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A bstract

W e report densiy-m atrix renom alization group calculations of soin gaps in the quarter- lled
correlated two—ZJeg rectangular ladder w ith bond-din erization along the legs of the ladder. In the
an all rung-coupling region, din erization along the leg bonds can lad to large enhancem ent of
the spn gap. E lectron-electron interactions further enhance the spin gap, which is nonzero for all
values of the rung electron hopping and for arbirarily sm allbond-din erization. Very large spin
gaps, as are found experin entally in quarter- lled band organic charge-transfer solidsw ith coupled
pairs of quasione-din ensional stacks, however, occur w ithin them odelonly for lJarge din erization
and rung elkectron hopping that are nearly equal to the hopping along the lgs. Coexistence of
charge order and spin gap is also possble w thin the m odel for not too large Intersite C oulom b

interaction.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Coupld pairs of one-dim ensional (1D ) chains, referred to as two—leg ladders, have been
w idely hvestigated w ithin the spin 1/2 antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg H am ittonian because
they exhibitbehaviordi erent from both the isolated 1D chain aswellasthe two-din ensional

(2D ) Jattice. Ignoring electron occupations, two di erent kinds of couplings between the 1D

chains, as shown In Figs. 1 @) and (o), have been of Interest. W e refer to the system of
Fig.1l(@) as a rectangular ladder and that ofFig. 1 (o) as a zigzag ladder. W ithin the soin

1/2 Heisenberg Ham iltonian for the rectangular ladder, the energy gap between the Iowest

soin triplet (S= 1) excitation and the soin singlet (S= 0) ground state, hereafter the spin gap,

is nonzero for arbitrarily am all spin exchange along the rung bondsi#2# T he zigzag lJadder

ofFig.1 (o) can also be considered as a 1D chain w ih the Interstack (intrastack) couplings

corresoonding to the nearest neighbor (next nearest neighbor) couplings in the 1D chain.

The soin gap in the antiferrom agnetic zigzag ladder is nonzero only for the ntrastack soin

exchange above a critical valie>®<€ | N onzero spin gap is also ound in the 1/2- lled band
rectangular Jadder w ithin the Hubbard H am iltonian with nite on-site electron-electron (e-
e) interaction2? Spin gaps and superconducting pairpair correlation fiinctions in weakly

doped rectangular ladders have been investigated w ithin Hubbard and t-J m odels® .

T he strong interest in the theory of undoped and weakly doped 1/2- Iled band ladders
owes its origin to possible connections w ith theories ofhigh tem perature superconductivity
in the cupratest®. W hether or not signi cant spin gap occurs in ladder structures at other
comm ensurate band llings is also an interesting question. The particular com m ensurate
band Iling that has been investigated so far is 1/4. Exact diagonalization studies of nite
1/4- lled rectangular ladders w ith e-e and H olstein electron-phonon (ep) Interactions have
dem onstrated the coexistence of charge-orderand spin-P ejerls statest? . T hem agnitude ofthe
FoIn gap in the them odynam ic lim it due to such a transition was not calculated. D ensity
m atrix renom alization group OM RG) calculations for the rectangular ladder w ithin an
extended Hubbard Ham ittonian with repulsive on-site Interaction U and nearest neighbor
Interaction V have shown that the checkerboard charge-ordering ofF ig. 1 (c) occurs only for
V lamerthan a criticalvalue V. (U )2 . The calculated spin gaps in the them odynam ic lim i,
obtained from extrapolations, are nonzero fort;, < t, where t, and t are the one-electron

hopping param eters along the Jadder rungs and legs, respectively, In agreem ent w ith weak



coupling renom alization group calculationst3. The m agnitudes of the extrapolated spin
gaps are, however, tiny. Furthem ore, the uncertainties in the extrapolated soin gaps are
rather lJarge In this param eter regim e due to nitesize e ects, and are com parabl to the
m agnitudes of the spin gaps24! For example, ©rU = 8,V = 0 and hopping param eter t,
= 0.7 @l In unitsoft) the spihgap is 0.03 001, whil for the ssme U and hopping
parametert, butV = 2,the pngapis 001 0.005. The soin gap also goes to 0 for
hopping param eter t; t, and consequently, signi cant soin gap is absent in the regular
rectangular1/4— lled band ladder for repulsive U > V . Signi cant spin gap doesoccur in the
zigzag 1/4- lled band electron ladder w ith both ee and ep Interactions. Fort > 0:5858t;
the ground state is a Bond-ChargeD ensity wave BCDW ) (see Fig. 1(d)) wih ooupled
lattice distortion, charge order and very large spin gap &4

