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From nodalliquid to nodalM ottness in a frustrated H ubbard m odel
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(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

W e investigate the physicsoffrustrated 3-leg Hubbard laddersin the band lim it,when hopping

acrosstheladder’srungs(t? )isofthesam eorderashopping along them (t)m uch greaterthan the

onsiteCoulom b repulsion (U).W eshow thatthism odelexhibitsa striking electron-holeasym m etry

closeto half-�lling:thehole-doped system atlow tem peraturesdevelopsa Resonating ValenceBond

(RVB)-like d-wave gap (pseudogap close to (�,0))coinciding with gapless nodalexcitations(nodal

liquid);in contrast,the electron-doped system is seen to develop a M ott gap at the nodes,whilst

retaining a m etallic characterofitsm ajority Ferm isurface.Atlowertem peraturesin the electron-

doped case,d-wave superconducting correlations { here,coexisting with gapped nodalexcitations

{ are already seen to arise. Upon furtherdoping the hole-doped case,the RVB-like state yieldsto

d-wave superconductivity. Such physics is rem iniscent ofthat exhibited by the high tem perature

cupratesuperconductors{notably electron-holeasym m etry asnoted by AngleResolved PhotoEm is-

sion Spectroscopy (ARPES)and the resistivity exponentsobserved.Thistoy m odelalso reinforces

the im portance ofa m ore thorough experim entalinvestigation ofthe known 3-leg ladder cuprate

system s,and m ay have som e bearing on low dim ensionalorganic superconductors.

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm ;71.30.+ h;72.10.-d

I.INTRO DUCTIO N

It is a com m only held beliefthat the physicsofthe high tem perature cuprate superconductorsresults from hole

or electron doping a M ott insulator. This perspective has been reinforced by recent m easurem ents1,2 of optical

conductivity which clearly show a large (but decreasing) M ott feature existing at an energy scale oforder 2 eV

to substantialdopings. O ne puzzle theoretically has been to understand how this feature rem ainsrelevantto such

high dopings. W e therefore propose a sim ple quasi-one-dim ensional(1D) toy m odelwhich appears to capture the

basicfeaturesofthisphysicsand qualitatively providesa suggestiveanswerto thisquestion.In addition,thism odel

seem s to be capable ofdi�erentiating between electron and hole doped system s which m ay qualitatively provide

an interpretation ofresults seen by ARPES and provides a naturalfram ework within which one m ight realize the

form ation ofpreform ed (d-wave)pairsasan explanation ofthem ysterious\pseudogap"3.Thus,wehavea (quasi-1D)

realization ofthe pointofview putforward by Anderson in 19874,thathole doping an RVB state leadsto a (quasi

d-wave)superconducting state.

Laddersystem shavebeen subjectto extensivetheoreticaland experim entalstudies.Assuccinctly sum m arized by

Dagotto and Rice5,ithad been established by 1996 thatthespin-1
2
Heisenberg m odelshowsalternating spin-gap/no

spin gap behaviorasoneaddsone-dim ensionalchainstogether,generalizing the Haldane conjectureasone increases

the num ber ofchains. Such behavior had been observed experim entally by Azum a et al6 in two ladder analogues

ofthe undoped cuprate system s: SrCu2O 3 a two-leg ladderexhibiting a spin gap;and Sr2Cu3O 5 a three-leg ladder

exhibiting no spin gap. About the sam e tim e,Schulz7 found that as the num ber oflegs increasestowardsin�nity,

the spin gap disappears,raising the spectre that one m ight be capable ofaddressing the 2D lim it ofthe Hubbard

m odel{known to be an antiferrom agneticM ottinsulator.

Superconductivity in 2-leg Hubbard ladder system s was �rst predicted in 1994 by Sigrist et al8 using a large U

technique.Furtherevidenceatstrong coupling followed from Tsvelik and Shelton9.Starting from theopposite(sm all

U) lim it,Balentsand Fisher10 showed thatitwaspossible to classify allthe possible ground statesfor the two-leg

Hubbard ladder,developing a Renorm alization G roup (RG )techniqueused in collaboration with Lin11 to investigate

the phase diagram ofthe Hubbard m odelaway from half-�lling. In this �rstpaper,it wasshown that the two-leg

ladder at sm allU could also support the one-dim ensionalanalogue ofa superconductor{which was seen to have a

d-wavelikecharacterin an excellentintroduction to thearea by Fisher12.Furtherm ore,experim entally thetelephone

com pound Sr0:4Ca13:6Cu24O 41:84,which is thought to be a lightly doped coupled 2-leg ladder system ,appeared to

show som eevidenceforsuperconductivityatapressureof3G Paasnoted by Ueharaetal13.Solutionsofthehalf-�lled

2-leg14 and 3-leg15,16 Hubbard laddersatweak U followed,and were generalized to the N-leg case where signatures

ofan antiferrom agneticground statewerefound17.

O urstarting pointisthe half-�lled 3-leg Hubbard ladder,which isthe sim plestm odelwhich can hope to capture

the basic physicsofthe cuprates. W e will�rstreview the interesting physicsexhibited by thism odelasa function

ofdoping and ask why it is that som e qualitative features ofthe cuprates (such as electron/hole asym m etry close

to half-�lling) seem to be absent from this m inim alm odel. Investigating the chem istry ofthe copper-oxide plane,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308504v1
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we �nd (following severalband theory papers by Andersen and others18) that an e�ectively repulsive next-nearest

neighbor hopping should be added to any realistic (1-band) description ofthe cuprate system s. This causes us to

revisitthe three-leg ladder,adding a frustrating hopping term which qualitatively changesthe physicsforelectron-

doped cuprate system s,although unfortunately italso destroysthe M ottinsulating state athalf-�lling in the weak

U lim it (as found previously by K ashim a et alin 2D)19. W hile the cuprate superconductors certainly belong to

the 2D lim it ofladder system s (ie. N! 1 ),it is encouraging to see that m any ofthe basic features are captured

within thissim ple3-leg ladderapproach,allowing usto speculateon thenatureoftheN-leg system .W hilethereare

certainly m any disadvantagesto working with a 1D m odelto describe 2D physics,itisdi�cultin 2D to go beyond

the renorm alization group approach and to provide a realm icroscopic theory ofthe low-energy �xed point.20 Ithas

thusbeen the approach ofm any to treat2D gaugetheoriesforwhich Senthiland Fisher21 haveargued the necessity

ofthe observation ofvisonsto any theory including spin-charge separation which hasnotasyetbeen accom plished

experim entally22.Such topologicalexcitationsarethoughtnotbe presentin thissim ple (e�ectively 1D)m odel.

II.THE NEED FO R FRUSTRATED HO PPING

A.ARPES and the doped 3-leg ladder

1.A band picture

Ifone works in the band lim it (see Fig. 1) with t? � 0.3 t � U,Lederm ann et al16 found that the six Ferm i

pointsled oneto consider21 coupled 1 loop RG equations,deriving from Cooper(forward and backward)scattering

and um klapp processes.Upon integrating outthehigh energy m odes,itwasfound that8 couplingscorresponding to

an e�ective two band problem between bands1 and 3 athalf-�lling,asconsidered in greatdetailby Lin etal14 for

the 2-leg ladder,scaled to strong coupling,reaching the sam e�xed ratio su�ciently before the 1 loop RG procedure

brokedown.Upon bosonization ofbands1 and 3,they recovered theD-M ottstateexhibiting both a charge and spin

gap and possessing preform ed Cooper (hole) pairsabovethe gap.(The nam e D-M ottistaken to em phasize thatthe

superconductingorderparam eterchangesofsign between bands1and 3).From theRG equations,onecould estim ate
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FIG .1: (a) 3-chains in the band basis: t? � t is the verticaldistance between bands,4t the band-width. Notice that at

half-�lling onehas6 Ferm ipoints,and thatv1= v3 < v2,where vi can be read from Eq.5 with t’= 0;(b)G apsappearin band

iatenergy � i � te
� � v i
U ,leading to a sequentialgapping oftheFerm isurface.Pointsareshown on thecorresponding quasi-1D

(purple)or2D half-�lled Ferm isurface;(c)The D -M ottstate in realspace:an RVB-like ground-state acrossthe rungsofthe

ladder(spin and chargegap at 1

2
-�lling).Perrung we have:1 singletand 1 unpaired spin;(d)The resonating Luttingerliquid

state. The two outerlegsfeature one spin persite,one perrung being unpaired.AtT= 0 a M ottgap form s,which forcesthe

spinson bands1 and 3 to align ferrom agnetically,opening a charge gap.

theenergy atwhich thisgap opened asbeing oftheorder� 1 � te
� � v 1

U .Having gapped thispartoftheFerm isurface,
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the renorm alized Ferm isurface was now found to consistofjust two points,and integration ofthe 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 ofthe order� 2 � te
� � v 2

U .Thusitwasseen thatthe three-leg ladderexhibited evidence ofa truncated

Ferm isurface due to the di�ering Ferm ivelocities ofdi�erent bands. This is illustrated in Fig. 1,where one sees

thatforopen boundary conditions,the six Ferm ipointsactually lie on the 2D Ferm isurface as�rstpointed outby

Lin et al11,although the perpendicular com ponent ofthe m om entum is only de�ned up to a sign. The hierarchy

ofenergy scales resulting from the velocity di�erences between bands as pictured in Fig. 1(a),m eans that over a

certain energy scale one would expect to have nodalexcitations coexisting with a gap-like feature away from the

(�
2
,�
2
)direction{perhapsanalogousto them ysteriouspseudogap,and playing theroleof\preform ed pairs".Evidence

fora truncated Ferm isurfacebehaviorhasalso been putforward in the contextofquasi-1D organicsystem ssuch as

(TM TSF)2PF6
23,24,25,26,27 although som erecentevidencearguesin favorofm acroscopicphaseseparation28.

2.The e�ectofdoping

The e�ectsofperturbing such a state asa function ofelectron orhole doping are presented pictorially in Fig. 2.

Noticethatsuch a m odelpossessesparticle-holesym m etry m eaning thata sm alladdition ofelectronsorholesto the

Mott

D−Mott D−Mott d−s.c.

nodal
(Luttinger)

liquid

FIG .2:The �rstquadrantoftheBrillouin zone,thedashed white line representing the2D half-�lled Ferm isurface.(left)Un-

doped ground state:M ottinsulator;(center)W eak electron(hole)(purple(yellow))doping ground state:D -M ottgap + \nodal"

liquid featuring unpaired electrons(holes)on the outerchains;(right)Large dopings:approxim ate d-wave superconductor.

