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P airing correlation in the tw o—and three-leg H ubbard ladders
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In order to shed light whether the ®ven-odd con ecture’
(even num bers of legs w ill superconduct accom panied by a
spin gap while odd onesdo not) for correlated electrons in lad-
der system s, the pairing correlation is studied forthe H ubbard
model on a two— and threeleg ladders. W e have em ployed
both the weak-coupling renom alization group and the quan-
tum M onteCarlo QM C) m ethod for strong interactions. For
the two—leg Hubbard ladder, a system aticQM C (w ith a con—
trolled level spacings) has detected an enhanced pairing corre—
Jation, which is consistent w ith the weak-coupling prediction.
W e also calculate the correlation functions in the threeleg
Hubbard lJadder and show that the weak-coupling study pre—
dicts the dom inant superconductivity, w hich refutes the naive
even-odd confcture. A crucial point is a spin gap for only
som e ofthem ultiple spin m odes is enough to m ake the lJadder
superconduct w ith a pairing sym m etry (d-like here) com pat—
ble wih the gapped mode. A QM C study for the three-leg
Jadder endorses the enhanced pairing correlation.

I. NTRODUCTION

O ver the past several years, strongly correlated elec—
tron system s with quastonedim ensional (ID) ladder
structures have received much attention theoretically
and experim entally. E xperin ental studies have received
much in petus, since cuprate com pound ntaining such
structures have been fabricated recently

ThﬁE dea was inspired theoretically n 1986, when
SchulAl confctured the ollow Ing. Iffwe consider a gas of
repulsively nteracting electronson a ladder, the undoped
system will be a M ott insulator, so that we may con-
sider the system asan S = 1=2 antiferrom agnetic AF)
Heisenbergm agnet on a Jadder. Then an AF ladderw ith
N -legs should be sin ilarto a AF § & N =2 singlk chain,
w hich is exactly H aldane’s system g{H Forthe latterHal-
dane’s con gcture predicts that the spin excitation should
be gapless for a halfodd-integer spin N : odd) or gap—
ful for an Integer soin N : even). If the situation would
be sin ilar In ladders, a ladder having an even num ber of
¥gswillhave a spin gap, which should indicate that the
ground state isa poin liquid’ where the quantum  uctu-—
ation is so large that spins cannot order. On the other
hand an odd num ber of legs w illhave gapless spin excita—
tions, which should indicate that the ground state has an
AF order. The presence of a spin gap in the form er case
m ay be a good new s for superconductiviy, since, there is

a body of ideas dictating that a way to obtain supercon—
ductivity is to carrierdope a systam that hasa soin gap

In the course of the study of high-T¢ superconductiviy.
Such a scenario has been put forward by Rice et a
the spin gap ncemed, both

As far ﬁ
theoretjcaﬂ{ and experim enta studies on the
undoped-ladder system s have indeed supported the con—

Ecture.

The spin-ga cture has recently been con med
experim entaD;E{ Namely, a clss of cuprates,
S, 1Cu,Oy, 1, has n-leg ladders on a CuO, plane,
and the two—Jleg ladders In SrCu,0 3 exhibit a soin-liquid
behavior characteristic of nite soin-correlation lengths,
while the threeJeg ladders in Sr,Cu3z0 s have an AF be-
havior.

R ice et al. have further con pctured for doped system s
that an even-num bered ladder should have a dom inant
Interchain d-wave-lke pairing correlation as
from the persistent soin gap away from half- ]Jm$ The
con gcture is partly based on an exact diagonalization
study for nj systems for a twoJleg t J ladder
D agotto et a Eﬁl was then followed by analytica
and num erical works on the doped t J lad-
der, which support the dom inant pairing correlation in
a certain region. In the phase diagram , the region for
the dom inant pairing correlation appears at lower val-
ues of exchange coupling J than in case of a sin—
gk chaln. E xperin entally Uehara et a have recently
observed superconductivity in a two—leg ladder m aterial
S1.4Cai3.6Cuz40 4184 under h]gh pressures.

The Hubbard m odels on ladders are also of Interest,
since the Hubbard m odel m ay be regarded as an e ec—
tive m odel for cuprates Fig.l). Since there is no exact
solution for the Hubbard ladder, a m ost reliable an g
icalm ethod at present is the weak-coupling theoryﬁ;/
which, In the continuum lim it, linearizes the band struc—
ture around the Ferm ipointsto treat the interaction w ith
a perturbative renom alization group.

FIG.1. TwoZleg Hubbard lJadder m odel; t(t; ) and U are
the Intrachain (interchain) hopping and the on-site interac—
tion, respectively.

T he weak-coupling theory hasbeen applied to the two—


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9706289v1

g Hubbard ]adderEFEBEI At half- lling, the system
reduces son-liquid insulator having both charge and
son gap wih a nie SDW correlation length. Al
though onem ight expect that the H ubbard ladderwould
not exhbit a sizeable spin gap at half- lling unlike the
t J ladder, the spin gap for the Eﬁaxd m odel es—
tin ated with DM RG by Noack et a is as large as
013t( 400K fort 03V forU = 8twih tt = t
which should correspond to the cuprates). The m agni-
tude of the spin gap is com parable w ith the spin gap (
400K ) experin entally estin ated from the m agnitude of
susceptibility for SrCu,0 5.

W hen the carrier is doped, the weak-coupling theory
supports the dom nance of the pairing correlation whose
symm etry is the sam e as that ofthet J ladder. The
relevant scattering processes at the xed point in the
renom alization ow arethepairtunneling processacross
the bonding and the antibonding bands Fig2), and
the backw ard-scattering process w ithin each band. The
In portance of the pairtunneling across the two bands
(Which exists in two or larger num bers of legs) for the
dom nance of pairing correlation in the two-leg H ubbard
ladder is ram iniscent of the Suh}K ondo m echanian , that
w as proposed back in the 1950's for superconductjyﬁ Q
the transition m etals w ith two (s—and d-lke) band
M uttalb and Emery have shown another example of
the pairtunneling m echani r superconductivity w ith
purely repulsive interactionsfEd M ore recently, the super—
conductivity int t° U model, which m ay be relevant

for the chains that altemate wih the ladder I
the cuprateg, has also been studied analytica and
num ericallytd asa 1D ladder-like system .
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FIG . 2. Rekvant pairtunneling processes in two-leg Hub-
bard ladder; Fig.(@) Fig.()) is the Prward (packward) type
pairtunneling process.

T he properties of the weak-coupling Hubbard ladder
are sin ilar to those of the t J ladder for the regine
where the pairing correlation is dom inant: in additj
to the existence of the spin gap, the duality relatio
w hich suggests that the exponent for the pairing corre—
lation ( r'=@X )) should be reciprocal to that for the
4k CDW correlation ( r% ), ho]dsmboﬂ ﬁ eak-
coupling Hubbard Jadderand thet J ladder

K is the critical exponent for the gapless charge m ode,
which tends to uniy in the weak-coupling lin . The
sim flarity m ay com e from the form ofthe excitation gaps
In the bosonjization description. In both t J and Hub-
bard ladd , the only gaplessm ode is a charge m ode
w ith none ofthe soin m odes being gapless (1S5S0’ phase
In the language of the weak-coupling theo ).

However, there is a serdous reservation for the weak—
coupling theory. F irst, w hether the m odel in the contin—
uous Iim it is ndeed equivalent to the lattice m odel isnot
obvious. M ore serious is the problem that the pertur-
bational renom alization group is guaranteed to be valid
only foran in nitesim ally an all Interaction strengths in
principle. Speci cally, when there is a gap in the exci-
tation, the renom alization ows into a strong-coupling
regin e, so that the perturbation theory m ay well break
dow n even for an allinteraction strengths. A way to check
the reliability of the weak-coupling theory is to treat -
nie system s with larger U with num erical calculations
such as exact diagonalization, density-m atrix renomm al-
ization ?E)E OMRG),orquantum M onteCarlo QM C)
m ethod N um erical calculations, on the otherhand,
have drawbacksdue to niesizee ects. T husthe weak—
coupling theory and the num erical m ethods should be
considered as being com plem entary.