E xperim entally, large spin gaps have been observed at low tem peratures in several re-
cently discovered organic charge-transfer solidsw ith strong pairw ise couplingsbetween quasi-
1D stacks of organic m olecules, and weak interpair couplingst22484748 | T a1l cases, there
occurs st a metakinsulator transition at high tem perature that is accom panied by kg
bond-din erization, follow ng which there occurs an insulator-insulator transition which is
acoom panied by the opening of a spin gap. The tem peratures Tgg at which the spin gap
transitions occur, 70 K in the chargetransfer solid @ T-TTF), Rumnt), 2, and 170

K In BDTFP),PF¢ PhC1)ost®, are unusually high com pared to the spin-P ejerls transition

tem peratures Tsp  15{20 K in the 1D 1/4- lled band charge-transfer solidd?2°,

The very large Tgyg In the the coupled-stack system s suggest that the m echanian by
which the gap opens is probably unrelated to the intrachain soin-Peierls transition, which
in the 1/4- Iled band is tetram erization, or dim erization of the dim erization?’ Based on
the experim entally observed high tem perature dim erization, the Jadder m odel of F'ig. 1 (d)
has been suggested for these system s2484748 W ithin this picture, each din er unit cell acts
as a singke site In an e ective spin 1/2 rectangular ladder with signi cant spin gap (see
below ). Them apping from the din erized 1/4- Iked band electron m odel to the soin m odel,
or the occurrence of spIn gap In the origihal1/4- lkd band m odel have, how ever, not been
dem onstrated.

Yet another 1/4- Iled band ladder system n which relatively lJarge soth gap (34 K ) has
been observed is “Nav,0s5, which consists of V-0 ladders coupled through weak V-V

bonds, w ith the V-0 layers separated by layers of Na* ions? . Charge order nvolving the V



sites and spin gap occur at the sam e tem perature in this system 2 T heoretical description
based on the V-only 1/4- lled ddand extended Hubbard m odel predict the checkerboard
charge-order pattem ofFig. 1 (c). for the V-adders#23 The calculated spin gap w ithin the
checkerboard charge-order phase for hopping parameter t, > t, as is appropriate??23 for

Nav,0s5, is however zerot! . The spin gap here m ost lkely originates from the coupling
between the 1/4- lked ladderd®24222¢ which can lad to e ective dim erization along the
Jgs of the individual Jadders w ith the chedckerboard charge order (see below ).

In view of the interest in theoretical m odels for coupled 1/4- lked band two—<hain sys-
tem s that give lJarge spin gaps, we have performed DM RG calculations for the 1/4- Tled
band rectangular Jadder w ith legdbond din erization within the extended Hubbard m odel.
T he purpose of our work is not necessarily to explain the cbserved experin ental behavior
of the organic chargetransfer solids or %N av,0 5, but to detem ine the plausbility of the
application of the m odels to these system s. Them Inimum requirem ent of the applicability
ofthem odelisthat signi cant soin gap occursw ithin it for realistic rung hopping param eter
t . W ehave considered tw o distinct param eterregim es, (i) V < V¢ U ), corresponding to ho-
m ogenous charge distribution on the sites, and (i) V > V. U ), which gives the checkerboard
charge order in the n nite lJaddert! I (i), we have considered m ostly hopping param eter
© t, as the resuls for larger £, are easily anticipated from these calculations. In (i)
we have considered hopping param eter t; t because of the possbl applicability of to

°Nav,05, n which the rung hopping is larger than the hopping along the kg bonds. In
both casesswe nd spin gapsthat are nearly an order ofm agnitude larger than those In the
undin erized ladders.

T he paper is organized as follows. In section IT we present the theoretical m odel and
m ethodology. In section ITTwe show the num erical results forthe two cases, nearest neighbor
electron-electron Interaction V < Ve U) andV > V. (U). Finally, in section IV we present
our conclusions and discuss possible applications of the present work to the 1/4- llked band
paired-stack chargetransfer solids and %Nav,05.