1

2
-�lled Ferm isurface would initially be expected to expand or contract the Ferm isurface where the sm allest gap

exists. Thus,aspointed outby Lederm ann etal16,foran in�nitessim aldoping (atsm allU),one would expectthe

D-M ottgap to rem ain,with a sm allelectron orholepatch ofspectralweightto appearnear(�
2
,�
2
).Such a pictureis

qualitatively sim ilarto thatespoused by G eshkenbein etal29 advocating the idea ofbosonicpreform ed pairs(with a

sm allspectralweight)in thecornersoftheFerm isurfacecoexisting with nodal(real)electrons,and thenodalliquid

stateproposed by Balents,Fisherand Nayak30 which ratherfeatured thenodalliquid in term sofelectrically neutral

quanta called nodonsplusinsulating Cooperpairs.Forthethree-leg ladderthispicturehasbeen veri�ed num erically

by W hite and Scalapino31 who,using density m atrix RG (on a t-J m odel),were able to dope a three-leg ladderand

observed thattheholesonly occured on theouterlegs(corresponding to doping theresonating Luttingerliquid state

aspictured abovein Fig.1 (d)).Upon furtherdoping,onewould expectto drivetheum klapp interactionsirrelevant,

atwhich pointthe D-M ottstatewasseen to beunstableto criticalcorrelationsin the d-wavesuperconducting order

param eteratlow tem peratures.Athighertem peratures,onewould beleftwith m etallicbehavior.Sim ilartruncations

ofthe Ferm isurface were found atlarge U by Rice etal32 fora 3-leg t-J m odel,(despite the concern that 1

4
-�lling

um klapp term sm ightbecom e relevantin the outertwo bandsasU increased).

3.Com paring to experim ent:ARPES

Ifone iswilling to assum e thatARPES resultsrepresentthe propertiesofthe bulk superconducting copper-oxide

planes,despitethefactthatitisa surfaceprobe,oneisim m ediately struck by thedi�erencebetween thedoped M ott

insulating ladder system s and the cuprates. In particular,experim ents seem to point to a clear di�erence between

electron and hole doping.Spectralweighton the hole-doped side (Fig.3 (left))seem sto �rstappear(in the norm al

state)closeto thenodaldirection along (�
2
,�
2
)asonem ightexpectfrom thethree-leg ladder,although perhapsthere

issom ecurvatureoftheFerm isurfaceobserved.In contrast,on theelectron-doped side,spectralweightappears�rst

closeto the(�,0)and (0,�)directions,to befollowed athigherdopingsby additionalweightalong(�
2
,�
2
).W hilethere

has been som e recent speculation about the e�ect that annealing has on electron-doped sam ples (before annealing
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they apparently do notshow evidence forsuperconductivity37),we willassum e thatthishasbeen perform ed in the

recentexperim entpresented here,and ask how can such a bizarrebehaviorarise from a doped M ottinsulator? Are

wem issing som ething in oursim ple Hubbard m odel?
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FIG .3:(left)�= 0.10 norm alstatehole-doped Ferm isurfaceasextracted by ARPES
33
,noticetheappearanceofspectralweight

close to (�
2
;
�

2
);(center) �= 0.10 norm alstate electron-doped Ferm isurface as extracted by ARPES

34
,notice the absence of

spectralweightclose to (�
2
;
�

2
);(right)�= 0.14 norm alstate electron-doped Ferm isurface asextracted by ARPES

34
,noticethe

spectralweightboth close to (�,0)and closeto (�
2
;
�

2
).Q ualitatively only hole-doped featuresaredescribed by Fig.2 (center)

above.The sym bolsPG ,AF,NFL,FL,and SC in the phase diagram above denote PseudoG ap,Antiferrom agnet,Non Ferm i

Liquid,Ferm iLiquid,and Superconductivity respectively. The NFL realm is em bodied by a linearbehaviorofthe resistivity

versus the tem perature. Region I has been a topic ofrecent debate,in La2�x SrxCu1�y O 4 it has been argued that a spin

glassground state occurs,whose signature isenhanced by the addition ofZn on the m agnetic sites35,while clean YBa2Cu3O y

sam plesappearto show physicsone m ightattribute to a nodalm etal
36
.

B.Cupratechem istry

Band structure approachesto the high tem perature superconductorsdo an extrem ely good job ofexplaining the

physics at high energies,yet m iss the cruciallow energy physics that is thought to be responsible for the key low

energy properties close to the Ferm ienergy. A particular di�culty for these approaches is a fulltreatm ent ofthe

on-site Coulom b repulsion,thought to be responsible for the (M ott) insulating behavior ofthe 1/2 �lled system s.

Nonetheless,m any im portantideas do arise from such calculationswhich are able to derive notonly an e�ectively

directhopping between coppersites(asused by them ajority ofstrong correlation techniques),butadditionale�ects

resulting from the hopping via �lled oxygen sites allow the contribution ofun�lled copper orbitals,leading to the

derivation ofadditionaldiagonaland second neighborhoppingterm swhich qualitativelychangethephysicsofstrongly

correlated system s.Theintroduction ofsuch term shasproven usefulin severalrecentattem ptstoexplain theARPES

spectrum ofboth electron and hole-doped cuprate superconductors within this com m unity20,40,41,42,43,44,45,so it is

worth reviewing the physicalorigin ofsuch term s,before including an e�ective diagonalhopping. For sim plicity,

inclusion ofsecond neighborhoppingswillbeleftforfuturework.Thefollowing isthen a sum m ary ofthebasicideas

ofAndersen and collaborators18.

As one sees from Fig. 4, keeping only �-bonding m eans that the orbitals of direct interest to us would be

Cuf3dx2� y2,4sg and O f2px,2pyg.Ifthedistancebetween copperatom son thelatticeisa and R = (na;m a;0)then

a choicefjCud > =
P

n;m
jCux2� y2 > eik� R;jO x > =

P

n;m
i� 1jO 2px > eik� (R + (a

2
;0;0));etc:g leadsto them atrix elem ent

< CudjO x > = � 2tpd sin(
akx
2
),wherethesign com esfrom theover-lap ofthephases.In such away,itisstraightforward

(in the absence ofU) to generate a 4 � 4 m atrix ofthe dom inantcontributors. To expressthe resulting physics in

term softhe copperatom s(asassum ed by the m ajority ofstrong coupling treatm ents),one can im agine integrating

outthe 
uctuations to the oxygen orbitalsthen furtherintegrating outthe high energy 
uctuations to the un�lled

Cu 4slevelto generatean e�ectivehopping between neighboring Cu 3dx2� y2 orbitals.Following Andersen etal
18 as
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FIG .4:In the copper-oxide plane,while we are used to thinking abouta 1/2-�lled setofspinson the coppersitesand excess

holesorelectronshopping between them ,itisusefulto rem em berthathopping proceedsfrom one Cu atom to anothervia O

atom s.Theim portantm atrix elem entstherefore are thosebetween thenom inally �lled 2 px;(y) orbitaland theun�lled second

electron orbitalon the copperatom 3dx2�y 2.Virtualprocessesm ay also allow hopping between the un�lled Cu 4sorbitaland

the �lled 2 px;(y).M atrix elem entsare denoted t,only �-bonding oforbitalswillbe considered (following Andersen),and the

relative phasesgenerate the signsofeach m atrix elem ent.

reviewed in Appendix A,oneobtains

H = �d +
(2tpd)

2

� � �p

�

1� u �
v2

1� u + s(�)

�

; (1)

where s(�) =
(�s� �)(�� �p)

(2tsp)
2 denotes the relative im portance ofhoppings between the Cu 4s and O 2p levels, u =

1

2
(cos(akx)+ cos(aky)),and v =

1

2
(cos(aky)� cos(akx))arisesfrom virtual
uctuationsbetween the4sand 3d levels.

Thisleadsto the dispersion relation

� � �F +
tpd

p
d(�F )

�

1� d(�F )�
1

2
(cos(akx)+ cos(aky)

�

�
r

2
(cos(aky)� cos(akx))

2

�
�
1+ r(cos(akx)+ cos(aky))+ r

2(cos(akx)+ cos(aky))
2 + ::)

�
; (2)

where a is the lattice spacing,d(�) =
(�� �d)(�� �p)

(2tpd)
2 and r = 1

2(1+ s(�F ))
. By expanding this series one can sim ply

obtain therelativestrengthsfort,t’,etc.in term sofa two-dim ensionaltight-binding m odelam ong thecopperatom s:

H = < � > � 2t(cos(akx)+ cos(aky))+ 4t0cos(akx)cos(aky)� 2t00(cos(2akx)+ cos(2aky)). The leading dependence

ofeach ofthese term s yields (in units of
tpdp
d
),t� 1

4
(1+ r2),t’� r

4
and t"� r

8
. Note that these results im ply that

because of
uctuationsto the Cu 4sorbital,one generatesan e�ectively repulsive hopping contribution (countering

the hopping probability from two hopsvia the d-orbitalsalone).The sign ofthisterm com esfrom the phase-shiftof

the cross-term tpstpd asexpressed through the param eterv,resulting directly from the sym m etry ofthe underlying

orbitalson the latticeasderived in Appendix A.Inspection tellsusthat t
0

t
� r,whilet

00

t0
� 1

2
.

In addition to the in-plane e�ects ofelectron orhole-doping,itis interesting to considerthe out-of-plane e�ects.

O newondersforinstanceifthesizedi�erencebetween substituted atom sm ighthaveasigni�cante�ect.In particular,

would itbepossiblefort’to vanish closeto half-�lling,and grow with thedoping? Andersen etal18 haveargued that

thequalitativedescription abovedoesnotchangem arkedly,butthattheenergy ofthenon-interacting Cu 4sband is

m odi�ed via a hybridization to theapicaloxygen atom s,such thatinclusion oftheapicaloxygen atom s,m etalatom s

and theCu 3d3z2� 1 orbitalrenorm alizesitsenergy changing thee�ectivestrength oft’.Thederivation ofthisresult

hasbeen reproduced in Appendix B.

C.Frustrating the 3 leg ladder

1.A m inim alm odel

The m inim alm odelincluding a contribution from thisvirtualhopping processisto include only the �rstterm in

the series,thatcorresponding to next-nearestneighborhopping,t’. W e willleave the t" (a double hop) for future
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investigatorson the grounds that it is only halfthe size oft’,and thus should provide a sm aller correction to the

physics.W e then proceed with the m odeldetailed in Fig.5,which written in term sofoperatorsis,

t

t t’

   

−

FIG .5: Inclusion of a frustrated hopping term . Hopping along the ladder (t) is treated in the continuum lim it, hopping

perpendicularto thechain (t? )isofthesam e orderand theHam iltonian isdiagonalized subjectto open boundary conditions.

The new term (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 with oxygen

atom sdue to the integration outofvirtual
uctuationsto the unoccupied Cu 4sorbital.

H = �

NX

i= 1

( td
y

i�(x)di�(x + 1)+ t? d
y

i�(x)di+ 1�(x)

� t
0(d

y

i�(x)di+ 1�(x + 1)+ d
y

i+ 1�(x)di�(x + 1))+ h:c:+ U ni"(x)ni#(x)); (3)

where N = 3 denotesthe num beroflegsofthe ladder,trepresentsthe hopping am plitude along the chain,t? the

hopping perpendicularto thechain,t’thefrustrated next-nearestneighborrepulsivehopping contribution,and U the

(weak)strength oftheon-siteCoulom b repulsion.Asin theunfrustrated case,weproceed by diagonalizing the U= 0

contribution subjectto open boundary conditions,dis =
P

m

q
2

N + 1
sin(�m i

N + 1
) m s,to obtain the band dispersion,

FIG .6: Thedotted linesrepresentstheband structure(t= t? )ofthethreeleg ladderwhen t’= 0.Solid bandscorrespond to a

choicet’= 0.1 t.Horizontalstraightlinesdenotedi�erent3-band Ferm isurfaces.Thelowestlinerepresentsthedoping atwhich

2-band um klapp processesdom inatethephysics(slightholedoping)(seealso Fig.9 (left)),whilethedashed linerepresentsthe

doping atwhich 3-band um klapp scattering isrelevant(slightelectron doping{athalf-�lling foreven ladders)(Fig.9 (center)).

