cos( 2 (3 2))  @g,+ cp)cos( 2 (3 2)))

i=1;3
p— p— p— P—

2g,cos( 2 ( 2))cos( 2 ( 1+  2))+ 2f,c0s( 2 ( 2))cos( 2 ( 1+ 2))G; @7)

which, upon choosing 2 a)’g= f;, = c, ¢, f£,= ¢ 4¢c, smpli esto

X P— P— p—
Hpoe 29 foos(2 (3 o)foos( 2 (5 2)) cos(2 ( i+ 2)g

i=1;3
_ P
2 (3 2))cos( 2 ( 1+ 2))Q: (48)
Retuming to the 3-band tem s, one recognizes that the BakerH ausdorf comm utation relation vanishes for
all these elds wih the exception of the expansions of temm s with two operators from pt‘tle samepbgnd pos—

ses}s)jng the psame oin such as png L2s - %osonjzjn% this one nds aptenn et 4 r2sg i 4 r2 =

o]

+ cos

i 4 g5 1 4 LZSe%[iTRZS;i4 L25]:ei4 rR2s 1 4 LZSeZl — iel4 R 2s iTLZs.

[S]
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T he um klapp scattering tem s are thus bosonized as,

1 X
(2 a)2 f 2s 1ls 2s 3sf(u1223+ 4'L11223)COS( ++ t S )COS( + s )
S
81-32213005( ++ T S yocos( 414+ + s )g 1s 3sf2cos( +4+ + 5 44 )sin( + s )
+ W53  4ugps)cos( 44 + s )ysn(  + s )gQ; (49)
P — P — P —
where we have de ned ., = @ 2+ 1+ 3), = (1 3), = 5( 1 1), =
@ 5 1),and 14 = 5@ 2+ 1+ 3). And a nasty surprise awaits. In order to be ablk

to sin ultaneously diagonalize the Ham iltonian and x a valie for the K kein factors, we require that K lkein factors
com m ute. This is found not be the case here. Since K lein factorssatisfy £ 3 ; § g= 2 g , the bosonization ofcjj
and f; are independent of the choice ofK lein factors, but for 6 j ¢;; Itroduces the K lein factor is js is 35 which
doesnot com m ute w ith any ofthe 3-band K lein factors. Furthem ore, [ 25 1s 2s 3s7 1s 3516 0.Usually in cases such
as this one needs to introduce special gauge elds to proceed further w ith bosonization (if i is possible). Curiously,
this problem does not seem to arise or lJadders w ith an even num ber of kegs (provided one stays away from dopings
w here 3-leg um klapp scattering is relevant{ie.close to half 1ling).

b) N = 4. Bosonization of the relevant 4-band um klapp tem s now proceeds w ithout di culty. K lein factors

3-deg coupling (in u;;,3)|4-leg coupling (In c,3)|consistent?

Uipps = 1 Ujpz = 0:66 yes
Ujzz4 = 069

cy = 0203 o3 =1 no

£,=120 f,= 034 m aybe
fis= 032

£, = 093 i, = 038 m aybe
;= 043

c,,= 10 c,= 0.002 no
c,=5 10°

c,= 091 c4o=0.003 no
cy3=-0.0001

U;,,5= 026 U;,5,= 037 yes
U;3,,= 038

c,= 001 c,,=054 no

c .= -0.005 cq.=-0.11 no
= 055

3= -0.006 cyy=-0.18 no
c33= 059

U,,,5= 024 U;4,3= -0.0003 no

TABLE V : Correspondence between xed points: 3-leg ladder RG vs. 4-kg lJadder RG w ith t’= 0.1 t. Num bers are relative to
the respective largest couplings.
comm ute, so that one is able to choose the gauge 15 250 3 4 0= 1 to yield a contrbution:

1
2 a)?

4) i (4) 4) i (4)
fou, 008V + (1 Wiyoos P+ 1 )
i=1;2;3=2;3;4;k6 1;3;4;16 1;3;k

4)

t oy 4 g,) cos <4+>+ + ( 1) (4)1k)oos( Lt 1) (4)11)

+ gt dugoost Vo 1 @ poos( P+ 1 Y0 60)
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“) P — P _—
wherewehavede ned ./, = (a1t a2t a3t addand (; )k 5= (5 dait (7 g (7 k35 (5 Xi)
D espite the sin plicity of the K leln factors for the 4-leg ladder, it is quite lkely that di erent physics govems this
even leg ladder at half- 1ling than that of the 3-keg ladder, when one considers the RG ratios at which one arrives.
These are outlined in TableV .One also nds that the 4-band C ooper temm s ¢, ,5, and ¢;,3, rem ain sm all, so that the
ground state is not the antiferrom agnet.

c) Large N . In oxder for the antiferrom agnetic tem s present at t’= 0 and half- lling to grow at largeN fort60, a
E_sarge num ber of um klapp scattering processes need to be relevant. T hat is, we need to satisfy both the constraints:
=1 L kr 5= TN and the double condition: kp y+ kpi+ Kp 3+ kp 3= 2 jkpx + kri+ kg + kg = 2 frié jik.For
the frustrated H ubbard ladder, no two 2-band couplings are relevant at the sam e doping. For the splitting of 2-band
levelspresum ng no fully lled bands, this double condition (which inpliesthatke j+ kg 5 = krx + kg ) Seem sto now
require k= j (or at least that they’re very close), which isnot allowed if it rem ainsa 4-band term . Tt seem s increasingly
likely that ift’ rem ains nite in the large N lim i, we w ill kill these term s at weak coupling (and the associated AF')!
W hether such tem sm ay be ablk to survive for k ,-j at strong U is a matter for fiture work although i m ay have
been partly addressed by work of H onerkam p et aP? and K ashin a et at%. It should be noted that because of the
xed nature of the y-com ponent ofthem om entum in this approach, one ends up treating an asym m etric set ofpoints
along the e ective 2D Fem isurface. W hen N becom es large this is particularly a problem in that ift’ rem ains xed,
asN increasesone starts to lose bands to com plete 1ling{that is that the Fem isurface w illno longer cross allbands.