II. THEORETICALMODEL AND METHODOLOGY

W ehave perform ed DM RG calculations for the din erized rectangular ladderofF ig.1d),

w ithin the H am iltonian,
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Here c‘l" creates an ekectron with spin = ";# on site i in ladder kg = 1,
n;,, = c‘l" ., Gy ; pand s the bond-altemation param eter along the lgs. The param e~

tersU;V;V, ;t;t, have theirusualm eanings. In the follow Ing we present all quantities w ith
din ensions of energy In units of hopping param eter t. W e are interested In the param eter
ac U > V;V, 0, and only in possbl spin gap, as the conditions for charge gap and
charge order have been discussed extensively in previous work?4! . For sin plicity, we present
results forV = V, and refertoboth interactionsasV . Thespingap s isde ned asusualas
E@) {E 0),wherreE (S) isthe lowest energy in the state w ith totalsoin S.N ote that for the
1/4- lled band soin gap s = 0 for hopping parameter t; = 0 even w ith bond-altemation
param eter € 0. A lthough we arem ostly Interested in determ ining w hether the soin gap is
nonzero for arbitrarily an all hopping param eter t;, and bond-altemation param eter , our
calculations span both t;, < land t, > 1.

B efore discussing ournum erical resutswe present here briefdiscussions ofthe the physical
m echanisn behind the opening up of the soin gap In the din erized ladder. Consider rst
the U;V;V, = 0 band lin it of Eq.[l. The elctronic structure in this lin it and for bond-
altemation parameter = 0 is given by noninteracting bonding and antibonding bands
split by 2t, . Fort, < 1 and band Iling of 1/4, electrons occupy both bands and there
are four Fem ipoints. Fort, > 1, the lower band is 1/2— lked and the upper band em pty.
U > 0 Introduces a charge gap now , but the spin gap continues to be zero. Nonzero kg
bond dim erization #® 0 In the lm it U;V;V, = 0 opens a gap at the wavevector k = =2a
Where a = Jattice spacing in the ladder kg direction). For anallt, and bond-altemation
param eter , both bands are again occupied. Fort 1 now there appears a charge and
hgap 2 1+ ) in the spectrum . Fort >> 1, the energy gap at the Fem i surface

In the bonding band is4 . These known results suggest that there exists a range oft and



where the soIn gap can conceivably be signi cant for nonzero U;V;V .

The above physical picture does not explain the logic behind the proposed relation—
ship between the dimerized 1/4- lled band model of Eq. (1) and the spin or 1/2— lkd
band ladders!22€17d8 This can be understood starting from a di erent lin i, Jarge bond-
alemation param eter 1. In this lim i each din er uni form s a m olecule w ith bonding
and antdbonding m olecular orbials (M O s) at energy 2t. The sihglk electron w ithin each
din er m olkcule occupies the bonding M O, which form san e ective singk site, as the unoc-
aupied antbbonding M O is too high in energy and does not ply signi cant role in the low
energy behavior ofthe system . T he singly occupied bondingM O s, coupled through the weak
Intersite Jeg bonds and the rung bonds then constitute the e ective sitesofa 1/2— lked band
ladder, for which we expect nonzero soin gap for arbitrarily an all hopping param eter t; .
W hether ornot the spin gap isnonvanishing also foranall can be ound only num erically.
W ewill show that the spin gaps that we obtain num erically are considerably m ore enhanced
com pared to those obtained in the U = V = 0 Iim i, viz., 2 (G 1+ ) fort 1l and 4
fort, >> 1. W ewillalso show that the U-dependence of the soin gaps for the dim erized
1/4- 1lkd band ladder are very sim ilar to those ofthe 1/2— lkd band ladder.

W e caloulated the spin gap for rectangular ladders up to 2 64 sites using the In nite—
system DM RG algorithm with open boundary condition. Instead of a singlk site, a singke
rung is added to the building block each tim e. The number of stateswe keep ism = 300 for
the S= 0 state and 600 forthe S=1 state. W ehave con m ed that the accuracy ofthe singlet
state is com parabl to that of the trplt with these m . W e checked som e of our resuls
against published results;? and fund that the errors in our calculations are com parable,
estin ated to be less than a few percent.