The half-�lled location ofthe 3 leg t’= 0.1 tFerm isurface is notshown butlies between these two lines. The upperm ostline

now corresponds to the �lling at which the single band um klapp becom es relevant (su�cient electron doping{at a chem ical

potentialwhich form erly corresponded to half-�lling ofthe unfrustrated 3 leg ladders)(Fig.9 (right)).

�i = � 2tcos(k)+ 4t0cos(k)cos(kyi)� 2t? cos(kyi); (4)

where,following Balentsand Fisher10,wehave�rsttaken thecontinuum lim itin thex-direction,beforediagonalizing

the resulting m atrix in the y-direction,and kyi =
� �i

N + 1
. W e see from Fig. 6 thatthe e�ectofadding thisfrustrated

hopping term isto break the degeneracy between the Ferm ivelocitiesofbands 3 and 1,slightly raising the form er

and lowering the latter.The Ferm ivelocity (in the x direction in which the continuum lim ithasbeen taken)can be
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sim ply found atany �lling level(aftersolving forthe valueofkF i)from the equation,

vF i =
@�i

@k
jk= kF i

=

�

2t� 4t0cos

�
�i

N + 1

��

sin(kF i): (5)

Due to the frustration ofthe lattice,the chem icalpotentialofthe half-�lled Ferm isurface decreases slightly. W e

continue to use the 1D �lling condition
P

i

2kF i

N �
= n to denote the �lling fraction,n,ofthe N -leg ladder system ,

despite noticing that this condition now disagreeswith the 2D �lling condition
A F erm i su rf ace

A B rillou in zon e
= n. Note that this

de�nition m eansthat,sincewe haveelectronswith spin,half-�lling correspondsto 1 electron persiteon average.

III.THE PHYSICS RESULTING FRO M FRUSTRATED HO PPING

A.Interactions

picture operatordescription currentdescription bare value consequence

(a)+ (b)  
y
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 L 1s 

y
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y
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y
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y
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3U

8
u
�

1331
= 3U

8

(e)-(f) 2 
y

R 3s
 
y

R 1s
 L 1s L 3s �  

y

R 3s
 
y

R 1�s
 L 3�s L 1s � 4(IaR 13)

y
I
a
L 13 0 u

�
1331 = 0

+  
y

R 3s
 
y

R 1�s
 L 1�s L 3s

(g)  
y

R 2"
 
y

R 2#
 L 2# L 2"

I
y

R 22
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4

U

2
u
�
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= U

8

(h)  
y

R 3"
 
y

R 3#
 L 1# L 1"

I
y

R 33
IL 11

4

3U

8
u
�

3311
= u

�

1133
= 3U

32

(i)+ (j)  
y

R 2s
 L 1s 

y

L 1�s
 R 2�s +  

y

R 2s
 R 2s 

y

L 1�s
 L 1�s

JR 22JL 11�4J
a
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J
a
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2

U

4
f
�
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= f

�

32
= U

8
,f

�
12 = f

�
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U

2
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8
f
�

13
= 3U

16
,f

�
13 =

3U

4

(k)+ (l)  
y

R 2s
 R 3s 

y

L 1�s
 L 2�s +  

y

R 2s
 L 2s 

y

L 1�s
 L 3�s

JR 23JL 12�4J
a
R 23

J a
L 12

2

U

4
c
�

1223
= c

�

2312
= U

8
,c
�
1223 = c

�
2312 =

U

2

(m )  
y

R 2"
 
y

R 2#
( L 1# L 3" +  L 3# L 1")

I
y

R 22
IL 13

2

U

4
u
�

2213
= U

8

(n)+ (o)  
y

R 2s
 
y

R 1�s
 L 2�s L 3s +  

y

R 2s
 
y

R 1�s
 L 3�s L 2s I

y

R 12
IL 23

U

4
u
�

3221
= u

�

1223
= U

4

(n)-(o) 2 
y

R 2s
 
y

R 1s
 L 2s L 3s +  

y

R 2s
 
y

R 1�s
 L 2�s L 3s � 4(I

a
R 12)

y
I
a
L 23 0 u

�
3221 = u

�
1223 = 0

�  
y

R 2s
 
y

R 1�s
 L 3�s L 2s

TABLE I:The three leg laddercouplings,see Fig. 7,and derivation oftheirbare valuesfrom the Hubbard m odel. Note that

spin um klapp term sarenotpresentin thebareHubbard m odel,butarespontaneously generated undertheRG transform ation

ifthey are notdisallowed undersym m etry because the currentoperatorsbelong to a high sym m etry group. Here in term sof

the Paulim atrices,�
a
,the de�nition ofthe (U(1))charge currentoperatorisJhij =

P

s
 
y

his
 hjs,the (U(1))charge um klapp

current is Ihij=
P

s;s0
 his�ss0 L js0,the (SU(2)) spin current operator is J

a
hij = 1

2

P

s;s0
 
y

his
�
a

ss0 hjs and the (SU(2)) spin

um klapp currentoperatorisI
a
hij =

1

2

P

s;s0
 his(��

a
)ss0 hjs where � = � i�

2
asde�ned previously by Lederm ann etal.

16
Left

and rightm overshave been identi�ed atlow energy as i� = e
ikF ix R i�(x)+ e

�ik F ix L i�(x)with x = ja;see section IIIC.
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(a)

(b)
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(d)

(i)

(j)

(k)

(l)

(e)

(f)

(g)

(h)

(m)

(n)

(o)

FIG .7: 3-band and 2d representationsofthe interactionstaken into accountin ourtreatm entofthe 3 leg ladder. D ark blue

denotes Cooper processes,dashed dark purple forward and backward scattering and red um klapp scattering. See Table III

for a detailed description ofthe di�erent contributions. Here t’= 0 has been taken for sim plicity. The purple line in the 2d

representation is drawn to note thatthe 3 leg ladderresultsalso lie on a quasi-1D Ferm isurface,in contrast to resultswhen

the num beroflegsgrows.

Allinteractionsbetween Ferm ipointswhich conservem om entum up tolatticewavevectorsareconsidered,asshown

in TableI.Forapictureoftheseallowed couplings,seeFig.7.Thesefour-ferm ion interactionsarisefrom consideration

ofthe onsite Coulom b repulsion. At one-loop order,these represent the only allowable term s,and the frustration

ofthe hopping hasthe e�ectofreducing thislistfurther. G enerally atweak coupling,um klapp scattering processes

are only relevantover a shortrange ofdoping,and away from this doping an oscillatory prefactorentersto negate

such term s. The specialdoping levelatwhich the um klapp processesshown in Table Iare relevantin the absence
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offrustration occursatzero doping (orvery closeto half-�lling).The barevaluesofcouplingsareextracted directly

from the Hubbard m odel. By writing these interactionsin term sofcurrentoperators,asdem onstrated by Balents

and Fisher10,one hasa controlled m annerofwriting the Renorm alization G roup (RG )equationsby respecting the

naturalSU(2)spin and U(1)chargeoftheproblem .Noticethatspin-um klapp term scan begenerated,upon scaling,

from chargeum klappsdespitetheirinitialabsencein theHubbard m odel.In thepresenceoffrustration,electron-hole

doping asym m etry rearsitshead to allow di�erentum klapp processesto dom inatethephysicsat3 di�erentdopings.

Atweak U,um klapp processesareno longerrelevantathalf-�lling (forodd-leg ladders)so thatthefrustration ofthe

latticedestroysthe M ottinsulatorathalf-�lling.In the largeU lim it,itisexpected thatthe dom ain ofapplicability

ofeach um klapp processwillbecom e quite large,such that the three cases described below should gradually m eld

into one another,so there m ay be a substantialrangeofM ottinsulating characterin thislim it.

Asthereisreasonableconvergenceto �xed ratiosofcouplingswellbeforethecouplingsbecom eoftheorderofthe

band width (seeFig.8)we do notconsiderhigherorderterm s(which should be irrelevant).
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FIG .8: The frustrated 2-leg ladder RG at t= t? ,t’= 0.1 t and ln(U
t
)= -21.8. c

�
13=(t� t

0
) does not change signs under the

renorm alization group scaling,so that it is possible to follow the evolution ofthe ratios ofthe couplings as it scales towards

strong coupling.Note thatatstrong coupling
�c

�
33

c�
13

! 1:11 so thatthe x coordinate isessentially the distance from the strong

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

As illustrated in Fig. 9,for the 3-leg ladder,we now �nd three special�llings close to the half-�lling condition.

W e would like to stressthatforthe 3-leg ladderatweak coupling,half-�lling isnotone ofthese three specialcases

whereum klapp scattering isrelevantsuch that,although M ottphysicsispresentin oursystem ,itdoesnotlead to a

M ottinsulatorathalf-�lling ift’rem ainslargewith respectto U.Very recently,K usunoseand Rice38 havebeen able

to capture both AF and a progressive Ferm isurface developm entsim ilarto thatseen in electron-doped ARPES by

inclusion oft’to a Hubbard m odelatU/t� 8. W hile itwould be interesting to investigate the ram i�cationsofan

N-leg ladder,assketched in Appendix C{which perhapscould be relevantto a discussion ofthe di�ering gap energy

scales seen by recent Scanning Tunnelling M icroscope m easurem ents on the underdoped side ofthe cuprate phase

diagram by Davisetal39,we willcontentourselveshere with a description ofthe physicsofthese three cases. W e

see clearly thatthe electron-holesym m etry ofthe original3-leg ladder(see Ref.16 (t’= 0,� = 0,vF 1 = vF 3)and 17

(t’= 0,� 6= 0,vF 1 6= vF 3)forthe RG 
ows)hasgiven way in ourm ore realistic m odelin such a way asto preserve
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D−Mott

nodal
liquid

(π,π)

(0,0)

δ = −0.021

(π,π)
= 0.013δ

(0,0)

liquid
anti−nodal

δ = 0.063
(π,π)

(0,0)

Mottness

FIG .9: A schem atic diagram ofthe three regions ofinterest to this paper for the 3-leg ladder close to half-�lling. The

introduction ofa frustrated hopping term t’resultsin a varied phase diagram where M ottphysicshasdi�erentm anifestations

asa function ofhole orelectron doping.Here we have sett= t? = 10 t’,and see thatasa function ofdoping � away from half-

�lling (� = 0),we �nd thatthe gapping ofdi�erentregionsofthe Ferm isurface leadsto qualitatively di�erentphysics. (left)

Hole-doping: T> � 1(vF 1;vF 3) m etallic,T< � 1(vF 1;vF 3)D -M ott (1D d-wave RVB)+ doped Luttinger liquid. Furtherhole

doping willcreate powerlaw d-wave superconducting correlationsatlow tem peratures(� 1(vF 1;vF 3)� � 1);(center)Close to

half-�lled:3-band um klapp term sare relevant. Possibly an antiferrom agnetic precursor(athalf-�lling 4-band um klapp term s

willbe relevant for the 4-leg ladder although they appear not to generate an antiferrom agnetic coupling);(right) Electron-

doping: T> �
�
2: m etal,

~� 1(vF 1;vF 3)< T< �
�
2: M ottinsulator+ m etal(spectralweightnear(�,0)),T < ~� 1(vF 1;vF 3)M ott

insulator+ approxim ate d-wave superconductor.(�
�
2 = � 2 with v2 ! vF 2, ~� 1(vF 1;vF 3)< �

�
2 )

the interesting \preform ed pair" pseudogap scenario on the hole-doped side and spectralweightwellaway from the

(�
2
,�
2
)direction on the electron doped side,in qualitative agreem entwith the above-m entioned resultsfor ARPES.