Speci cally, the dom J'nanoe of the pairing correlation
is iIndeed a subtle pro lca]cu]au'ons Ex—
isting num encalresu do appear to be con—
troversial, w here som e ofthe resuls are inconsistent w ith
the weak-coupling prediction as detailed in Sec.IT.

If we ignore these controversies, m ost of the exist—
Ing theories support the dom inance of the pairing cor-
relation in the doped two-leg ladders. Then, an even
m ore In portant unresolved problem for superconductiv—
ity in the doped ladders is the ¥ven-odd’ confcture.
O ne can naively expect that the absence of spin gaps in
odd—num bered legs w ill signify an absence of dom inating
pairing correlation, which willend up w ith an ®ven-odd
con gcture for superconductivity’. Indeed there has not
been works looking into the pairing correlation functions
for the threeleg ladder, which isth plest realization
of odd-num bered lgs. W hite et a have studied two
holesdoped in thet J laddersathalf- llingto nd that
two holesare bound in even-num bered (tw o or four) kgs,
while they are not in odd-numbered (three or ve) kgs,
but (@)the existence ofa binding energy for tw o carriers is
not directly connected w ith the occurrence of supercon—
ductivity, and (i)the t-J m odel and the Hubbard m odel
may exhdbi di erent behaviors.

T hus the second purpose of the present paper is to
study the pairing correlation in Hubbard ladder m odels
w ith three legs as com pared w ith the two—Jeg case.

T he organization ofthe present paper isagpllows. W e

rst study the tw o-leg H ubbard lJadderm odelld having in—
term ediate interaction strengths w ith the QM C m ethod
In SecIl.A new ingredient in this study is that we pay
a specialattention to the non-interacting U = 0) single—
particle energy levelswhich arediscrete in  nite system s.



W e have found that if we m ake the levels on the two
bands aligned (wihin an energy that is sm aller than
the soin gap) to m Im ic the them odynam ic lim it, the
weak-coupling result (@n enhanced pairing correlation in
the present case) is n fact reproduced for interm ediate
U . Further we check the e ects of the inter- and intra-
band Um klapp-scattering processes, which are expected
to be present a e specialband 1lings from the weak—
coupling theo .

In SecIII we study three(odd)-leg Hubkard ladder
m odel F ig.3) wih the weak-coupling theiBE using the
enum eration ofgaplessm odes by A rrigonild T he system
has one gapless spin m ode and two gapfiil spin m odes.
T hus the gapfiiland the gapless spin m odes coexist. T he
existence of the gapfiilm odes is a result of the relkevant
Interband pairtunneling process across the top and the
bottom bands Fig4). We nd that this gives rise to a
dom nant pairing correlation across the central and the
edge chainsre ecting the gapfiillspin m odes, which coex—
istsw ith the subdom inant but power-Jaw decaying SDW
correlation re ecting the gapless spin m ode. Thus the
Suh}K ondo-like m echanisn for superconductivity exists
not only in two-leg system s but also In a three(odd)—Zleg
system aswell, while the SDW correlation also survives
as expected. Schu also found sin ilar results indepen-
dently.

N

FIG . 3. Threeleg Hubbard ladderm odel; t(t; ) and U are
the Intrachain (interchain) hopping and the on-site interac—
tion, respectively.
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FIG . 4. Rekvant pairtunneling processes in the threeleg
Hubbard ladder; Fig.@@) Fig.()) is the orward (packward)
type pairtunneling process.

W e then study the three-leg H ubbard ladderm odel in

SeclV with aQMC ca]cu]atjon@ as in the two—Jleg case.
T he technique to detect the enhanced pairing correlation
In the two-leg case is also valid In the threeleg case. W e
found that the enhancem ent of the pairing correlation
persists for the interm ediate interaction strengths. W e
also study thee ectsofthe Um klapp processes at special
band 1lings as in the twoleg case.

T he above num erical calculations for two or three legs
are perform ed in a condition that the onebody energy
¥vels are close to each other. W e believe this condi-
tion m in ics the siation In the themm odynam ic lm it.
In SecV, a circum stantial evidence for this is given by
a QM C calculation of the pairing correlation in the 1D
attractive H ubbard m 1, which can be exactly solved
w ith the Bethe Ansa , o that the exact asym ptotic
form of the correlation functions and the values of the
soin gap are known at arbitrary values of param eters.

II.QUANTUM MONTE CARLO STUDY OF THE
PAIRING CORRELATION IN THE TW O-LEG
HUBBARD LADDER

In this section, we study the pairing correlation for the
two-leg Hubbard ladder Fig.l). The Ham ittonian ofthe
tw o—Jeg H ubbard lJadder is given in standard notations as

X

H= t (;cu1 +hxo)

X X
t (C?l/;i O T hwec)+ U

i i

n ien j4; 1)

where (= 1;2) speci es the chains and t@ ) is the
Intra (inter)-chain hopping.

From an analytical point of view , if the system is free
from Um klapp processes, the weak-coupling theory w ith
the bosonjzatjobmaed wih the renomm alization-
group techniqueg=’ has indeed shown that the the
tw o—Jeg H ubbard ladder has a spin gap and that the cor-
relation fiinction ofthe interchain d-w ave—]g'}@ pairing or-
der parameter, O; = (CinCir Qs Cin)= 2, decays as

r 1% ) asa result ofthe relevant pairtunneling pro—
cess Fig2), where K is the critical exponent for the
totakcharge-density m ode being only gapless and tends
to uniy in the weak-coupling lim it.

Sihce SDW and 2ky CDW ocorrelations have to decay
exponentially in the presence of a spin gap in a two—
kg ladder, the only phase com peting w ith pairing cor-
relation willbe 4ky CDW correlation, which should de—
cay as r %% . Hence the pairing correlation dom inates
over all the others f K > 1=2. In num erical calcula—
tions, how ever, the dom nance of the pairing correlation
In the Hubbard ladder appears to be a subtle problem .
Namely, a DM RG study by Noack et al. for the doped
Hubbard ladder with n = 0875, U=t= 8,and b = t

ent ofthe pairing correlation over the

show sno en
U= 0r= , whilke they do nd an enhancem ent at
t, =15 . Asaiperform ed a quantum M onte Carlo



@M C) calculation fo 36 rungs ladderw ith n = 0:833,
U=t= 2andt, = 1:5t4, in which no enhancem ent ofthe
pairing correlation was found. On the other hand, Ya-
majiet al have found an enhancem ent for the values of
the param eters when the lowest antibonding band lev—

els or U = 0 approach the highest occupied bonding
band levels, although their results have not b ncli—
sive due to the snall system sizes ( 6 rungs) T hus,

the existing analytical and num erical results appear to
be controversial in the two-leg H ubbard ladder.

Another point is that the above results are obtained
away from special llings where the Um klapp-sca i
processes are irrelevant. Recently, Balents and F ish
proposed a weak-coupling phase diagram  ig.5) which
displays the numbers of the gapless spin and charge
phases on the t; n plne Wwhere n is the band 1
Ing). The e ects of the Um klapp processes are also dis—
cussed there. At half- lling the Interband Um klapp pro—
cesses becom e relevant resulting in a spin-liquid insula-
tor in which the pairing correlation decays exponentially.
In addition, the Intraband Um klapp process w thin the
bonding band becom es relevant resuling in a gap in one
charge m ode in a certain param eter region where the
bonding band is reduced to a half- lled band. T hisphase
is called ¥ 1S2’ phase because there are one gapless and
two gapfilll charge m odes, w hilke the phase at half- Iling
is called ¥ 0S0’ phase because there is no gapless phase.
W e can expect that the pairing correlation decays ex—
ponentially or is at least suppressed re ecting the exis—
tence ofthe charge gap, although the direct calculation of
the pairing correlation has not been done. Thus we also
study thee ectsofthe Um klapp processes in this section,
keeping In m ind the above weak-coupling resuls.