In principl, our calculations should be done with the niesystem DM RG algorithm,
which isknown to bem ore accurate than the In nitesystem DM RG algorithm . The form er
procedure, how ever, requires considerably lJarger am ount oftin e foreach di erent ladder size
and param eter sst. T he particular problm we consider requires that calculations are done
wih many di erent U, V, t and bond-altemation param eter (see below ), wih muliple
system sizesL fore ective L ! 1 extapolations. The enom ous am ount of com putational
tin e that would be necessary for perform ing all the calculations that are reported below
m akesthe niesystem DM RG algorithm in practicalin thepresent case. W e note, however,

that in nearly all the cases we discuss below the calculated spin gaps are large and easy to



detect. W e also note that the prin ary purpose of our work is to detem ine w hether or not

signi cant sodn gaps are cbtained w ithin the din erized ladder, and the precision required is
not the sam e as w ithin m odels where the gaps are tinyd! W e have calculated a few of the

soin gaps for several di erent systam sizes, for representative param eters that cover both
V < V.U)andV > V.U ) wihinthe nitesystem DM RG algorithm using the sam e num ber
of statesasthe In nitesystem algorithm , and we com pare these values w ith those obtained
with the In nitesystem algorithm in Tabl 1. A sseen from the Table, the accuracies of the
In nitesystem algorithm are acceptable for our purposs, n both param eter regim es.

IIT. NUM ERICAL RESULTS
A. Casel.V <V.0U)

In Fig. 2@) we show our calculated soin gap s for 1/4- lked 2 L ladders, for the
representative case of U = 8,V = 0,t, = 1 and 0O 0:05. For thism oderately large
t , the accuracy of the num erical resuls is very high and reliable results are cbtained for
the an allest bond-altemation parameter . The kink in the spin gap s plot for bond-
altemation parameter = 0.05 is real, — sin ilar behavior has been seen previously for the
undim erized 1/4- lled band ladder (see Fig. 3 In referencelll). The dashed lines indicate
the L ! 1 extrapolations of the soin gaps, cbtained by tting the calculated soin gap

s against a polynom ialin 1=L up to 1=L?. For bond-altemation param eter = 0.02 and
0.05, we have also perform ed the extrapolations by retaining tem s up to 1=L°. The two
di erent extrapolations in each of these cases give the uncertainties in the spin gaps, which
are 0121 0008 and 0244 0.015 respectively. For all other cases ttings wih 1=L alone
gave extrapolations that are indistinguishable from the plots shown on the scale ofthe gure.
Thel ! 1 extrapolated soin gap forbond-altemation parameter = 0 iszero n Fig.2 (@),
in agreem ent w ith previous work ! For bond-altemation param eter as snallas 0.01, the
extrapolated soin gap s isnonzero fort, = 1. Furthem ore, forthist;, the spin gap at U
= 0is2 .As sen In the Fig., or allbond-altemation param eter , the extrapolated soin
gap s forU = 8 is larger. W e therefore conclude that the soin gap is enhanced by the
on-site ee interaction, and is hence nonzero for the an allest bond-alemation param eter

att, = 1. The hset n Fig.2 (@) show sthe weakly sublinearbehaviorofsoin gap s against



bond-altemation param eter

Unfortunately, as the system size approaches the them odynam ic lin it, the spin gap ¢
decreases at analler t; and the num erical accuracy of the DM RG results at large L are
reduced. This has also been seen in previous calculations?4! Even for the relatively sin pler
case of the 1/2— Iled Hubbard ladder precise calculations of the spin gap are di cult for
t, < 12 Our calulations of the spin gap orthe smallert, = 0.8 in Fig. 2 ) are therefre
for m oderate bond-altemation param eter 005. Considering that at U = 0 the soin
gp s =2 1+ ) are zero for bond-altemation param eter 02, we see that the
extrapolated soin gaps are once again strongly enhanced by U . Taken together w ith the
weak-coupling result that the spin gap isnonzero (@abeit am all) orallt, < 1at = 02 the
results of Fig. 2 (@) and (o) suggest that fornonzero and U the soin gap is nonzero forall
b . Themain di erencebetween = 0and 6 0 isthat the soin gap in the latter case is
largest for t; 1, exactly the region where the soIn gap is zero for = 0. The appearance
of nonzero spin gap for the an allest bond-altemation param eter indicates that there is
Indeed a qualitative sin ilarity between the the 1/4- Iled band dim erized rectangular ladder
and an e ective spin ladder.