Thesecaseswillnow be discussed in m oredetail.Sett? = t,and t’= 0.1 t.

1.kF 1 + kF 3 = �:hole doped (� = -0.021)

In thiscase,2-band um klapp processesbetween bands1and 3arerelevant.Thishasthee�ectofdrivingthesystem

towardsan insulating 2-band �xed pointpunctuated by a m etallicpatch along thenodaldirection arising from band

2 asstrong coupling isapproached.In realspacethiscorrespondsto unpaired holespropagating along theouterlegs.

Rem em bering that the unfrustrated 2-leg ladderexhibits SO (8)sym m etry14 at strong coupling,one sees(Fig. 10)

thattheintroduction offrustration,only breaksthesym m etry between theCooperchannelsc�11 and c
�
33 butthesam e

castofcouplingsisrelevant.Forthe caset’= 0.1 t,we�nd:

g � c
�
13 � 4f

�

13 � 4c
�

13 � 4u
�

1331 � 8u
�

1133 � u
�
1331 � �

1

2
(c�11 + c

�
33)with

c�11

c�33
�
vF 1

vF 3
: (6)

In passing,itisinteresting to rem ark that,in thespecialcaset= t? thoughtto berelevantto thecupratesupercon-

ductors,one �ndsthatbands1 and 3 are quarterand three-quarter�lled respectively. Although atweak U thisis

notexpected to provide a relevantquarter�lling um klapp term assuch term sarise only atthird orderin U,(while

thetree-levelhalf-�lled um klapp relevanthereisof�rstorderin U),onem ightexpectto seenew physicsarisein the

largeU lim it.

2.2 kF 2 + kF 1 + kF 3 = 2 �:slightly electron doped (� = 0.013)

This case is the closest relative ofthe half-�lled frustrated even leg ladder (where 4-band um klapp scattering is

relevant).Here,the only relevantum klapp scattering processesm ix allthree bands.Atthe �xed pointthisleadsto

a com plicated hierarchy,

g � � f
�
12 � � c

�
12 � � u

�
1223 � � f

�
32 � � c

�
32 � 4u

�

1223
� 4c

�

12
� 4u

�

2213
� 4f

�

12
� 4f

�

32
� 4c

�

32
: (7)

The large num berofrelevantoperatorsatthe �xed pointposesa di�culty forbosonization,asone �ndsthatK lein

factorsfrom the relevantum klapp term sdo notcom m ute with one anothernorwith the Cooperterm sc
�

12 and c
�

32.

Thiscaseisnotofprim ary interestto thispaper,and willbe dealtwith in Appendix D.
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FIG .10: Coupling ratios versus frustration: the frustrated 2-leg ladder at strong coupling (
�c

�
33

t�t 0 = 0:2;ln(U
t
)= � 21:8). As

t’! 0,we approach SO (8) sym m etry. Slightly away from this specialpoint,one still�nds insulating behavior. Notice the

high degree ofsym m etry rem aining at the point considered in this paper,t’= 0.1t. M any authors have argued that the high

tem perature superconductorslie between t’= 0.1tand t’= 0.35t.O n theotherhand,thisphasediagram m ay also be ofinterest

to m agnetically frustrated system s,as for the two-leg ladder one has a sim ple sign change oft’,which m anifests itselfin an

interchange ofc
�;�

11
and c

�;�

33
. In this context a m uch wider range oft’m ay be experim entally accessible (perhaps lim t

0
! � t

m ightbe ofinterestto the pyrochlore system salthough the 1 loop RG breaksfort’� 0.76).

3.kF 2 =
�

2
:electron doped (� = 0.063)

In this case,only band 2 um klapp processesare relevantin the weak U lim it. Thisleadsto a (M ott)gapping of

the chargem odesofband two atresonably high tem peratures,with

c
�

22 = 2u
�

22: (8)

Thise�ectively decouplesthe second band from bands1 and 3 and thisisfollowed atm uch lowertem peraturesby a

(d-wave)superconducting transition (with gapfulnodalexcitations).Abovethissuperconducting transition,bands1

and 3 do notexhibita pseudogap close to (�,0).In realspace,the onsetofthisM ottgap appearsto im ply (see Fig.

11)a ferrom agnetic alignm entbetween electronsin chainsone and three,with som e propensity to double �lling by

a resonating orbitalrem iniscentofthe piorbitalsofbenzene rings. In the low energy e�ective description forthe

(a) (b) (c)

FIG .11:The M ottcondition
P

s
 
y

2s(x) 2s(x)= 1 correspondsin realspace to a linearcom bination ofelectronsoverthe two

outerchainsofthe three leg ladder. Here chain 2 isshown asa dashed line. Atany rung along the ladderone �ndsthatthe

form ation ofa M ottgap in band 2 corresponds to one ofthe pictures: (a) one electron in each ofchains 1 and 3,with spins

aligned;ora resonantstate with (b)2 electronsin chain 1 
uctuating to (c)2 electronsin chain 2. Thatis,wavefunctionsof

the form ,
P

s
d
y

1sd
y

3s (1 + � (d
y

1�s + d
y

3�s))j0 > ,where �s hasthe opposite spin from s.Athalf-�lling with t’= 0,the ground state

ofthe resonating Luttingerliquid state ofFig.1 (d)correspondsto � = 0 orcase (a)here.

physicsofbands1 and 3 weareleftwith only 4 Ferm ipoints.Thelowertem perature�xed pointischaracterized by

the approxim atevalues,

g = c
�
33 � 1:9c�11 � 8:3c

�

33 � � 1:4c�13 � � 11:75f
�

13 with
c
�

11

c
�

33

=
vF 1

vF 3
;c

�

13 =
1

4
c
�
13 and f

�
13 � 0: (9)



12

−1 −0.75 −0.5 −0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

t’/t

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

S
O

(6
) 

ra
ti
o

s
 o

f 
c
o

u
p

lin
g

s
 (

d
iv

. 
b

y
 l
a

rg
e

s
t)

−4c
ρ

13/g
c

σ
11/g

−c
σ

13/g
c

σ
33/g

−4f
ρ

13/g
−f

σ
13/g

4c
ρ

11/g
4c

ρ
33/g

−0.30 −0.24 −0.18 −0.12 −0.06 0.00 0.06 0.12 0.18 0.24

δ doping dependence

0

0.5

1

S
O

(6
) 

ra
ti
o

s
 o

f 
c
o

u
p

lin
g

s
 (

d
iv

. 
b

y
 l
a

rg
e

s
t)

−4c
ρ

13/g
c

σ
11/g

−c
σ

13/g
c

σ
33/g

−4f
ρ

13/g
−f

σ
13/g

4c
ρ

11/g
4c

ρ
33/g

FIG .12: (left) Coupling ratios versus frustration: the frustrated 2-leg electron doped (� = 0:05) ladder at strong couplings

(
�g

t�t 0 = 0:2,ln(U
t
)= -21.8). (right) Coupling ratios vs. doping: the frustrated (t’= 0.1 t) 2-leg ladder at strong couplings

(
�g

t�t 0 = 0:2,ln(U
t
)= -21.8). In both cases g is taken to be the largest coupling. Notice that in both cases,the absence of

um klapp scattering m eansthatthehighestsym m etry pointdi�ersfrom theSO (8)�xed pointin threecouplings:f
�

13
decreased

by a factor of2,and
c
�

ii

g
are ofthe sam e m agnitude. Thisturnsoutto be an SO (6)�xed point,as�rstrealized by Schulz

46
,

which occurson the geom etrically frustrated side (t’< 0)ofthe form erdiagram ,buton the hole-doped side (� � -0.05)ofthe

latter,and correspondsto the condition vF 1 = vF 3.

Theseratiosofcouplingsallow usto bosonizethe rem aining two-band contributionsto extractthephysicswhich we

willshow to exhibitsuperconducting correlationswhich dom inatethephysicscloseto thestrong coupling �xed point

atlow tem peratures(and iswellcom patible with a M ottgap in band 2). Forcom parison with the 2-leg frustrated

ladderin the absence ofum klapp term ssee Fig.12.W e see thatasa function ofdoping ort’,there existsa special

point in the absence ofum klapp scattering analogous to the zero doping,t’= 0 state ofFig. 10. This �xed point

correspondsto thecondition when vF 1 = vF 3,and possessesan SO (6)sym m etry �rstnoticed by Schulz
46.Thevalues

ofthe couplingsatthispointare:

g = c
�
33 = c

�
11 = 8c

�

33 = � c
�
13 = � 8f

�

13 = 8c
�

11 = � 4c
�

13 and f
�
13 � 0: (10)

C.Bosonization

Beforeproceding,itisperhapsusefulto providea briefintroduction fortheuninitiated into theworld ofbosoniza-

tion.Atlow energies,provided theFerm isurfacedoesnotcutany ofthebandstoo closeto theirm inim a/m axim a,it

m akessense to linearize the energy spectrum abouteach ofthe Ferm ipoints.Assuch,we can replace the fullband

operatorwith localband operatorswhosem om entum ism easured with respectto the Ferm iwavevector.By doing a

partialFouriertransform ,onearrivesatthereplacem ent, i� = eikF ix R i�(x)+ e� ikF ix L i�(x)with x = ja,wherea

representsthelatticespacing between sitesand jthenum berofsitesin a given displacem entx.To castthesespin-ful

ferm ionicoperatorsin term sofbosonicoperators,itisconsistentto choose P;i;s =
�i;sp
2�a

e
i
p

�

2
(P (��i

+ s�� i
)� (��i+ s�� i))

where P = (+ ,-)= (R,L)and s= (+ ,-)= (up,down);�i;s isa K lein factortaking into accountthe ferm ionic anti-

com m utation relationsbetween di�erentbands(f�i;s;�j;s0g = 2�i;j�s;s0);and (��i;��i)areconjugatebosonicvariables

corresponding to thechargedegreesoffreedom (and de�ned as��i=
�"i+ �#ip

2
,and (��i;��i)theircounterpartin spin

(de�ned as ��i =
�"i� �#ip

2
. That is,��i � �L �i� �R �i and ��i � �L �i+ �R �i satisfy [��i;��j]= i�(x � y)����ij,

where ��i = @��i. Ferm ionic anticom m utation relations within the band are taken into account by m eans ofthe

com m utation relationsam ongstthe bosonic �elds,[�+ �i;�� �j]=
i�ij�� �

4
and [�� �i(x);�� �j(y)]=

� i�(x� y)�ij�� �

4
. A

m orecom pleteintroduction hasbeen provided by Shankar47.
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1.The hole-doped 3-leg ladder