FIG.5. Phasediagram in theweak-couplinglin it U ! O0)
given In ref. [39]; the num bers of the gapless charge and spin
modes (x and y, respectively) are denoted as CxSy and n is
the band Mlling. In the dark region both of the two bands
cross the Fem 1 level.

In the ram aining of this sectjogge perform an ex-—
tensive proectorQM C calculation to Investigate the

ground state correlation fiinction P (r) 0, 0;i for

the pairing in the Hubbard ]adder.@ wih t t, es—

pecially in order to clarify the origin of the discrepan-—

cies am ong the existing results. W e conclide that the

discreteness of energy levels in  nite system sa ects the
pairing correlation enom ously.

The details of the QM C calculation are the follow—
ng. W e assum ed the the periodic boundary conditions
along the chain direction, gy +1 ¢ Where N labels
the rungs) and took the non-interacting Fem isea as the
trial state T he profction in aghhary tine wastaken to
be 60=t. W e need such a large to ensure the con—
vergence of especially the long-range part of the pairing
correlation. T his sharply contrasts w ith the situation for
single chains, where 20=t su ces for the sam e sam —
pk length as considered here. The largevalue of , along
w ith a Jarge on-site repulsion U , m akes the negative-sign
problem serious, so that the calculation is feasble for
U=t 2. In the Trotter decom position, the im agihary
tine lncrement [ =(umber of Trotter slices)] is taken
tobe 0:d. W e have concentrated on band Ilings for
which the closed-shell condition (o degeneracy in the
non-interacting Fem i sea) ismet. We set t= 1 in the
rem aining of this section.

In the beginning we show in Fig.6 the result for P (r)
fort, = 098 and t;, = 103 wih U = 1 and the band

Tling n = 0:867 = 52 elctrons/ (30 rungs 2 lgs).
TheU = 0 result (dashed line) for these two valuesoft;
are dentical because the Fem i sea rem ains unchanged.
However, f we tum on U, the 5% change in the t;, =
098 ! 103 is enough to cause a dram atic change In
the pairing correlation: for t; = 0:98 the correlation
has a lJarge enhancam ent over the U = 0 resul at large
distances, whilke the enhancem ent is not seen for t, =
1:03.
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FIG . 6. Pairing correlation function, P (r), plotted against
the realspace distance r in a 30 rungs H ubbard ladder having
52 electrons forU = 1wih t = 098 2)and t;, = 1:03 (
). The dashed line is the noninteracting result for the sam e
system size, while the straight dotted line represents / 1=r°.
The solid Ineisa ttotheU = 1 resultwith t; = 098 (see

text) .
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FIG.7. Schem atic In age of the discrete energy levels of

both bonding (0) and antibonding ( ) bands forU = 0.

In fact we have delberately chosen these values to con—
trolthe alignm ent of the discrete energy levelsat U = 0.
Namely, when t; = 0:98, the single<electron energy lev—
els of the bonding and antibonding bands for U = 0 lie
close to each other around the Femm ilevelw ith the level
o st ( " in Fig.7) being as small as 0.004, while they
are staggered ort; = 1:03 wih the levelo set of0.1.
O n the other hand, the si the spin gap is known to
be around 0:05 forU = Sgﬁ and is expected to be of
the sam e order ofm agnitude or am aller for sm aller values
0fU . The present result then suggests that if the level
o set " is too large comp to the spin gap Which
should be O (0.01) forU t}/d) the enhanceam ent of the
pairing correlation is smeared. By contrast, fora snall
enough ",by which an in nite system ism im icked, the
enhancem ent is indeed detected In agreem ent w ith the
w eak-coupling theory, in which the soin gap is assum ed
to be n niely large at the xed point of the renom al-

ization ow . Sin ilar situation is also found in the case of
aQM dy ofthe pairing correlation in thet t° U
m ode

Oou sult is rem iniscent of those obtained by Yam aji
et altd who found an enhancem ent of the pairing corre—

lation in a restricted param eter regin e w here the Iowest
antibonding levels approach the highest occupied bond-
Ing levels. They conclude that the pairing correlation is
dom Inant when the antibonding band Xlightly touches’
the Fem i level. H owever, our resul in F ig.6 is cbtained
for the band 1ling for which no lss than seven out of
30 antibonding levels are occupied at U = 0. Hence the
enhancem ent of the pairing correlation is seen to be not
restricted to the situation where the antibonding band
edge touches the Fem 1 level.

H owever, one m ight consider that the enhancem ent of
the pairing correlation in such a condition for the one-
body energy levels should be rather due to nite size ef-
fects, although we believe the condition is generally rel-
evant for buk system s. To clarify this point, we will
further give a circum stantial evidence to justify that the
condition for the onebody energy lvels is relevant for
bulk systems by a QM C study for 1D attractive Hub-—
bard m odelin SecV .

Now, ket usmore closely ook into the form of P (r)
fort, = 0:98. It isdi cul to detem ine the exponent
from results for nite system s,buthereweattemptto t
the data by assum ing a trial finction expected from the
weak-coupling theory. Nam ely, we have tted the data
w ith the fom ,

1 X 1=2
ﬁ fC]:'d
d=

P ()=

+[2 c oos@kiry) oosEk;ra)l g @)

wih the leastsquare t (y taking logarithm of the
data). Because of the periodic boundary condition, we
have to consider contributions from both ways around,
so there are two distances betw een the 0-th and the r-th

rung, ie, ry = randr = N r. The periods of the
cosine term s are assum ed to be the non-interacting Ferm i
w ave num bers ofthe bonding and the antibonding bands
In analogy w ith the singlechain case.

T he overalldecay should be 1=r® as in thepure 1D case
In the weak-coupling Ilim . W e have assum ed the form
c=r'=? as the dom hant part of the correlation at large
distances because this is what is expected in the weak—
coupling theory. Here ¢ is the only tting param eter in
the above trial function. A nie U 1 may give some
correction, but the result (solid lne n Fig.6) tsto the
num erical result surprisingly accurately wih a best— t
c= 0:10. Ifwe kastsquare t the exponent itself as
l1=r , we have < 0{7 wih a sin ilar accuracy. Thus
a nie U may change ,but > 1 may be excluded.
To t the shortrange part of the data, a non-oscillating
@2 ©)=r® tem is required, which is not present i the
w eak-coupling theory. W e believe that this isbecause the
w eak-coupling theory only concems w ith the asym ptotic
form of the correlation fiinctions.

In Fig.7, we show a result for a lJarger system size (42
rungs) for a slightly di erent electron density, n = 0:905
wih 76 electronsand t; = 0:99. W e have again an ex—
cellent twih c¢c= 007 thistine.
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having 76 electronswih t; = 0:99.

In Fig8, we digplay the result for a arger U = 2.
W e again have a longranged P (r) at large distances,
although P (r) is slightly reduced from the result for
U = 1. This is consistent w ith the weak-coupling the-
ory, n which K is a decreasing function of U so that
after the spin gap opens or U > 0, the pairing correla—
tion decays faster for larger values ofU .
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FIG.9. Plot sinilar to that in Fig6 forU = 2.