In Fig. 2 (c) we have shown the e ect ofnonzero V on the sopin gap orU = 8 and &
= 0.8 and bond-altemation = 0.05. V enhances the spin gap very strongly, such that
even ort, = 0.8 the soin gap is now quite large. The enhanocam ent of the soin gap due
to V can be understood physically, given the -dependence of soin gap 5. De ning the

bond-orders along the lJadder legs In the usualm anner, B;, = hc‘l' . Cir1 + hcd, we note

that fornonzero bond-altemation the absolute value ofthe di erence between consecutive
bond orders, B = Bj; Bi1; J> 0. B isthen a wavefunction m easure of kg bond-
dim erization#* and or xed bond-altemation we expect the spin gap to increase with
B.Wehave calculated theexact B (V) at xed U = 8 for nite 1/4- lkd periodic 1D
ringsand ladderswih t, = 0.0 and 0.8 with 12 and 16 sites. In Fig. 2 (d) we have plotted
B V)= B () orU = 8 agalnst V. As a consequence of the well known 4n vs. 4n+ 2-
electron e ect, we expect the curves for the In nite system to be bounded by the curves
for the 12— and 16-site periodic system s for both £, . The enhancement of B (V) wih V
Indicates enhanced e ective kg bond-din erization wih V. Thus V Increases the spin gap

because it Increases the dim erized nature of the ground state wavefunction. ForU = 8, the

checkerboard charge order of Fig.1 (c) isobtained!! orv > V. (U) ’ 2:6 at bond-alemation



parameter = 0+, Our calculations in Fig.2(c) and d) are orV < V. (U). W e discuss
V > V. (U) separately.

In order to get m ore com plte understanding of the behavior of the soin gap within
Eq.[l we have calculated the L. ! 1 extrapolated spin gaps for several sets of U, V, &
and . The parameter region of arge t > 1 and large > 02 will clearly yvield large
FIn gaps and is hence uninteresting. W e are Interested prim arily in the t; < 1 region,
thought to be applicablk to the organic charge-transfer solids2484748 A 1o in the context
of the charge-transfer solids, 0:128 In Fig. 3 (@) we have pltted the extrapolated spin
gaps g versust, for sseveraldi erent U, but V = 0, for bond-altemation param eter =
0.05. Because of the large uncertainties In the calculated ¢ for smallt, our resuls in
Fig.3@) arr Imited to t; 0%6. The results for the sam e U but larger bond-atemation

= 0d are shown In Fig.3 ). Fig. 3(c) show s the soin gap behavior for xed U = 8,wih
threedi erent V < L (U). In allcases, and Porallt;, we nd considerable enhancem ent of
the spin gap by ee Interactions, as is summ arized In Fig. 3(d). The behavior of the soin
gap as a function of U In Fig. 3(d) is qualitatively sin ilar to that of the uniform 1/2—- Ikd
band rectangular Hubbard ladder (see Fig. 4 In referencel9), suggesting again that the soin
excitations of the dim erized 1/4- lled rectangular ladder can be cbtahed from those ofthe
rectangular spin—-ladder (note that increasing atom ic U also increases the C oulom b repulsion
between two electrons occupying the sam e bonding M O of the din er uni’. T has been
clain ed that such m apping can give rung spin exchange in the e ective spin Jadder larger
than the nearest neighbor spin exchange along the lgs, even for am aller hoppings along the
rungs w thin the quarter- lled band electron laddert22%L? For the din erized linear chain
the transfom ation from the atom ic basis to the din erM O basis®’ gives t=2 asthe e ective
hopping between dim erM O s along the chain. T his ram ains true here for the kg bonds. On
the other hand, w ithin the atom icbasis ofEq. (1), there are two rung hoppings between the
din er units. T he overall rung hopping between the dim er bonding M O s then continues to
be t; after transform ation to the diner M O basis. Hence for all mung hopping t 05 1n
the 1/4— 1lkd ladder the rung spin exchange in thee ective goin ladder is Jarger than the leg
$in exchange. W e have con med thisnumerically: the L. ! 1 goin gap ofthe 1/4- lkd
band ladderata xed U with any speci ci=t is reproduced in the 1/2- Iked band ladder

wih sasme U Pormuch lamgert, =t.