W ehavealready seen thatband 2 rem ainsm etallicin thiscase(form ing a doped Luttingerliquid),so thequestion

ofinterpretation ofthe physicsofthe two outerbandsisofim port. Thiscan be addressed atboth sm alland large

frustrated hoppings.

a) M oderate t’:Forgeneralvaluesoft’we can extractLuttingerliquid param eters,afterdiagonalizing the kinetic

contribution to the interaction. A diagonalization ofthe charge degrees offreedom for a m ore generalm odel(the

electron-doped case)hasbeen treated in Appendix E.Thecurrentcasecorrespondsto a choiceg= 0 in Eq.51,which

hasthe e�ectofreplacing vd� ! vd in Eq.52.TheLuttingerliquid param etersarethen given by Eq.24-26 subject

to the choiceg = 0.Therearetwo contributionsto the �xed pointHam iltonian density,non-um klapp term s,

H
I
pot =

1

(2�a)2
fc�11 cos(

p
2���1)+ c

�
33 cos(

p
2���3)� 4c

�

13 cos(
p
2�(��1 � ��3))fcos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))

+ cos(
p
2�(��1 � ��3))g� c

�
13(cos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))f� cos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))

+ cos(
p
2�(��1 � ��3))g+ 2cos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))cos(

p
2�(��1 + ��3)))g; (11)

which sim plify dueto the sym m etry c�13 = 4c
�

13 to yield,

H
I
pot =

� 2

(2�a)2
f
jc�11j

2
(2cos2(

p
2���1)� 1)+

jc�33j

2
(2cos2(

p
2���3)� 1)

+ 2jc�13jcos(
p
2�(��1 � ��3))cos(

p
2���1)cos(

p
2���3)g; (12)

and um klapp term s,

H
II
pot =

1

(2�a)2
f� u

�
1331 cos(

p
2�(��1 + ��3))

�

2cos(
p
2�(��1 + ��3))+ cos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))+ cos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))

�

+ 4u
�

1331
cos(

p
2�(��1 + ��3))

�

cos(
p
2�(��1 � ��3))� cos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))

�

� 16u
�

1133cos(
p
2�(��1 � ��3))cos(

p
2�(��1 + ��3))g; (13)

which sim plify dueto the sym m etry u�1331 = 4u
�

1331 to yield,

H
II
pot =

� 2

(2�a)2
f2ju�1331jcos(

p
2�(��1 + ��3))cos(

p
2�(��1))cos(

p
2�(��3))

+ 8ju
�

1133
jcos(

p
2�(��1 � ��3))cos(

p
2�(��1 + ��3))g: (14)

To m inim ize H I
pot+ H II

pot,the ground statethen pins

p
2���1 = �n;

p
2���3 = �m ;

p
2�(��1 � ��3)= �p and

p
2�(��1 + ��3)= �q; (15)

whereffn;m ;pg;fp;qgg are integerswhose sum is even. The �rstand second conditions are already expressed in

term sofeigenvectors,the third pinning condition �ndsexpression in term softhe diagonalbasisasEq.27 with the

substitution vd+ ! vd,whilethe fourth �ndsexpression as,

p
2�

0

@
1+ vd +

p
1+ v2

dq

1+ (vd +
p
1+ v2

d
)2
��+ b�

1+ vd �
p
1+ v2

dq

1+ (vd �
p
1+ v2

d
)2
��� b

1

A = �q: (16)

Together,these two conditionshave the e�ectofpinning the charge degreesoffreedom ofthe outertwo bandssuch

thatitform san insulator(rem em berthatband 2 corresponding to nodalexcitationsrem ainsm etallic),and the two

spin conditions m ean that one additionally has a spin gap so long as the couplings in Eq. 12 and 14 rem ain �nite

(asthey do forthe half-�lled 2-leg ladderforallt’we can accessasshown in Fig. 10). Thism eansthatsim ilarto

t’! 0,even though SO (8)sym m etry isbroken,quasi-long range superconducting orderisnotpossible forthiscase,

and such correlation functionswilldecay exponentially,leaving only 2(kF 1+ kF 3)criticalchargedensity wave(CDW )

correlations. Sim ilarto t’! 0,thishole-doped state therefore possessesa d-RVB like pseudogap feature punctuated

by a nodalliquid.
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b)A speciallim it,t’! 0:W hen t’rem ainssm all(seeFig.10),thedi�erencebetween thecouplingsc�11 and c
�
33 is

sm all,so itseem sreasonableto work in term softheSO (8)basis,butintroducedi�erentcouplings,g,g+ = -c�33 and

g� = -c�11 to annotatethe e�ectofperturbing thissym m etry with t’.Then focusing on bands1 and 3,one �nds,

H = H 0 + H kin + H pot; (17)

where

H 0 =
X

i= 1;3;�= �;�

vF i

2
((@��i)

2 + (��i)
2); (18)

the contribution ofthe interactionsto the kinetic partofthe Ham iltonian density is,

H kin =
1

4(2�)

�
g�

�
(@��1)

2 � (��1)
2
�
+ g+

�
(@��3)

2 � (��3)
2)
�
+ 2g((@��1)(@��3)� ��1��3)

	
; (19)

and sinceforsm allt’wehaveapproxim ately (g+ + g� )= 2g,ifwere-writethisin term sofbonding and anti-bonding

operatorsbetween the bands(��� = 1p
2
(��1 � ��3),(� = (�;�)))and m ake the assignm ents,(�1,�1)= (��+ ,��+ ),

(�2,�2)= (��� ,��� ),(�3,�3)= (��+ ,��+ ),and (�4,�4)= (��� ,��� ),thissim pli�esto,

H kin �
g

4(2�)

4X

a= 1

�
(@�a)

2 � �
2
a

�
+
g� � g+

4(2�)
(@�1@�2 � �1�2): (20)

In thisbasis,the pinning potentialterm becom es:

H pot �
� 2g

(2�a)2

0

@

4X

a;b= 1;a< b

cos(��a)cos(��b)

1

A +
g+ � g�

(2�a)2
sin(��1)sin(��2): (21)

Itm ustalso be noted thatoneadditionally generatesa term ,

�H0 =
vF 1 � vF 3

2
(@�3�4 + �3@�4 + @�1@�2 + �1�2): (22)

Asg+ -g� / (vF 3 -vF 1),the second term sofEq. 20 and Eq. 21 are approxim ately proportionalto t’,so thatone

retainsan approxim ateSO (8)sym m etry:

H = �
ivF

2

X

a

( y
a�

z
@x a)�

g

4
(
X

a

 
y
a�

y
 a)

2 + O (vF 1 � vF 3); (23)

where y
a � ( 

y

R a
; 

y

L a
),a runsfrom 1 to 4,and �i isa Paulim atrix,asde�ned previously by Lin etal11.

2.The electron doped 3-leg ladder

(a)Generalt’:Firstweneed to re-expressthe�xed pointHam iltonian in term sofcanonical�elds.Thisprocedure

com m enceswith diagonalizingthekineticcontribution totheHam iltonian and extractingthecorrespondingLuttinger

liquid param eters.Then wecan re-writetheinteractingpartoftheHam iltonian in term softhisdiagonalbasis,which

allowsus to see the low energy pinning ofthe (classical)ground state ofthe system . Arm ed with this inform ation

we can then com pute the correlation functions for a num ber oforder param eters{here we dem onstrate this on the

superconducting orderparam eterwhich isfound (see Fig.13)to be dom inantatlow energies,and �nd a powerlaw

decay with a non-universalexponentin theregion ofphasespaceapplicableto thism ethod.Fora derivation ofthese

results,the readerisreferred to Appendix E.The Luttingerliquid param etersaregiven by,

u�� b =

s

vF 1 + vF 3

2
(1�

g

�
)�

r

(1�
g

�
)2(

vF 1 � vF 3

2
)2 + (

f
�

13

�
)2

�

s

vF 1 + vF 3

2
(1+

g

�
)�

r

(1+
g

�
)2(

vF 1 � vF 3

2
)2 + (

f
�

13

�
)2; and u�i=

s

vF i
2 �

�
c�ii

4�

� 2

(24)
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K �� b =

v
u
u
u
t

vF 1+ vF 3

2
(1�

g

�
)�

q

(1�
g

�
)2(vF 1� vF 3

2
)2 + (

f
�

13

�
)2

vF 1+ vF 3

2
(1+

g

�
)�

q

(1+
g

�
)2(vF 1� vF 3

2
)2 + (

f
�

13

�
)2
; and K �i=

v
u
u
t vF i�

c�
ii

4�

vF i+
c�
ii

4�

; (25)

wherewehaveextracted theproportionalityofc
�

ii= -gvF ifori= 1,3.Thetotalkineticcontribution totheHam iltonian

density isgiven by,

H kin =
u�� bK �� b

2
(@��� b)

2 +
u�� b

2K �� b

(@��� b)
2 +

X

i= 1;3

�
u�iK �i

2
(@��i)

2 +
u�i

2K �i

(@��i)
2

�

; (26)

The rem aining contribution to the �xed point Ham iltonian density is given by the non-um klapp term s H I
pot as

detailed in Eq. 12 above. To m inim ize this energy,the ground state then pins
p
2���1 = �n,

p
2���3 = �m andp

2�(��1 � ��3)= �p where n;m ;p are integerswhose sum iseven. The �rsttwo conditionsare already in term sof

the basisofeigenstates.The latter�ndsrepresentation in ourtransform ed basis((� � g)vF 1� vF 3

2f
�

13

= vd� ):

p
2�

0

B
B
@

1+ vd+ +

q

1+ v2
d+

r

1+ (vd+ +

q

1+ v2
d+
)2

��� b�
1+ vd+ �

q

1+ v2
d+

r

1+ (vd+ �

q

1+ v2
d+
)2

��+ b

1

C
C
A = �p: (27)

In ordertocom putecorrelationfunctions,wem ustexpressin term sofourband picturethetypesoforderparam eter

likely to be relevant.O ne candidate iscertainly d-wave superconductivity,aspreviousstudies12,48 on a 2-leg ladder

system have shown this to dom inate away from the half-�lling um klapp processes. Ifwe then im agine form ing a

singlet between chains one and two concurrently with a single between chains two and three (see Fig. 1 (c)) and

re-expressin term softhe band picture,we seethatsuch an operatordoesnotdepend on band two:

�j0 > =
1
p
2
(d

y

1"
d
y

2#
� d

y

1#
d
y

2"
+ d

y

3"
d
y

2#
� d

y

3#
d
y

2"
+ h:c:)j0 >

= ( 
y

1"
 
y

1#
�  

y

3"
 
y

3#
+ h:c:)j0 > = (� 1 � �3)j0 > : (28)

Using Appendix E,thisorderparam eteristhen found to decay as,

j< � 1(x)� 3(0)> j=
8

(�a)2

�
1

jxj

� K � � b

4

�

1� 1p
1+ v2

d+

�

+
K � + b

4

�

1+
1p

1+ v2

d+

�

: (29)

Since theunfrustrated two-leg ladderresultisknown,itisusefulatthispointto im aginesetting vF 1 = vF 3 (nottoo

farfrom half-�lling).In thislim it,we recover 8

(�a)2
( 1

jxj
)
K � + b

2 with

K �+ b =

v
u
u
t (1�

g

�
)vF
2
+

f
�

13

2�

(1+
g

�
)vF
2
�

f
�

13

2�

: (30)

Thishasto be com pared with the d-wave superconducting correlation function / r
� 1

(2K ) where K 2 =
�vF � g2+

g1
2

�vF + g2�
g1
2

�

K �+ b
� 2

obtained by Schulz48 fortwo coupled Luttingerliquids.