Now we explore the e ects of the Um klapp processes.
For that purpose we concentrate on the 1lling depen-—
dence fora xed interaction U = 2. W e have tuned the
value of t; to ensure that the levelo set ( ") at the
Fem ilevelisasanallasO (0:01) orU = 0. In thisway,
we can singl out the e ects of the Um klapp processes
from those due to large valuesof ". Ifwe rst ook at
the half- lling ig.10), the decaying form is essentially

sin ilar to the U = 0 resul. At half- 1ling, the inter—
band Um klapp processes em erge and, according to the
w eak-coupling theory, open a charge gap, which results
In an exponential decay of the pairing correlation. W e
should note that there are tw o kinds of charge gaps. T he
one, which is produced by the pairtunneling processes,
causes the long range order of the Josephson phase result—
Ing in the enhancem ent of the pairing correlation, while
the other, which is produced by the Um klapp processes,
causes the long range order of the phase of the CDW
resulting In the suppression of the pairing correlation)
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FIG .10. Pairing correlation P (r) (2) against r for a 30

rungs system for U = 2 wih tt = 0:99 and 60 electrons
(half- led). The dashed line represents the non-interacting
resul.
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Ttisdi cultotellfrom ourdata whetherP (r) decays
exponentially. This is probably due to the sm allness of
th]EEarge gap. In fact, the DM RG study by Noack et

have detected an exponentialdecay for lJarger val-
ues of U, or which a larger charge gap is expected.

W hen n isdecreased down to 0.667 Figll), we again
observe an absence ofenhancem ent In P . Thisisagain
consistent w ith the w eak-coupling theo : forthisband

1ling, the num ber of electrons in the bonding band co—
Incideswih N & 30) at U = 0, ie., the bonding band
ishalf- lled. This will then give rise to intralband Um k-
lapp processes w thin the bonding band resulting in the
T 1S2’ phase as discussed In Section 2.1. The spin gap
is destroyed and the singlet-pair of electrons or hols are
prevented from form Ing, so that the pairing corxelation
w il no longer decay slow ly there. Noack et a have
suggested that the suppression of the spin gap and
pairing correlation fiinction around t;, = 0:#4t in refl
m ay be due to the intraband Um klapp process.

In this section, we have detected the enhancem ent of
the pairing correlation w hich is consistent w ith the weak—
coupling theory.

W e have also seen that there are three possibl causes
that reduce the pairing correlation function in the Hub-
bard ladder:

(i) the discreteness of the energy levels,

(i) reduction ofK for large values ofU=t, and

(iil) e ect of Intra—and interband Um klapp processes
around speci cband lings.

T he discreteness of the energy levels isa nie-=size ef-
fect, while the others are present In In nite system s as
well. W e can m ake a possible interpretation for the exist—
ing results in term s of these e . For 60 electrons on
36 rungswih t; = 135t in refld, for instance, the non—
Interacting energy kvelshave a signi canto set 0:15t
between bonding and antibonding levels at the Fem i
J¥evel, which m ay be the reason why the pairing correla-
tion i enhanced forU=t= 2. Fora largeU=t(= 8) In
re £, (i) and/or (iii) in the abovem ay possibly be
In portant in m aking the pairing correlation fort, = t
not enhanced. Thee ect (iil) should be m ore serious for
t; = tthan fort, = 15t because the bonding band is
closerto the half- 1ling in the form er. O n the otherhand,
the discreteness of the energy levelsm ight exert som e ef-
fects aswell, since the non-interacting energy levels fora
32-rung ladder w ith 56 electrons (n = 0:875) in an open
boundary condition have an o set of 0:15t at the Femm i
evelfort, = twhiktheo setis0:03tfort = 1:5t.

Let us comm ent on a possbl relevance of the present
result to the erconductivity reported recently for a
cuprate ladd , especially or the pressure dependence.
The m aterdal is S1.4Cai3.6Cuz40 4184, which contains
layers consisting of tw o—Jeg ladders and those consisting
of 1D chains. Superconductiviy is not cbserved in the
am bient pressure, whik i appearsw ith T¢ 10K under
the pressure 0of3 GPaor4.5GPa,and nally disappears
at a higher pressure of 6 GPa. This m aterial is doped
w ith holes w ith the totaldoping levelof = 025, where

is de ned as the deviation of the density of electrons
from the half- lling. It hasbeen proposed that at ambi-
ent pressure the holesarem ostly in the chains, whikehj
pressures cause the carrier to transfer into the ladd .
If this is the case, and if m ost of the holes are trans—
ferred to the ladders at 6 GPa, the experin ental resultt
is consistent w ith the present picture, since there is no
enhancem ent of the pairing correlation for = 0 and

03 due to the Um klapp processes as we have seen.

Evidently, further investigation especially in the largeU
regin e is needed to justify this speculation.

III.W EAKCOUPLING STUDY OF
CORRELATION FUNCTIONS IN THE
THREE-LEG HUBBARD LADDER

In this section, we study correlation fiinctions for the
three (odd)—-leg H ubbard ladder by the w eak-coupling the-
ory. A s discussed in Sec., an Increasing fascination in
ladder system s hasbeen caused by an ®ven-odd’ con fc—
ture forthe existence of spin gap by SchulH and indepen-
dently by R ice et aiTa at half- lling. W hen the system is
doped w ith carriers, i is naively supposed that an even—
num bered ladder should exhibit superconductivity w ih
the interchain singlet pairing as expected from the per-
sistent spin gap, whilk an odd-num bered ladder should
have the usual2ky SDW re ecting the gapless soin ex—
citations.

T heoretically, how ever, w hether the ®ven-odd’ conc—
ture for superconductivity continues to be valid fortriple
chains rem ains an open question. T here had been no re—
sults for the pairing correlation fiinction in the threeleg
t J orHubbard ladder FigJ3).

O n the other hand, A rrigonihas looked into a three—
g with weak Hubbard-type interactions by the usual
perturbational renom alization-group technique, which is
quite sin flar to t developed by B alents and F isher for
the twoZleg case‘rﬁ to conclude that gapless and gapful
spoin excitations coexist there

N am ely, he has actually enum erated the numbers of
gapless charge and soin m odes on the phase diagram
spanned by the doping level and the interchain hopping.
He found that, at half- 1ling, one gapless soin m ode ex—
ists for the interchain hopping com parable w ith the in—
trachain hopping, in agreem ent w ith som e experim ental
results and theoretical expectations F ig.12). Away from
the half- 1ling, on the other hand, one gapless spin m ode
is found to rem ain at the xed point in the region where
the ferm i level intersects all the three bands in the non—
Interacting case. From this, A rrigoniargues that the 2kg
SDW correlation should decay asa power law asexpected
from experim ents.
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On the other hand, his result also indicates that two
gapfiil spin m odes exist In addition. W hil a spin gap
certainly favors a singlet superconducting (SS) correla—
tion when there is only one spin mode, we are In fact
faced here w ith an intriguing problem of what happens
w hen gapless and gapfiil spin m odes coexist, since it m ay
wellbe possible that the presence of gap (s) In som e out
ofmuliple spin modes may be su cint for the dom i-
nance ofa pairing correlation . Furthem ore, as discussed
below , the gaps oftwo spin m odes em erge asan e ect of
the pairtunneling process across the top and the bottom
bands Fig.4). T his is rem ini fthe two—Jeg case and
ofthe SuhK ondom echanisn T hese havem otivated
us, In this section, to actually look atthe correlation fiinc-
tions using the bosonization m ethodtd at the xed point
away from half- lling. A lthough in the threeleg case,
we can consider the two boundary conditions across the
k¥gs, ie., open boundary condition (OBC) and periodic
boundary condition PBC), here we concentrate on the
open boundary condition (O BC) acrossthe chains, where
the central chain is nequivalent to the two edge chains.
T he reason is that we would lke to (i) study the realis-
tic boundary condition corresponds to cuprates, and (ii)
to avoid the frustration introduced in the periodic three—
Jegs.