B. Case2.V > V.(U)

T he calculations reported in the above are orvV < V. (U) and t; 1. ForV > V.(@U)
and U;V >> 1, the checkerboard charge order ofFig. 1 (c) isobtained In the n nite ladder,
whil In nie system s there occur charge-charge correlations corresponding to this charge
orderi! The \occupied" sites in Fig. 1 (c) behave as charge e particles wih spin 1/2. At

= 0, nonzero spin gap can occur only oran allt , where a soontaneocusM ajim dar6G hosh

26814 opens up+ There can, however, be no spin gap in this case or

din erization son gap
% 1. The situation is di erent for nonzero , as indicated In our num erical results for
lrget, = 1inFig.4 @).V.(U) herefor = 0is2.6%, and nonzero isexpected to slightly
enhance V.U ). Fort, = 1,we nd then coexistence of the checkerboard charge order and
hgap htheregion 3 V  4.W ih even armgert, = 2 the soin gap vares only weakly
wih V . The energy gap between the bonding and antbbonding diner M O s are now very
large, and the system behaves here as a sinpl 1D dim erized H eisenberg chain.

T he w idth ofthe region over which there occurs coexistence of charge order and spin gap
clearly depends on the bond-altemation. Indeed, had we perform ed our calculations self-
consistently w ith e couplings that m odulated the hopping integrals along the leg bonds,
as opposed to w ith rigid bond-altemation , the am plitude of the bond-din erization would
have decreased wih V in the V > V. ({U) region and the coexistence region would have
been narrower. This is known from calculations w ithin the 1D 1/4- lkd band ep coupled
extended Hubbard m odelwhere the bond din erization decreasesw ith V in the region V >
V. (U )?8. The sam e physics can also be captured from calculations of the bond ordersB (V).
InFig.4 ) we show plotsof B (V)= B (0) for the param eters ofF 4. 4 @), cbtained from
exact diagonalizations of 12 and 16-site periodic Jadders w ith 6 and 8 electrons, respectively.
AsinFig.2(d),theplbtsforthein nie systan are expected to lie In between the curves for
the 12 and 16-site Jadders foreach t, . Thus forthe in nite Jadder, the bond orderdi erence
isexpected to wt ihcreasewith V att = lup toV 2, llow ing which it is expected
to decrease In the 2 < V < 4 r=gion. Sin ilarly, fort, = 2 the bond order di erence is
expected to be nearly at in this region of V, with the decrease occurring at even larger
V . In both cases, the qualitative behavior of the bond order di erences and the soin gaps
are the sam e, em phasizing the strong role of the leg bond din erization. Sin ilar relationship

between the din erization and the soin gap has also been cbserved in a recent calculation

10



on coupled ladders, where the e ective din erdzation is a consequence of the charge order on

neighboring ladders2®

IVv. DISCUSSIONSAND CONCLUSIONS

In sum m ary, the soin gap w ithn the 1/4- lled band rectangular correlated-electron ladder
isnonzero forthe an allest bond-altemation, and increasesm onotonically w th rung hopping
t, ntheregion 0 < t, < 1. The qualitative sin ilarity between the dim erized 1/4- eld band
ladder and the spin ladder is easily understood in the large bond-altemation region, and
persists at sn aller bond-altemation, as is seen from the enhancem ent of the soin gap by
din erization, and the enhancem ent of the spin gap by both U and V orv < V. (U) at

xed din erization. ForV > . (U), there can be coexistence of charge order and soin gap,
eypecially for arge t, > 1.

In the context of the chargetransfer solids, the elctronic param eters appropriate for
quasilD cationic systemsareknown tobe?! t 01eV,U=t 6 8andV 2t< V.({U).
A ssum Ing sin ilar ntrastack param eters for the paired-stack charge-transfer solids, the very
large Ts¢ In these Indicate spin gap ¢ 02. A ssum ing that the bond-din erization
0., as is true in m ost quasilD chargetransfer solids?®, we see from Fig. 3 that such large
SIn gaps are obtained only ort; 08, and certainly t; < 0:7 is inpossble. Som ewhat
larger soin gap is obtained w ithin the 1/4- lled band zigzag ladder for realistic ee and ep
interaction param eterst!, but the BCDW here appears only orty  0:%6. Thus both the
electron ladder m odels would require substantial interchain hopping to give the observed
large spin gaps. The di erence between the two m odels is that whilke no charge order is
expected within the rectangular ladder m odel for the chargetransfer solids, soin gap In
the zigzag Jadder is acoom panied by strong charge order. E xperin ents that probe charge
disproportionation are required to detemm ine which of the two m odels apply to the real
m aterials.