Forthis�xed point,wefound thatthebarevaluesvF 1 = 0.1096,vF 3 = 0.2017 and stopping theRG 
owscloseto

strong coupling gaveg = 0.012 and f
�

13 = 1.7� 10� 3 so thatvd+ = -83.3 wasnon-universaland atthispoint,

j< � 1(x)� 3(0)> j=
8

(�a)2

�
1

jxj

� 0:253K � + b+ 0:247K � � b

=
8

(�a)2

�
1

jxj

� 0:523

: (31)

Alternatively,onecan form a chargedensity orderparam eteras(forthe2-leg ladderbeginning in a chain picture):

O C D W = n1 � n3 =
X

�

(d
y

1�d1� � d
y

3�d3�)=
X

�

( 
y

1�(x) 3�(x)+  
y

3�(x) 1�(x)); (32)
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whose(leading)correlation function < (O C D W (x))2(O C D W (0))2 > containsa term proportionalto

cos(2(kF 1 + kF 3)x)

�
1

jxj

� 1

K � + b
(1+

1p
1+ v2

d�

)+
1

K � � b
(1� 1p

1+ v2

d�

)

: (33)

Itisofinterestto note thatwhile in the electron-doped case,kF 1 + kF 3 >
�

a
,forthe earlierconsidered hole-doped

case wherethiscorrelation function can becom e relevant,kF 1 + kF 3 =
�

a
,perm itting a physicaldescription ofthe 2

(kF 1 + kF 3)oscillation asbeing periodicwith thelattice{thatisrepeating every latticespacing.Theanalogous3-leg

ladderCDW de�nition ofO C D W in realspacecorrespondsto the linearcom bination,

O C D W =
X

�

�
n1� + n3�

2
� n2� +

1

2
(d

y

1�d3� + d
y

3�d1�)

�

: (34)
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FIG .13: Correlation functions (a superconducting order param eter with 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 att’= 0.1 t. Shown is the two-leg

ladderresult,< O (x)O (0)> � 1

jxj�
,asderived in the absence ofum klapp scattering.

(b)Anotherspecialpoint:Using thebasisintroduced in section C 1.(b),itisnotdi�cultto show thattheSO (6)

�xed pointofEq.10 isidenticalto theSO (8)�xed point,saveforthedepinning ofthe sym m etricchargem ode��+ ,

which isthereason thatquasi-long rangesuperconducting orderisstableaboutthispoint.Atthispointonerecovers

Eq.23 with a now running from 2 to 4.

IV.CO NCLUSIO NS

In thispaperwehaveinvestigated the phasediagram closeto half�lling ofthefrustrated 3-leg Hubbard ladderin

the band lim it. W ithin this weak coupling approach M ottphysicsis found to be relevantatthree specialdopings.

In the norm alstate we have discovered physics quite rem iniscent ofthat observed experim entally using ARPES.

Speci�cally,the addition ofa frustrated hopping,m otivated by the actualchem icalstructure ofthe cuprate planes

has the e�ect ofbreaking electron-hole sym m etry to (once m ore) prom ote a d-wave RVB state with gapless nodal

quasiparticleson thehole-doped side;and a M ottinsulating(�
2
,�
2
)featurecoexisting with m etallicphysicsattheanti-

nodalpoints,seceding to d-wavesuperconductivity atlow tem peratureson theelectron-doped side.Extensionsofthis

toy m odelto an N-leg laddersystem ,asoutlined brie
y in Appendix C,would suggestthaton the underdoped side

(ofthe hole-doped cuprates)the d-RVB state m ay coexistwith a partiald-wave like superconductivity,originating

from di�erentregionsofthe Ferm isurface. Asthe pseudogap (d-RVB state)disappears,one would expectthatthe

quasiparticlesbegin to covertheentireFerm isurface,so thatonly afterthecom pletedisappearanceofthepseudogap

m ight one recovera truly norm alm etallic Ferm isurface. Unfortunately,we have not been able to show that such

a m odelsupportsan antiferrom agnetic ground state close to half-�lling,unlike thatseen when t’= 0 in the large N

lim it.Thiscuriousfeatureislikely an artifactoftheconsideration ofU < t’here,although itcould also ariseshould

the valueoft’changegreatly asa function ofdoping.
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In closing,it is perhaps usefulto additionally stress the link ofthese unusualladder system s to the plethora of

interesting physicalsystem snow arising in thegrowingarea offrustrated m aterials.A particularly com m on structure

arising in m agnetic system s is the pyrochlore or corner-shared tetrahedrallattice as pictured in Fig. 14 (a). It is

well-known thatsuch a lattice �ndsa sim plerpartnerin a m apping to the checkerboard lattice (Fig. 14 (b)). The

frustrated ladderswith which wehavebeen playing (ifonereversesthesign ofthediagonalhopping)areequivalentto

a m odi�ed checkerboard lattice (Fig.14 (d)),so one m ighthope asthishopping becom eslargeto recapturesom eof

theinteresting physicsem erging from thesesystem s.Aswecan seefrom Fig.10 and 12,wecan accessa m uch larger

rangeoft’than could correspond to thephysicalcaseofthecuprates,butcannotreach thelim itt! -t’whereupon the

upperband-width would becom ezero.Indeed,asweapproach thislim it,the1-loop RG schem ebreaksdown beforewe

areableto seethem etal-insulatortransition expected from 2D studiesby K ashim a etal19,and oneisleftwondering

ifthesuperconducting correlationssurviveasthedom inantcontribution in thisr�egim e.W erethisthecase,onem ight

be able to resolve whether the superconductivity ofLiTi2O 4,which possessesa Tc of13.7 K
49,hasa conventional

electron-phonon origin,(perhapsresulting from latticedistortionsalong the[111]direction in analogy with thecharge

ordering m echanism ofAlV 2O 4
50),orism ore unconventionalin nature. Itshould be possible to accessthisr�egim e

within the auspicesofcurrently available num ericalRG techniques(such asdensity m atrix renorm alization group),

and rem ainsan open and interesting extension ofthiswork.
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FIG .14: Ifone considers t’to be an additionalhopping param eter with the sam e sign as t (ie. t’= -a t,a > 0 in Eq. 4),

then oneshould bedescribing a frustrated hopping term sim ilarto thatfound on a geom etrically frustrated lattice.Therehave

recently been severalexperim entalsystem sfound dem onstrating interesting physicalpropertiesdueto thelarge degeneracy of

states on a pyrochlore lattice. W hile the lattice we study here is m ore com plicated (and therefore less frustrated) than the

pyrochlore lattice,there are som e sim ilarities,and one m ightexpectto see sim ilarphysicsresulting in the lim itclose to t! t’.
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APPENDIX A:REDUCTIO N O F A 4-BAND M O DEL TO PRO DUCE t’

Following Andersen etal18,wecan writefrom Fig.4 the4 x 4 m atrix shown in TableII.M aking useoftheL�owdin

procedureto integrate/downfold theHam iltonian,

H ii0 = H ii0 �
X

j;j0

H ij[H
jj � �]

� 1
jj0
H j0i0; (35)

one reducesthe 4-band m odelto the e�ective two-band m odelshown in Table III.Asan exam ple ofthisprocedure,

wecom pute

H 12 = � (� 2tpd sin(
akx

2
))

1

�p � �
(� 2tpssin(

akx

2
))� (2tpd sin(

aky

2
))

1

�p � �
(� 2tpssin(

aky

2
))

=
4tpdtps

� � �p

�
cos(aky)� cos(akx)

2

�

; (36)
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H
4 jC ud > jC u4s > O x O y

< C udj �d 0 � 2tpd sin(
akx
2
) 2tpd sin(

aky

2
)

< C u4sj 0 �s � 2tps sin(
akx
2
) � 2tps sin(

aky

2
)

< O xj � 2tpd sin(
akx
2
) � 2tps sin(

akx
2
) �p 0

< O yj 2tpd sin(
aky

2
) � 2tps sin(

aky

2
) 0 �p

TABLE II: The dom inantcontributorsto conduction between copperatom saccording to band structure.

where we see that the phase shift ofthe overlap between the d-orbitaland the p-orbitalm anifests itselfin a sign

di�erence relative to the phase ofoverlap ofs-and p-orbitals. This sym m etry property ofthe orbitaloverlap is

responsible for the change ofsign oft’relative to tin the expansion below asdiagonalterm s are created from the

expansion ofthe square ofthis term . Further downfolding ofthe high energy 4s levelthen yields an e�ective one-

H
2

jC ud > jC u4s >

< C udj �d +
(2tpd )

2

���p
(1� u)

4vtpd tps

���p

< C u4sj
4vtpd tps

���p
�s +

2(tsp )
2

���p
(1� u)

TABLE III: The e�ective 2-band m odel.Here u = 1

2
(cos(akx)+ cos(aky))and v = 1

2
(cos(aky)� cos(akx)).

band description which m ay then be com pared with thatused in m oststrongly correlated electron approaches.O ne

obtains,18

H = �d +
(2tpd)

2

� � �p

�

1� u �
v2

1� u + s(�)

�

; (37)

wheres(�)=
(�s� �)(�� �p)

(2tsp)
2 denotesthe relativeim portanceofhoppingsbetween the Cu 4sand O 2p levels.

In orderto head towardsa t,t’,..m odel,itisusefulto exam ine the area close to � � �F .Solving the Ham iltonian

for the energy is equivalent18 to solving 0 = � d(�)+ 1� u � v
2

1� u+ s(�)
where d(�) =

(�� �d)(�� �p)

(2tpd)
2 . Then expanding

to linearorderin d(�) and assum ing that the energy dependence ofs(�)is weak aboutthe Ferm ienergy (if�F lies

sym m etrically between �p and �s then _s(�F )= 0),itisnothard to expressthe energy as,

� � �F + (_d(�F ))
� 1

�

1� d(�F )� u �
v22r

1� 2ru

�

; (38)

where r = 1

2(1+ s(�F ))
becom es part ofa naturalexpansion param eter to yield approxim ate square lattice e�ective

hopping param eters.(Note that _d(�F )=

r

d(�F )+
(�p � �d )

2

4t2

pd

tpd
�

p
d(�F )

tpd
).Then,

� � �F +
tpd

p
d(�F )

�

1� d(�F )�
1

2
(cos(akx)+ cos(aky)

�

�
r

2
(cos(aky)� cos(akx))

2

� (1+ r(cos(akx)+ cos(aky))+ r
2(cos(akx)+ cos(aky))

2 + ::)): (39)

APPENDIX B:DERIVATIO N O F O UT-O F-PLANE CO NTRIBUTIO NS

Ifoneacceptsthattheenergy ofthenon-interacting4sCu band ism odi�ed by hybridization with theapicaloxygen

atom s{in turn a�ected by them etalatom sand the3d3z2� 1 Cu orbital,onegeneratesa pictureasseen in Fig.15.To
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estim ate the new energy ofthe apicaloxygen,itm ightbe necessary to considerthishybridization with neighboring

overlapping atom s.To calculatesuch a correction dueto physicsoutsidetheCu-O plane,following Andersen etal18,

we start with a 6-band picture as shown in Table IV. Proceeding with L�owdin downfolding ofthe 5 contributors
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FIG .15:The outofplane contributing orbitals.