W e nd that the interchain SS pairing across the cen-—
tral and edge chains is the dom inant correlation, which
is ndeed realized due to the presence of the two gap-
ful spin modes. On the other hand, the SDW corre-
lation, which has a slow y-decaying power law for the
Intra-edge chain re ecting the gapless spin m ode, coex—
ists but is only subdom nantfd Recently Schu has
independently shown sim ilar resuls for a subdom inant
2kr SDW and the interchain pairing correlations which
are given in this section.

A .M odeland the C alculation

T he threeleg Hubbard m odelw ith OBC isde ned by
the follow ing H am itonian,

X
H = t (CYiCi+1 + hx)
i
X
t (CYiCi+CYiCi+hZCZ)
i
X
+U n v n g5 3)

i

wheret(t; ) isthe Intra—(inter-)chain hopping, i labelsthe

rung while = ; ; lbelsthe kg Wwih being the
centralone). In them om entum space we have
X p_
H = 2tcos (k) 2t &y, aix
k
X
2t oosk)ay, asx
k
X jo
+ 2tcosk) + 2t al, as
k
X
+U (term s of the form a'aYaa): )

Hereay annihilatesan electron w ith latticem om entum
k in the j+th band (J = 1;2;3), where ajx is related
to ¢y (the Fourder transform ofc ; ) through a linear
transform ation,

0 1 0, . Lo 1
2 p—z E c aik
@Ck 891_2 0 A@azkA: ®)
Cx % pl—z % ask

Hereafter we linearize the band structure around the
ferm i points as usual and neglect the di erence in the
ferm ivelocities of three bands, as is done for calculating
the correlation functions di In the weak-coupling
theory for the two-leg case which will be accept—
able for the weak interchain hopping. These approxi-
m ations enable us to calculate the correlation fiinctions.
The di erence in ferm ivelocities of three bands w ill not
be Im portant qualitatively as long as we consider the
case w here three bands cross the ferm ienergy, for which
A rrigoni’s result f2lls on the sam e strong coupling xed
point on the plane of nterchain hopping and 1ling. In
the llow ing, we focus on the case in which all of three
bands are away from half- 1ing.

T hepart oftheH am ilttonian, H 4, that can be diagonal-
ized In the bosonization only inclides forw ard-scattering
processes In the band picture, and has the form

Hg= Hspjn+ZHcharge;

Hoo = Y0 G @ w 4K 1@ s L 6
spin . 4 [K . x i+ i\Cx 1 ’
* b/
X Vi l 2 2
H charge = 2 dx ‘ @ #)+K 1@ 1)1t



Here i isthe soin phase eld ofthe i-th band, i+ is
thediagonalchargephase eld,while ; ( ; )isthe eld
dualto i ( +),K iK ;) the correlation exponent for
the ( ;) phasewih v ;v ;i) being their velocities. For
the H ubbard-type interaction, we haver i=w,K =1
ﬁ)rpa]li’s, whiktv,=w,vy=w 1 4g?, v =
w 1 _g®°=4, K ; = 1, K 5, = 1 29)=0+ 29),
K 3= 1 g=2)=(1+ g=2),whereg= U=2 w isthe
din ensionless coupling constant. T he derivation of the
above equation is given in the A ppendix.

T he diagonalized charge eld ; islinearly related to
the nitial charge eld ; ofthe i~th band as

0 1 0 o oo o lo 1
1 B 3 q6_c 1
e , A=% o 91—5 %A @ , A, (7)
3 S 3
2 3 6
where both ; and are related to the eld operator

for electrons  ;; () , which annihilates an electron on
the right-(left-) going branch in band ias

i+ ()

() == expf ik x

%[Mx) e+ (n & 1 &)

Herethe i ’'sareHaldane’sU operator@ w hich ensure
the anticom m utation relations between electron opera—
tors through the relation, £ ir 7 i0p0 0gy = 2 110 rr0 0,
L=
T here are stillm any scattering processes corregoond—
Ing to both the backward and the pairtunneling scat-
tering processes, which cannot be treated exactly. A r—
rigoni exam ned the e ect of such scattering processes
by the perturbational renom alization-group technique.
H e found that the backw ard-scattering interaction w ithin
the rstorthe third band tum from positive to negative
as the renom alization is perform ed and that the pair-
tunneling processes across the rst and third bands also
becom e relevant. A s far as the relevant scattering pro-—
cesses are concemed, the st (third) band plays the role

of the bonding (@ntibonding) band in the two-leg case.

At the xed point the Ham ittonian density, H , then
takes the form , in term of the phase variables,
I (1) b (3)
= S5 500s2 14+ X)) T OS2 3+ X))
29 (1;3) P— . .
B os(2 1 &)sh 1 k)sh sy )i ©)

w here both g, (1) and g, (3) are negative large quantities,
and gt (1;3) is a positive Jarge quantity.

T his indicates that the phase elds 11, 3+ ,and pL
are long-range ordered and xed at =2, =2,and =2,
regpectively, which in tum in plies that the correlation
functions that contain ; , 3 , and 1+ elds decay
exponentially. T he renom alization procedure willa ect
the velocities and the critical exponents for the gapless

eds, , , 3 ,and , ,sothatwe should end up wih
renom alized v ‘'sand K ’s.

In principle, the num erical values of renom alized v ’s
and K ’s or nie g may be obtained from the renor-
m alization equations as has attem pted for a double
chain by Balents and F ish , although it would be dif-

cult in practice. H owever, at Jeast in the weak-coupling
Iimit, g ! 0, to which our treatm ent is meant to &1l
upon, we shall certainly havev ’ w and K ' 1 for
gapkss m odes even after the renom alization procedure.

B .Results for the C orrelation Functions

Now we are In position to calculate the correlation
functions, since the gapless elds have already been di-
agonalized, whilke the rem aining gapful elds have the
regpective expectation values. T he details of the calcu—
lation of the correlation finctions are given in the Ap-
pendix. T he two-particle correlation finctions which in—
clude the ollow ing two particle operators in the band
description are shown to have a power-aw decay:

(1) operators constructed from two operators involving
only the second band (sinhce the charge and the spin
(Phases are both gapless, electrons in this band should
have the usual T L-liquid behavior),

(2) order param eters of singlet superconductivity w ithin
the rstorthirdband, 1iwg) 1 #(r 3+7m@) 3 #()-

A sa resul, the order param eters that possess pow er-law
decays should be the follow ing,

@A) The correlationsw ithin each ofthe two edge (

) chains or across the two edge chains:

@) 2ky CDW ,

0] intra2kp CDW —

and

y .
()+" () "rs

O intercow
) 2k SDW ,

O intraspw =

()" () "7

Yy .
)+ " () #7r

Ointerspw = Cyen () #r
(©) singlet pairing (SS),
O intrass = (+" () #7
O interss = ()™ () #r
@) triplet pairing (T'S),

O intraTs = () "7
Ointerrs = ()" () "r

B) The 4ky CDW which is written with four electron
operators,

G

O4kFCDW = y+v- Y+# " # (
(C) The singlkt pairing across the centralchain ( ) and
edge chajnsP(F igl3),

Ocess = ( + + +) ;

= ;i)



FIG .13. Schem atic picture for the nterchain (CESS) pair-
ing in the doped three-leg H ubbard ladder.

In theband picture we can rew right O c g 55 as com pris—
ing
X
3+ 3 ; )@ (10)

Ockss (14 1 ;

W e cannot easily nam e the symm etry of the pairing,

although we naively m ight call this pairing d-wave-lke

In a sin ilar sense as in the twoJeg case, In which a

pair is called d-wave when the pairing, in addition to

being o -site, consists of a bonding bﬂ‘@ g‘@gl anti-
bonding band pairsw ith opposite signs B Thus

the edgechain SDW correlation has a power-law decay,

while the SDW correlation within the central chain de—
cays exponentially since it consists of the term s contain—
ing ; and/or 3 phases. Alhough we consider the

case away from half- 1ling, the SDW ocorrelation should
obviously be m ore enhanced at half- lling. The experi-
m entsat half- 1ling do not contradict the present resuls,
since the experim ents should detect the totalSDW corre—
lation of allthe chains and the SDW correlation ism ore

enhanced at half- 1ling. H owever the present theory cor-
responds only to the In nitesim ally sm all interaction in
principle, although the actual cuprates have a strong in—

teractions betw een electrons.