Asregards %Nav,0 s, ournum erical results of F ig. 4 (a) are in agreem ent to the conclu—
sions of references |25 and [26. A s shown In these papers, because of the coupling between
the lJadders in N av ,0 5, the charge order can drive e ective bond din erization along the
ladder Jegs that ism anifested in the altermation of ntraladder coupling param eters (there is
a subtle di erence between reference2f, which models *Nav,0s as a system with charge

11



order on only altemate ladders and reference|26 which assum es charge order In every ladder;
this di erence is not im portant in the present context.) The soin gaps in these references
are explained w ithin coupled din erized spin chain m odels. DM RG calculations w ithin the
extended H ubbard m odel for two coupled ladders w ith charge order also nd soin gap up
on extrapolation?®, but by necessity the m axinum ladder length (20 rungs) is sm all here.
O ur calculations are thus com plem entary to previous work, show ing that once it is assum ed
that interladder coupling gives rise to e ective bond din erization the essential physics is
captured w ithin the electronic H am iltonian for the single ladder.
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TABLE I:Spin gaps cbtained by using the in niesystem and niesystem DM RG algorithm s.

In allcases U= 8.

P aram eters L PN g s
in nie nie

40 0.178337 0.177095

V=0 48 0.165737 0.164359
=1, =002 56 0.157386 0.155845
64 0.151652 0.149933

1 0.121 0.008{0.111 0.006

40 0235359 0234463

V=2 48 0234640 0233727
=08, =005 56 0234241 0233316
64 0234000 0233068

1 0233 0.001{0232 0.001

40 0.166847 0.166470

V=3 48 0.162380 0.161969
=1, =005 56 0.159576 0.159126
64 0.157700 0.157209

1 0.146 0.003{0.145 0.003
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F igure C aptions

Figure 1. Quarter- lled band two—leg electron ladders. G rey, black and white circles repre—
sent m ean electron occupations 05, > 05 and < 0.5, respectively. (@) Rectangular ladder
w ith hopping integrals t and t;, along the leg and the rung, respectively. (o) The BCDW
broken symm etry in the 1/4- lkd zigzag Jadder, w ith average intrastack and interstack hop—
ping integrals ty, and ty, respectively. (c) The checkerboard charge order in the 1/4- lked
band rectangular ladder. (d) T he bond-din erized 1/4- lkd band rectangular ladder.

Figure 2 (@) and () Convergence behavior of goin gaps for the 1/4—- lled band din erized
rectangular ladder forU=8 and V=0. In (a) the rung hopping param eter t, = 1, the m axi-
mum numberofrungsL,.x=80; ,4 ,2 and 3 correspond to bond-alemation param eter
=0, 001, 002 and 0.05, regpectively. In the curves corresponding to = 0.02 and 0.05, the
upperL ! 1 extrapolation isusing polynom ialin = up to 75 and the lower one up to 7.
In ), =08;3 ,+ and oorresondto =0.05,01 and 02, respectively. (c) Spin gaps
foru=8,t,=08, =005 withdi erentvV.3 ,N and ocorregpondtoV =0, 1 and 2, regpec-
tively. (d) The nom alized absolute di erence in consecutive bond orders, B (V)/ B (0),
as a function of V. for U = 8. Here and 2 corresoond to periodic rings wih 12 and 16
sites (e, b =0mn Eq.lland =0.05) , respectively; the and to ladderswith 12 and 16
sites (t;=0.8, =0.1) respectively. In all cases the num ber of electrons is half the num ber of

sites.

Figure 3 @) DMRG L ! 1 soin gaps versus rung hopping t; for di erent U, for bond-
alemation =0.05. (@) Same for =0.1. (c) Same for xed U=8 with di erent V. d)
Extrapolated soin gapsat =005 versusU, forthree di erent£. and correspond to

V=1 for ung hoppingst; =08 and ;=1

Figure4. @) L ! 1 s gapsversusV orU=8, =0.05and two valuesoft . Forv 3
the spin gap coexists w ith the checkerboard charge order. (o) The nom alized absolute
di erence In consecutive bond orders; The and 2 correspond to 12 and l6-site ladders,
respectively, at b =1. The and oorresoond to 12 and l6-site ladders, respectively, at

t?:2.
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