APPENDIX E:BOSONIZATION AFTER BAND 2MOTT

O ur starting point is

Vi Vi f
Ho+ Hin = —* 1 9 SEECE 9 @ %+ e e
Vi Vi £
+ 2 1+ 2 0P 2 1+ 2 (2 22 L4y 1)

w here is the conjuigate eld to as usual, and the soin tem s have not been w ritten as the unrotated basis is
already diagonal for them .

Replacing the linear com bination ( gr=i=* = v4 ,we nd that the eigenvectors are given by
13
q a
vy + :|_+V§1 V4 1+ Vg
1 = ¥ T S +b E S > b
1+ va + 1+ V3 1+ vy 1+ v2
- 1 1
3 = ¥ g—— +b % [ p— b
1+ vg + 1+V2 1+ vy 1+ V2
a a
Vg+ + 1+ V§+ Va+ 1+ V§+
L= F q ; % q 2 P
1+ vae + 14+ V3, 1+ vgs 1+ V3,
= L + L : 52
3 = ¥ T > bt E T > +bi (52)
1+ vae + 1+ V3, 1+ vgs 1+ V2,
A fter diagonalization, the kinetic contribution to the Ham iltonian is thus,
r |
1 w1t w g g. W A f
Ho+ Hygyn = = “7”(1 =) @ _)2(“73)2_,_ (ﬁ)Z @ b)2
2 2 2
r !
1 w1t w Vi f
_|_E %(14_ g) a+ E)Z (%%)2_,_ (F2)2 2 ot oy (53)

such that the (charge) Luttinger liquid param eters are sin ple to read o and given in Eq. 24 and 25.
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Tt would be interesting, then, to bosonize our orderparam eterto look for quasi1lD m anifestationsofphase coherence
setting in. To do this, it ishelpfiilto rew rite our bands at low energy in tem s of the linearized spectrum oncem ore,
and to add the Hem iian conjugate. Then ; becom es:

" p— p__—
#
L= Fw fae R fethms S @s(2 (0 )voosC2 (k)
2 " l p_
_ 114 ( )qoos( > )
a 0 0 g g 11
) Bp_ B Vgt t 1+ v2 v, 1+ v2
= MCOSBPZ B £ o a+ ¥ o dat 88 . (54)
a @ @ q ——— b q ——— +bA A 7
1+ War + 1+ V5,)2 1+ (Var 1+ V3, )2
where in the second line we have used the pinning of | to set cos2 n) = 1. Likew ise,
3= Rae 53# §3# 53"+%3: 11
2 3w ( 1r Bp_—B 1 1 cC
_ 23 3#a ~cosf 2 f = F=———— v ¥ S — By § ¢ (65)
1+ (vas 1+V§+ )? 1+ (Var + 1+ vc21+ )2

T he pinning In the charge channel of the operator then allow s us to reexpress the argum ents of the cosines to
yield:

0 0 _ 11
r d d—--
2 gmr app B p B Ve 1+ 1+ V3, vae 1 1+, T
7T a g T ZEF T —— b ¥ 7 +oK X 7
1+ (ar + 14+ V3, )2 1+ War 1+ V2, )2
(56)

w here the form s are ddentical save ora + sign inside the cosine for the band 1 correlator, and their respective K lein
factors. Notice that ; and 3 have been de ned above in such a way as to absorb the overall negative sign betw een
them expressing their d-wave character. T hen the m agniude of the superconducting correlator is:

q__
) Y r— Va+ 1+ 1+ Vng
i< 1 &) 30)> 3= (—a) < cos@ p + E(r T »&;0)
a=+i 1+ (ar + 14+ V3, )2
q___
Va+ 1 1+ Vng
3 S +p®X;0))) >; (57)
1+ W 1+ V2, )2

where In taking the m agnitude we can suppress the K lein factors and need not di erentiate between sine and cosine
orp odd and p even for the correlation finction. By charge conservation, we know that only temm s et are 1 e»
survive, and furthem ore, we expect that [ ; +pl= 0, so that this sinpli es to yield:

0 1 0 1
1 P 1+ v2 1 P 1+ v2
ip;@ g = A L ipg@ g i )
+ vgy +v2 )2 p— + (Vge +v2 )2 M —
_ 4 . Hwge s 1evi) o 7L g Tae ) et T O 4 ppes
(a2

(58)

and we know that shceK 6 1, barenotcanonicalpe]ds,soweneedtot:cansﬁmn to such abasis. W %can express
our resuls in tem s of canonical elds (7 ;~ )= ( K g b;pKl— ») by replacing b= K 7 5.

b

Sin ultaneously expanding ~ (x) = "L &) "r X),we arrive at:
0 1
p

1+ 1+

v V2
lp;@ g d+ d+ Ap
v V2 2 i
_ 4 <e R E P eipg((x)! ()
( a)?

K (M »&® & pEX))
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1
S 1 P 1+ v2
—_ Vd+ tv -
i 5C0g L ATK Lo an) TR en®)
1+ (vgy 1+v2 )2 P — ,

o a+ . ((x)! (0))+ he:>; (59)

) ) 2 ) ) 2
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