Intra— or Interedge correlation fiinctions have to in—
volre form sbilinear in a,x In eq.ﬁ) . They are described
In term softhe charge eld , forthe second band, which
doesnot contain 1,aphase- xed eld (see eql.]7)) . Thus
the edge-channel correlations are com pletely determ ined
by the character ofthe second band (the Luttinger-liquid
band), whilkethe otherphase elds,beinggapfil, are irrel~
evant. The nalresult for the edgechannel correlations
at large distances, up to 2ky oscillations, is as follow s re—
gardless ofw hether the correlation is intra—or inter-edge:

1
1O ok cow (X)ngFCDW 0)i x 3® 2K 5 1,
1
Wepw ®OL,, @i x 7 72 ) 1,
1 1 2
Y . s —tg )
Mss ®K)Ogs 01 x 2 2, A
SEr ) 1
Wrs ®)0I, 01 x ~ ©2 o

Where we have put K 1 for the present spin-

H) =

Independent interaction addition, the 4ky CDW
correlation decays as
0 4k, cow ®K)OY opy @i x TEK KDL a2
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By contrast, if we look at the pairing Ocgss X) across
the centralchain and the edge chains, this pairing, which
circum vents the on-site repulsion and is linked by the res-
onating valence bonding across the neighboring chains, is
expected to be stronger than other correlations as in the
two-leg case. The correlation function for Ocgss X) is
indeed calculated to be

1 1 1
3 (K + 2K
X 2 3

Wcrss ®K)Ogygs 0)1 3)
From the calculations given In the Appendix, we can see
that the interchain pairing exploits the charge gap and
the soIn gaps to reduce the exponent of the correlation
function, in contrast to the Intra—leg pairing. In addition
to that, we also nd that the mles of the st (thixd)
band corresponds to those ofthe bonding (antibonding)
band in the two-leg case, as far as the dom inant pair-
ing correlation is concemed. If we consider the weak-
Interaction Imi U ! +0) as in the twoleg case, all
the K ’swilltend to unity, where the CESS correlation
decays as x =2 while those of other correlations decays
asx 2 at long distances. Thus, at Jeast in this lin i, the
CE SS correlation dom inates over the others. T he duality
(which dictates that the pairing and density-w ave expo—
nents are reciprocal of each oth ) is sin ilar to that in
the two-chain case, In which the interchain SS decays as
x 172 while that ofthe 4ky CDW decaysasx 2.

In this section, we have studied correlation fiinctions
using the bosonization m ethod at the renom alization—
group xed point, which was obtained by A rrigoni, away
from half- 1ling in the region where the ferm i level in—
tersects all the three bands in the non-interacting case.
W e found that the Interchain singlet pairing across the
central chain and either of the edge chains is the dom i-
nant correlation contrary to the naive &ven-odd’ conc—
ture for the superconductiviy in ladder system s, whilke
the SDW correlations in two edge chains coexist but are
subdom inant. The power law decay of the SDW corre—
lation does not contradict w ith the even-odd concture
at the half- lling, where the Um klapp scattering play a
In portant role resuling in an enhancem ent of the SDW
correlation.

The renom alization study is valid only for in-

niesim ally sm all interaction strengths and su ciently
an all interchain hoppings In principle, whik the actual
cuprates have strong interactions between electrons, so
that the relevance of the present results to the realm a—
terials is uncertain. H owever the present study suggests
an in portant theoreticalm essage that the dom inance of
superconductivity only requires the existence of gap (s)
In some soin modes when there are multiple m odes in
m ultideg Jadder system s no m atter w hether the num ber
of kegs is odd or even.



IV.QMC STUDY OF THE PAIRING
CORRELATION IN THE THREE-LEG
HUBBARD LADDER

In the previous section, we have discussed the correla—
tion functions in the three-leg H ubbard ladderw ithin the
weak-coupling theory. A key point In the previous sec—
tion is that the gapless and the gapfiil spin excitations
coexist in a threeleg ladder and the m odes give rise to a
peculiar situation where a speci c¢ singlet pairing across
the central and edge chains (CESS pairing), that m ay
be roughly a d-wave pairing, is dom inant, while the 2kg
SDW on the edge chains sin ultaneously show sa subdom —
nant but still ong-tailed (power-law) decay associated
w ith the gapless spin m ode. This resul is stim ulating
since it serves as a counterexam ple ofa naive ®ven-odd’
con gcture.

H ow ever, there is a serious question about these weak—
coupling resuls as discussed in the two-leg case in Sec.IT.
First, only for in nitesim ally an all interactions and suf-

ciently an allhoppings are the results n Sec JII guaran—
teed to be valid in principle. Furthem ore, when there is
a gap In the excitation, the renom alization ows Into a
strong-coup ling regin e, so that the weak-coupling theory
m ight break down even for snallU . Hence it is In pera—
tive to study the problem from an independent num eri-
calm ethod for an intermm ediate strength of the H ubbard
U t and an Interchain hopping t; t. A *though such
a com parison of the num erical result for U twih the
w eak-coupling theory has been done for the twoleg sys—
tem in Sec.Il, this does not necessarily shed light on the
situation in the threeleg case, where gapless and gapful
m odes coexist. In this section, it is shown thattheQM C
result for the three-leg H ubbard ladder indeed tums out
to exhibit an enhancem ent ofthe pairing lation even
for nite coupling constants, U=t= 1 2

In addition, we also study the e ects of various Um k—
lapp processes at special 1lings as in the—two-leg case
keeping In m ind the above A rrigonis workE2 which also
studied the e ects of som e Um klapp processes w ith the
w eak-coupling theory.

T hroughout this section, we concentrate on the case in
w hich all three bands cross the Fem i surface to explore
the properties of a threeband system .

The profctor M onte Carlo m ethod is emp]oyecE;E
to investigate the ground-state pairing correlation fiinc-
tion P (r) }ij.0j+ri,whe1:e0-l Ocgss W)= i +
ci)Cci i +ci )ci .Weassumethe periodic
boundary condition along the chain direction, gy +1 <1,
where N is the number of mungs. W e st consider the
case where the Intra— and the interband Um klapp pro-
cesses are irrelevant because that is where the above-
m entioned weak-coupling theory is valid. T he details of
the QM C calculation are sim ilar to those for our QM C
study for the two—-Jeg case. Speci cally, the negative-sign
problem m akes the QM C calculation feasble for U 2t
as in the twoleg case. W e set t= 1 hereafter.
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In the twoJdeg case wih a nite U, we have found an
Interesting property for nite system s: the pairing corre—
lation is enhanced in agreem ent w ith the weak-coupling
theory only when the sihgleelectron energy levels of the
bonding and the antibonding bands lie close to each
other around the Fem ilvel which is certainly the case
wih an In nie systam ). W hen the levels are m isaligned
(for which a 5% change In t; is enough), the enhance-
m ent ofthe pairing correlation dram atically vanishes. In
the weak-coupling theory, the ratio of the spin gap to
the level 0 set is assum ed to be In niely large at the

xed point of the renom alization ow, so that the spin
gap should naturally be detectable in nite system sonly
when the levelo set is am aller than the gap.

W e have found that this applies to the threeJeg ladder
as well, ie., the pairing correlation is enhanced when
the sihgle—electron levels of the rst and third bands lie
close to each other. Hence we concentrate on such cases
hereafter.