H
6

jC u4s > jC u3z2�1 > jO 2pz > jM > jO 2px > O 2py

< C u4sj ��s 0 � 2tsc sin(
akz
2
) 0 � 2tps sin(

akx
2
) � 2tps sin(

aky

2
)

< C u3z2�1 j 0 �z2 � 2tcz2 sin(
akz
2
) 0 2tpz2 sin(

akx
2
) � 2tpz2 sin(

aky

2
)

< O 2pz j � 2tsc sin(
akz
2
) � 2tcz2 sin(

akz
2
) ��c � tcM e

iakz
2 0 0

< M j 0 0 � tcM e
iakz
2 �M 0 0

< O 2px j � 2tps sin(
akx
2
) 2tpz2 sin(

akx
2
) 0 0 �p 0

< O 2py j � 2tps sin(
aky

2
) 2tpz2 sin(

aky

2
) 0 0 0 �p

TABLE IV: The out-of-plane bands.

yields,

�c = ��c � H34(H
44 � �)� 144 H 43 � H31(H

jj � �)� 111 H 13 � H31(H
jj � �)� 112 H 23

� H32(H
jj � �)

� 1
21 H 13 � H32(H

jj � �)
� 1
22 H 22: (40)

The�rstterm iseasy tocalculate,H 34(H
44� �)

� 1
44 H 43 =

(tcM )
2

�M � �
,whiletheothersrequiretheinversion ofa4� 4m atrix

and som eapproxim ations.O ne�nds,

H 32(H
jj � �)� 122 H 23 =

(2tcz2 sin(
akz
2
))2((�s � �)(�p � �)� (2tps)

2(sin2(akx
2
)+ sin2(

aky

2
)))

(�s � �)(�p � �)(�z2 � �)� (sin2(akx
2
)+ sin2(

aky

2
))((2tps)

2(�z2 � �)+ (�s � �)(2tpz2)
2)
; (41)

H 31(H
jj � �)

� 1
11 H 13 =

(2tscsin(
akz
2
))2((�z2 � �)(�p � �)� (2tpz2)

2(sin2(akx
2
)+ sin2(

aky

2
)))

(�s � �)(�p � �)(�z2 � �)� (sin2(akx
2
)+ sin2(

aky

2
))((2tps)

2(�z2 � �)+ (�s � �)(2tpz2)
2)
; (42)

and

H 32(H
jj � �)

� 1
21 H 13 =

� 4tcz2tsc(sin(
akz
2
))2((4tpstpz2)(sin

2(akx
2
)+ sin2(

aky

2
)))

(�s � �)(�p � �)(�z2 � �)� (sin2(akx
2
)+ sin2(

aky

2
))((2tps)

2(�z2 � �)+ (�s � �)(2tpz2)
2)

= H 31(H
jj � �)� 112 H 23; (43)
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Then,ifone assum esthatt2
pz2

(�s � �F )< < t2sp(�F � �z2),itisjusti�able to drop the second halfofthe lastterm of

thedenom inator.Ifonethen averagesoverkx,ky,kz in hybridizing thebandssuch that< sin2(aki
2
)> = 1

2
,thesefour

term sadd to:

((2tcz2)
2(�s � �)� (2tsc)

2(� � �z2))� f(2tps)
2(2tcz2)

2 + 32tcz2tsctpstpz2 + (2tsc)
2(2tpz2)

2g

2((�s � �)(� � �z2)(� � �p)+ (2tps)
2(� � �z2))

�
� ((2tps)(2tcz2)+ (2tsc)(2tpz2))

2

2(� � �z2)((�s � �)(� � �p)+ (2tps)
2)

=
�

�

1+
tsctpz2

tpstcz2

�2
(2tcz2)

2

(� � �z2)2

�

1+
(�s� �)(�� �p)

(2tsp)
2

�; (44)

where the �rst two term s in the num erator have been assum ed to approxim ately cancelre
ecting an approxim ate

equality ofthe likelihood ofhopping from the Cu to the apicalO site orvice versa for the 4sand 3d3z2� 1 orbitals

respectively.Thelatterterm in thedenom inatorcan then bede�ned as�r� 1 to reproducetherenorm alized energy of

the Cu 4selectron wherethe factorof2 com esfrom there being 2 \apical" oxygen atom s,

�s = ��s +
2(tsc)

2

�F � �c
; (45)

where �c = ��c +

�

1+
tsctpz2

tpst
cz2

�
2

4�r(t
cz2

)
2

2(�� �
z2
)

�
(tcM )

2

�M � �
. Thisdependence on out-of-plane physicsm akesm any predictionsin

term s ofhow one m ight increase the m axim alTc ofa sam ple ifit is related to the strength oft’,as noted in the

interesting paperby Pavarinietal18,although onem ightliketo takesuch claim sas\thefactthatTcm ax dropsfrom

92 K to 50 K when Y isreplaced by the largercation La in YBa2Cu3O 7" with a grain ofsaltin lightofresultsby

W ada etal51.

APPENDIX C:A LARG E N PSEUDO G AP PICTURE

Ifweconsiderincreasing thenum beroflegsoftheladdersystem ,whatexpectationsm ightariseasto thenatureof

thepseudogap from thispicture? O nem ightexpectashiftingspin-liquid contribution tothegap (shown in Fig.16asa

d−wave

s.c.BCS−like

T

d−wave s.c.

weak s.c.

δ

angle−dependent d−RVB 

+ nodal qp’s nodal Mottness

FIG .16: A pseudogap with k-space angle-dependent physics would be expected to arise for ladders with both frustrated

hopping and a large num beroflegs.In red we see the e�ectsofM ottphysicsasa function ofdoping which de�ne the type of

quasiparticlesallowed asa function ofdoping.O neseesthatthelowertem peratureestablishm entofa d-wavesuperconducting

gap would only occurin regionsoftheFerm isurface which havenotalready developed a gap dueto um klapp scattering.Thus

on theunderdoped sideofthephasediagram shown,onewould expectto �nd both a pseudogap and a superconducting gap at

di�erentposition ofthe Ferm isurface. Su�cienthole doping (left)allows the M ottphysicsto contribute atthe m axim algap

value corresponding to the superconductor just before the M ott physics would vanish entirely,presum ably leaving a norm al

d-wave superconducting gap over allthe Ferm isurface,and m etallic behavior above. O n the electron-doped side (right) one

would expectto see a pseudogap vanishing abruptly asa function ofdoping and ofsubstantially di�erentcharacter.
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largered gap),coexistingatlow tem peratureswith regionsofd-wavesuperconductivity (shown in Fig.16in blue).At

high doping levels(abovethoseatwhich um klapp scattering wasrelevant)onewould hopethatinterferencebetween

holeswould destroy thecoherenceofthesuperconducting orderparam eter.W ithin such a picture,itisinteresting to

notethe presence/absenceofnodalquasiparticleson the hole/electron doped sidewhich would naturally accountfor

atleastthe low tem peraturedi�erenceofthe resistivity exponents.

APPENDIX D:BO SO NIZATIO N O F 3-BAND AND 4-BAND UM K LAPP TERM S

1. In the absence offrustration

As m entioned in the introduction,the half-�lled Hubbard ladder has been found to exhibit no spin gap for the

3-leg ladder,and 3-band um klapp processesarenotrelevant.The4-leg ladderpossessesdi�erentphysics:a spin gap

at half-�lling,while 4-band um klapp processes are notrelevant. However,in the lim it oflarge N (N even),it has

been shown17 that the high degeneracy ofum klapp processes about half-�lling has the e�ect ofdriving all4-band

couplings,c
�

jk�k�j
,c�

jk�k�j
,u

�

jk�k�j
and u�

jk�k�j
,relevant. These term s undergo a large renorm alization as,for any �xed i,

the condition kF j + kF i + kF �i + kF �j = 2� hasN solutions,and entersthe RG equationsin such a way thateach

contributes.Upon bosonization ofthese surviving term s,Lederm ann17 found them to describe an antiferrom agnetic

state (with no spin gap). At half-�lling,in the presence offrustration,we hoped to recoverthis antiferrom agnetic

M ottinsulating state,butasweshallseebelow,itdoesnotseem to arise.Indeed,the largeN lim itofthe half-�lled

even leg frustrated Hubbard ladderlikely hasphysicssim ilarto thatshown by the 4-leg ladder,while interpretation

ofthe odd-leg ladderresultsisclouded by the non-com m utativity ofthe K lein factors.

2.In the presence offrustration

W e �rstattem ptto bosonize (parta))the 3-leg ladderforthe case described in IIIB 2,close to half-�lling when

its3-band um klapp processesare relevant. W hile m uch ofthe �xed pointcan be bosonized,these 3-band um klapp

processesdo notallow usto proceed furtherand determ inethenatureofthephysics.Thisisnotthecaseforeven-leg

laddersystem sathalf-�lling,aswe show (in partb))by bosonizing the counterpointof3-band um klapp term s for

this system {4-band um klapps. However,itisnotclearthatthe physicsofthe frustrated 4-leg ladderathalf-�lling

should yield thesam ephysicsasseen atthespecial3-band �lling ofthe3-leg ladder,asshown in TableV.Inspection

ofthe RG 
ow ofthe frustrated 4-leg ladder equations further shows us that the 4-band Cooper scattering term s

rem ain sm all,so that we do not recoverthe antiferrom agnetic M ott insulator for the frustrated 4-leg ladder. But

whathappensifwe go further,to the large N lim it,where the unfrustrated laddershowed this interesting physics?