In the beginning we show in Fig.l4 the result orP (r)
for t; 092 with U 1 wih the band 1lling n
0:843 = 86 electrons/ (34 rungs 3 sites). For this choice
oft, the levels in the st and the third bands lie close
to each other around the Fem i level wihin 001. We
can see that a large enhancem ent over the U 0 result
at lJarge distances indeed exists. T his is the key result of
this section.

10° y 10’
FIG.14. QMC result for the pairing correlation finc-
tion, P (r) 2 ), pltted against the real space distance r in
a three-leg H ubbard ladder w ith 34 rungs having 86 electrons
forU = 1with t; = 0:92. The dashed line is the noninteract—
ing result for the sam e system size, while the straight dashed
line represents r 2. The solid lineisa tto a trial fiinction
(see text).

A though it isdi cul to detem ine the decay exponent
ofP (r),wecan tthedata by supposing a trial function
as expected from the weak-coupling theory aswe did In
the two—-leg case,
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Here kg 1 ky 3) is the non-interacting Fermm iw ave num —
ber of the st (third) band, whilke a constant ¢, which
should vanish forU = 0, is here leastsquare t (by tak-
Ing logarithm ofthe data) asc= 0:05. A s i the twolg
case, since we assum e the periodic boundary condition,
w e have to consider contributions from both waysaround,
so there are tw o distances between the 0-th and the r-th
rung, ie, rn = randr = N r. The overall decay
should be 1=r? as in the single-chain case, whilk the tem
c=r'~?, the dom mant correlation at la istances, is
borrowed from the weak-coupling result TheQMC
result fora nieU = 1 tstothetrialform (solid line in
Figl4) surprisingly accurately. A  nite U m ay give som e
corrections to these functional fom s, but even when we
best— t the exponent itselfas c=r in place of c=r'=?, we
obtain < 0:7 wih a sim ilar accuracy.

In Figl5, we show the result for a larger interaction
U = 2. The resuk again shows an enhanced pairing
correlation at large distances. H ow ever, the enhancem ent
is slightly reduced than that in the U = 1 case. This is
consistent w ith the weak-coupling theory, In which K ’s
should decrease with U .
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FIG.15. Pt smilartothatin Fig.l4 forU = 2.
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FIG.16. Sin ilar plot as in Fig.l4 for a 38 rungs system
having 82 electrons for U = 1 with t; = 0:685. The inset
schem atically depicts the positions of energy levels for the
noninteracting case.

Furthem ore, we study if the presence of the second
band around Er can be detrin ental to superconductiv—
ity. In Fig.l6, we m ake the sihgleelectron energy levels
of all the three bands lie close to each other around the
Fem i level. This is accom plished here for t;, = 0:685
and the band 1llingn = 0:719 = 82 electrons/ (38 rungs

3 sites). T he highest occupied levelofthe second band
then lies between that of the st band and the lowest
unoccupied level ofthe third band (Iying above the high—
est occupied kevel of the rst band by as anallas 001,
nset ofFig.16).

The result n Fig.l6 orU = 1 show s that the pairing
correlation is enhanced as well. Thus we m ay consider
that the second band does not hinder the enhancem ent
of the pairing correlation in other bands. This is also
consistent w ith the weak-coupling theory, in which allof
the scattering processes connected w ith the second band
are irrelevant. The t of the correlation function to the
trialone is again excellent wih c= 0:03.

In the rem aining of this section, we discuss the e ects
ofthe Um klapp processes at soecial 1lings to clarify the
doping dependence. In the three-leg H ubbard m odel, the
Um klapp processes can play an In portant role at speci ¢
band .

A rrigonid also studied thee ect ofUm klapp processes
w ithin the weak-coupling theory, although he did not cal-
culate the correlation fiinctions directly (see Fig.12).He
studied two cases that have the relevant Um klapp pro—
cesses.

(i) the halt- lled case.

(i) the case when the bottom band is half- lled, in
which the Intraband Um klapp processm ay becom e rele—
vant within the rstband.

In both cases, the Um klapp processesbecom e relevant.
In the form er case, the system has a gapless spin exci-



tation suggesting a power-law decaying AF correlation,
as discussed by A rrigoni, for t; t, a region of inter—
est. The phase is called a €1S1’ regin g, since there is
one gaplessm ode In charge or spin m ode. A lthough the
existence of a gapless charge m ode suggests that the sys—
tem is not an insulator, a 1ll charge gap is expected to
appear for su ciently large U . Then, the pairing corre-
Jation w illbe suppressed, although the direct calculation
hasnotbeen done. @A sdiscussed In Sec.I, there aretwo
kinds of charge gaps. The one, which is produced by
the pairtunneling processes, favors the pairing correla—
tion as in the previous section, while the other, which is
produced by the Um klapp processes, suppress the pairing
correlation as in the present section.)

In the latter case, the Um klapp process also becom es
relevant resulting In a T 2S3’ phase wih the two gap—
Jess charge m odes and three gapless soin m odes and the
singlet-pair of holes or electrons is prevented from bind-
ing. Thus the pairing correlation will be not enhanced
because of the absence of gapfiil spin m ode(s). T his sit—
uation is rem Iniscent of the two—leg case, in which the
son gap is destroyed when the bonding band is half-

lled. The Um klapp process w ithin the rstband in the
present case isidenti ed w ith that in the bonding band in
the two-leg case, since the rst (third) band corresponds
to the bonding (antibonding) band as far as the pairing
correlation is concemed as discussed In Sec.ITI.

G iven this situation, our m otivation here is to look
at the pairing correlation and, in addition, to explore
In which case the Um klapp scattering does or does not
a ect the pairing correlation. W e study the above two
cases and also study the case In which the second band
is half- lled. Namely, we wish to see whether both the

rst and the third bands, which involve the pairing or—
der param eter, are a ected by an Indirect e ect of the
Um klapp process in the second band. Such a situation
em erges In ladder system sw ith three or larger num ber of
Jegs.

W e have tuned the value oft; to ensure that the level
o st (") between the st and the third bands at the
Fem i level is as smallas O (0:01) or U = 0 to shgk
out the e ect of Um klapp processes from those due to
large values of ". Ideally, we should m ake the single
electron energy levels of all the three bands lie close to
each other around the Fermm i levelbut that is in possbl
w ithin the tractable system sizes. However, when the
Um klapp process is relevant w ithin the rst or the third
band, the aligned lvels of the bands should favor the
pairing, so that if the pairing correlation is suppressed,
we can infer that the suppression is not an artifact. On
the other hand, when the level of the second band is
m isaligned from Er , one m ay naively think that the ef-
fect of the Um klapp process within the band becom es
obscured. However, the e ect of the Um klapp processes
should In fact be enhanced when the highest occupied
¥evelderivate from Ef , since the Um klapp processes be—
com e welkde ned if the highest occupied level is doubly
occupied.
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In thebeginningwe look at thehalf- lling Fig.l7). In—
deed, no enhancem ent of the pairing correlation is found
and the over all decaying form is sim ilar to the U = 0
resul as In the two-leg case at half- 1ling.
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FIG.17. Pairing correlation P (r) (2) against r for a 38
rungs system forU = 2 wih t; = 0:955 and 114 electrons
(half- ling). The dashed line represents the noninteracting
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W hen n is decreased to m ake the second band half-

lled, the enhanced pairing correlation is found Fig.18).
Possbilities are either the Um klapp process is not rele—
vant, or it is relevant but doesnot a ect the otherbands.
In the latter case, a density-wave correlation m ight be
dom inant due to a charge gap opening by the Um klapp
scattering. However, at least in the sense of the weak—
coupling theory, the charge gap in the second band only
enhances the density-wave correlation at long distances
from r 2 tor ! @niy, the valie ofthe exponent, com es
from the gapless soin m ode and i should be independent
to U) in the weak-coupling Iim it and thus the pairing cor—
relation m ay still rem ain dom inant for sm allU .
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noninteracting resul.