As shown in partc),itisunlikely thatin this lim it the 4-band Cooperscattering processeswould grow,asone no

longerhasa largedegeneracy ofband pairslying along one’sFerm isurface.

a)N=3.Ifwe �rstleaveasidethe 3-band couplings,the closeto half-�lled casecan be bosonized as

H kin =
1

�

X

i= 1;3

ff�i2(@��i@��2 � ��i��2)+
f�i2

4
(@��i@��2 � ��i��2)g; (46)

and

H pot =
1

(2�a)2

X

i= 1;3

fcos(
p
2�(��i� ��2))((� 4c

�

i2 + c
�
i2)cos(

p
2�(��i� ��2))� (4c

�

i2 + c
�
i2)cos(

p
2�(��i� ��2)))

� 2c�i2 cos(
p
2�(��i� ��2))cos(

p
2�(��i+ ��2))+ 2f�i2 cos(

p
2�(��i� ��2))cos(

p
2�(��i+ ��2))g; (47)

which,upon choosing (2�a)2g = f�32 = c�32 � � 4c
�

32 � f�12 = c�12 � � 4c
�

12 sim pli�esto

H pot � 2g
X

i= 1;3

fcos(
p
2�(��i� ��2))fcos(

p
2�(��i� ��2))� cos(

p
2�(��i+ ��2))g

+ cos(
p
2�(��i� ��2))cos(

p
2�(��i+ ��2))g: (48)

Returning to the 3-band term s, one recognizes that the Baker-Hausdorf com m utation relation vanishes for

all these �elds with the exception of the expansions of term s with two operators from the sam e band pos-

sessing the sam e spin such as  
y

R 2s
 L 2s. Bosonizing this one �nds a term � e� i

p
4��R 2se� i

p
4��L 2s =

e� i
p
4��R 2s� i

p
4��L 2se

1

2
[� i

p
4��R 2s;� i

p
4��L 2s]= e� i

p
4��R 2s� i

p
4��L 2se

� i�

2 = � ie� i
p
4��R 2s� i

p
4��L 2s.
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The um klapp scattering term sarethusbosonized as,

1

(2�a)2

X

s

f�2s�1�s�2�s�3sf(u�1223 + 4u
�

1223)cos(��+ + + �s��� )cos(��� + s��� � )

� 8u
�

2213 cos(��+ + + �s��� )cos(��+ + + �s��� )g� �1s�3sf2cos(��+ + + s��+ + )sin(��� + s��� )

+ (u�1223 � 4u
�

1223)cos(��+ + + �s��� )sin(��� + s��� )gg; (49)

where we have de�ned ��+ + =
p

�

2
(2��2 + ��1 + ��3), ��� =

p
�

2
(��1 � ��3),��� =

p
�

2
(��1 � ��3),��� � =

p
�

2
(2��2 � ��3 � ��1),and ��+ + =

p
�

2
(2��2 + ��1 + ��3). And a nasty surprise awaits. In order to be able

to sim ultaneously diagonalize the Ham iltonian and �x a value for the K lein factors,we require that K lein factors

com m ute.Thisisfound notbethecasehere.SinceK lein factorssatisfy f�i�;�j�g= 2�ij���,thebosonization ofc
�

jj

and f
�

ij are independentofthe choice ofK lein factors,butfori6= j,c
�

ij introducesthe K lein factor�is�js�i�s�j�s which

doesnotcom m utewith any ofthe3-band K lein factors.Furtherm ore,[�2s�1�s�2�s�3s;�1s�3s]6= 0.Usually in casessuch

asthisone needsto introduce specialgauge�eldsto proceed furtherwith bosonization (ifitispossible).Curiously,

thisproblem doesnotseem to arise forladderswith an even num beroflegs(provided one staysaway from dopings

where3-leg um klapp scattering isrelevant{ie.closeto half�lling).

b) N = 4. Bosonization ofthe relevant 4-band um klapp term s now proceeds without di�culty. K lein factors

3-leg coupling (in u
�
1223) 4-leg coupling (in c

�
23) consistent?

u
�
1223 = 1 u

�
1234 = � 0:66 yes

u
�
1324 = � 0:69

c�22 = � 0:03 c�23 = 1 no

f
�
12 = 1:0 f

�
12 = � 0:34 m aybe

f
�
13 = � 0:32

f
�
32 = 0:93 f

�
42 = � 0:38 m aybe

f
�
43 = � 0:43

c
�
12= 1.0 c

�
12= 0.002 no

c
�
12= 5� 10

�6

c
�
32= 0.91 c

�
42= 0.003 no

c
�
43= -0.0001

u
�

1223
= -0.26 u

�

1234
= 0.37 yes

u
�

1324
= 0.38

c
�

22
= -0.01 c

�

23
= 0.54 no

c
�
11= -0.005 c

�
11= -0.11 no

c
�
22= -0.55

c
�
33= -0.006 c

�
44= -0.18 no

c
�
33= -0.59

u
�

2213
= -0.24 u

�

1423
= -0.0003 no

TABLE V: Correspondence between �xed points:3-leg ladderRG vs.4-leg ladderRG with t’= 0.1 t.Num bersare relative to

the respective largestcouplings.

com m ute,so thatone isableto choosethe gauge�1s�2s0�3��4�0 = 1 to yield a contribution:

1

(2�a)2

X

i= 1;2;j= 2;3;4;k6= 1;j;4;l6= 1;j;k

f2u�1jklcos(�
(4)

�+ + + (� 1)i�
(4)

�+ + )cos(�
(4)

�� 1j+ (� 1)i�
(4)

�� 1j)

+ (u�1jkl� 4u
�

1jkl
)cos(�

(4)

�+ + + (� 1)i�
(4)

�� 1k
)cos(�

(4)

�� 1j+ (� 1)i�
(4)

�� 1l
)

+ (u�1jkl+ 4u
�

1jkl
)cos(�

(4)

�+ + + (� 1)i�
(4)

�� 1l
)cos(�

(4)

�� 1j+ (� 1)i�
(4)

�� 1k
)g; (50)
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wherewehavede�ned �
(4)

a+ + =
p

�

2
(�a1+ �a2+ �a3+ �a4)and (�;�)a� ij =

p
�

2
((�;�)ai+ (�;�)aj� (�;�)a�j� (�;�)a�i).

Despite the sim plicity ofthe K lein factors for the 4-leg ladder,it is quite likely that di�erent physics governsthis

even leg ladderathalf-�lling than thatofthe 3-leg ladder,when one considersthe RG ratiosatwhich one arrives.

Theseareoutlined in TableV.O nealso �ndsthatthe4-band Cooperterm sc
�

1234 and c
�
1234 rem ain sm all,so thatthe

ground stateisnotthe antiferrom agnet.

c)Large N.In orderforthe antiferrom agneticterm spresentatt’= 0 and half-�lling to grow atlargeN fort’6= 0,a

large num berofum klapp scattering processesneed to be relevant. Thatis,we need to satisfy both the constraints:
P N

j= 1
kF j =

�N

2
and the doublecondition:kF j + kF i+ kF �i+ kF �j = 2�;kF k + kF i+ kF �i+ kF �k = 2� fori6= j;k.For

the frustrated Hubbard ladder,no two 2-band couplingsarerelevantatthesam edoping.Forthesplitting of2-band

levelspresum ing no fully �lled bands,thisdoublecondition (which im pliesthatkF j+ kF �j = kF k + kF �k)seem sto now

requirek= j(oratleastthatthey’revery close),which isnotallowed ifitrem ainsa 4-band term .Itseem sincreasingly

likely thatift’rem ains�nite in the largeN lim it,wewillkillthese term satweak coupling (and theassociated AF)!

W hethersuch term sm ay be able to survive fork � j atstrong U isa m atterforfuture work although itm ay have

been partly addressed by work ofHonerkam p et al52 and K ashim a et al19. Itshould be noted that because ofthe

�xed natureofthey-com ponentofthem om entum in thisapproach,oneendsup treating an asym m etricsetofpoints

along thee�ective2D Ferm isurface.W hen N becom eslargethisisparticularly a problem in thatift’rem ains�xed,

asN increasesonestartsto losebandsto com plete�lling{thatisthattheFerm isurfacewillno longercrossallbands.

APPENDIX E:BO SO NIZATIO N AFTER BAND 2 M O TT

O urstarting pointis

H 0 + H kin =
vF 1

2

�

1�
g

�

�

(@��1)
2 +

vF 3

2

�

1�
g

�

�

(@��3)
2 +

f
�

13

�
@��1@��3

+
vF 1

2

�

1+
g

�

�

(��1)
2 +

vF 3

2

�

1+
g

�

�

(��3)
2 �

f
�

13

�
��1��3 + :::; (51)

where �� is the conjugate �eld to �� as usual,and the spin term s have not been written as the unrotated basis is

already diagonalforthem .

Replacing the linearcom bination (� � g)vF 1� vF 3

2f
�

13

= vd� ,we�nd thatthe eigenvectorsaregiven by

��1 =
vd� +

q

1+ v2
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r
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vd� �
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1
r

1+

�

vd� �
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�
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�

vd+ �
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1
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vd+ �

q

1+ v2
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�2
��+ b: (52)

Afterdiagonalization,the kineticcontribution to the Ham iltonian isthus,

H 0 + H kin =
1

2

 

vF 1 + vF 3

2
(1�

g

�
)�

r

(1�
g

�
)2(

vF 1 � vF 3

2
)2 + (

f
�

13

�
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!

(@��� b)
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1
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vF 1 + vF 3

2
(1+

g

�
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(1+
g

�
)2(

vF 1 � vF 3

2
)2 + (

f
�

13

�
)2

!

�
2
�� b+ :::; (53)

such thatthe (charge)Luttingerliquid param etersaresim ple to read o� and given in Eq.24 and 25.
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Itwould beinteresting,then,tobosonizeourorderparam etertolookforquasi-1D m anifestationsofphasecoherence

setting in.To do this,itishelpfulto re-writeourbandsatlow energy in term softhelinearized spectrum oncem ore,

and to add the Herm itian conjugate.Then � 1 becom es:

� 1 =  
y

R 1"
 
y

L 1#
�  

y

R 1#
 
y

L 1"
+ h:c:=

�1"�1#

�a
(cos(

p
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wherein the second line wehaveused the pinning of��1 to setcos(2�n)= 1.Likewise,
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The pinning in the charge channelofthe operator��� then allowsusto re-expressthe argum entsofthe cosinesto

yield:

� 1;3 =
2�(1;3)"�(1;3)#(� 1)n;m

�a
cos

0

B
B
@ �

�p

2
+

r
�

2

0

B
B
@

vd+ � 1+

q

1+ v2
d+

r

1+ (vd+ +

q

1+ v2
d+
)2

��� b�
vd+ � 1�

q

1+ v2
d+

r

1+ (vd+ �

q

1+ v2
d+
)2

��+ b

1

C
C
A

1

C
C
A ;

(56)

wherethe form sareidenticalsavefora + sign inside the cosineforthe band 1 correlator,and theirrespectiveK lein

factors.Noticethat� 1 and � 3 havebeen de�ned abovein such a way asto absorb theoverallnegativesign between

them expressing theird-wavecharacter.Then the m agnitude ofthe superconducting correlatoris:
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where in taking the m agnitude we can suppressthe K lein factorsand need notdi�erentiate between sine and cosine

for p odd and p even for the correlation function. By charge conservation,we know that only term s ei�� abe� i�� ab

survive,and furtherm ore,weexpectthat[��� b;��+ b]= 0,so thatthissim pli�esto yield:
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(58)

and weknow thatsinceK �� b 6= 1,��� barenotcanonical�elds,soweneed totransform tosuch abasis.W ecan express

our results in term s ofcanonical�elds (~��� b;~��� b) = (
p
K �� b��� b;

1p
K � � b

��� b) by replacing ��� b =
p
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Sim ultaneously expanding ~�(x)= ~�L (�x)� ~�R (x),we arriveat:
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and since < ei��L (�x)e� i��L (0) > � (1
�x
)
� 2

4� and < ei��R (x)e� i��R (0) > � (1
x
)
� 2

4� ,thisreducesto Eq.29.
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