A though we cannot decide which of the above two
possbilities applies, we do have a unigque situation where
the pairing correlation is enhanced despite the Um klapp
processes being possible. T his interesting situation does
not appear in the two—-leg ladder.

Lastly, we study the case so that the rstband ishalf-

lled when n is further decreased and t is also decreased

Fig.l9). In this case, we again observe no enhancem ent
In P (r), as expected from the weak-coupling theory and
the above discussion.
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(2) against r for a 38
05725 and 74 elctrons
The dashed line represents the

In this section, we have shown wih the projctor
quantum M onte C arlo m ethod that the enhancem ent of
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the pairing correlation expected from the resuls in the
previous section is indeed found even for the interm e—
diate interaction strengthsU 2t) and the interchain
hoppings(t; t). The features of the enhancem ent is
sin ilar to that in the two-leg case.

W e have also studied the cases where the Um klapp
processes can be relkevant. E specially, we found that the
enhancem ent of the pairing correlation isnota ected by
the Intraband Um klapp process w ithin the second band
which does not involve the pairing order param eter.

V.PAIRING CORRELATION IN FINITE
SYSTEMS| A CASE STUDY FOR THE 1D
ATTRACTIVE HUBBARD MODEL

Aswe have seen In sections 2 (two—Jleg ladder) and 4
(threeJleg Jadder), QM C resul forthe pairing correlation
In Hubbard ladders are consistent w ith the w eak-coupling
prediction when the highest occupied leveland the lowest
unoccupied level (called the levelo set hereafter) in
the relevant freeelectron bands are m ade to lie close to
each other. A sim ilar situation is also found to occur in
a QM C study of sihgle chain with distant transfers
¢ t° U model

W e believe that an all level o sets should be required
tom Im ic the them odynam ic 1im it (oulk system s), w here
this quantity is In nitesin al. H owever, we have to quan—
tify the criterion system atically. O therw ise, the results
obtained In the previous section m ay be taken as an un-
controlled nite size e ect. In this section we actually
give a circum stantial evidence for justifying that we can
indeed quantify this, with which we can tell that the re-
sults in the previous sections are m eaningfiil.

W e start w ith asking ourselves the follow Ing question.
Let us take a model (such as the attractive Hubbard
model with an attractive interaction U < 0) that is
know n to superconduct. Fora bulk system weknow that
the pairing correlation should have an slow ly decaying
asym ptotic behavior for arbitrary U € 0, but in a nu-
m erical calculation such as QM C the tractable system
size is lim ited, so that it is inconceivable that a slow Iy
decaying asym ptotic behavior is obtained even for, say,
P j= 0:L01t. So the question is what is the requirem ent
for such an asym ptoticbehaviorto be detectable In  nite
size system s.

W e shall conclude In this section that the levelo set
as com pared w ith the spin gap is the key lngredient. The
criterion w ill also shed light on num erical calculations for
system s which m ay possbly have an all soin gaps.

A s a case study, we take here the 1D attractive H ub—
bardm odel. T his isbecause them odel is exactly solvable
w ith the Bethe Ansa , 0 that we know the exact form
ofthe correlation fiinction aswellas the value ofthe spin
gap Por arbitrary values of param eters. W e com pare this
wih QM C resuls for the pairing correlation for system
sizes exceeding one hundred sites. W e delberately choose



an allattractionsto look into the case where the spin gap
is am all.

Let us st brie y recapiulate the exact result for
the 1D attractive Hubbard m odel, whose Ham iltonian
is given by

X
= t

X

 cy1 +he)+U NNy

U <0

15)

In standard notations. W e consider the case where the
num bers of up-spin and dow n-spin electrons coincide. In
this case, the spin gap is present for all the values of
U < 0 and the band llingn. At half Iling @ 1),
the pairing correlation decays as 1=r w ith the real space
distance r, regardless of the value of U . Note that the
pow er is reduced abruptly by unity from the power = 2)
for U 0 assoon asan In nitesinalU is switched on.
Thisisan e ect ofthe soin gap, which opens as soon as
an In nitesin alU is switched on, this is due to the fact
that the spin phase is locked to give a long range order
for its contribution to the pairing correlation finction for
U < 0. For a generalvalue of n the pairing correlation
decays as 1=r'* , where (I )K ( 2), an exponent
appearing in the Tom onaga-Luttinger theory, m onotoni-
cally increasesw ith {J j and decreaseswih n( 1).

W e have adopted the pro fctorM onte C arlom ethod to
calculate the on-site singlet pairing correlation fiinction

P (r) = h, CY#CiJr r#Ci+ rn 1

EANGE

16)

in the ground state. T he calculation is free from the neg-
ative sign probgn because we are considering the case
of attractive U A 1l the calculations are perform ed for
a 114-site system . W e consider the case w here the closed
shell condition (on-degenerate freeelectron Ferm i sea)
is full- lled, so that thereisa niegap " between the
highest occupied level and the lowest unoccupied level.
To evaluate the decaying power of the pairing correla—
tion, we least-square t the numerical result to 1=r in
the ranger = 6 27 by taking logarithm of the data.
In this range the periodic boundary condition is seen to
have littlee ect. A lthough a cosine-lke uctuation isob—
viously present In the data, tting allofthe pointsin a

nite range should average thise ectout, namely, tting
coskr)=r toa fom a=r would gwvea 0.

InFig20,we rstpresentresultsforhalf Iing o= 1),
w here the pairing correlation has an asym ptotic behavior
like 1=rregardlessofU.OurQMC result orU = t
show sthat the power is 14 in contradiction w ith the
exact resul. Only when U becom es as hrgeas 2 do we
recover 1.
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function, P (r), plotted against the real space distance r In a
114-site 1D attractive H ubbard m odel at half lling. U = 0
(dashed line), U = t ( ), U = 2t (2). Straight dashed
lines are last squares twih 1=r forr= 6 27.

Now, the soin gap s Pr this system size at U

t( 2t) estinated from the Bethe Ansatz is 0.2t
(023t). If we take the ratio of these values to the level
o set "aroundtheFem ilevel, which is0:11t, they give
valies 11 and 2.1, respectively. This suggests that the
pairing correlation, which is govemed by the spin gap,
cannot be clearly detected unlss = " issu ciently
large, In agreem ent w ith our speculation m entioned at
the beginning of the present section. In fact gs= " is
In nie in a bulk system ,and we also assume an In nie

s= " in the Tom onaga-Luttinger theory aswell.

In Fig2l, in orderto con m the point away from the
half ling, we have also looked atn = 1=3,where "=
0:055t) is an aller than that for n 1. The power for
the pairing correlation is now 085 forU = t fom
the Bethe Ansatz. The QM C result for U t gives

0:9, indicating that the num erical result is rather
reliable already at U = t in this case. If we look at the
¥velo set, s= " 1:6 is indeed greater than that for
n = 1 and is closer to the case of U 2t forn = 1.
This result further con m sourview .
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In conclusion, we have shown that thee ect ofthe spin
gap can be clearly seen in the correlation finction of nite
size system s only when the size of the gap is su ciently
large com pared to the discreteness of the onebody en—
ergy levels. Combining the resuls for the Hubbard lad—-
dersand orthet t° U model we believe that this is
the case n general: A criterion for reproducing the cor-
rect form ofthe correlation functions istomake g= "
large. T his in plies that to reproduce the correct asym p—
totic behavior of the correlation functions in m odels hav—
Ing sn all spin gaps, very large system s are required. An
alemative way is to tune, if possible, the values of the
param eters so that " becom es sm all around the Ferm i
Jevel, as we have done for Jadders.

One nalpointis, sihce " isde ned asthe kevelo set
at U = 0, the quantity can becom e ilkde ned for large
Interactions, w here we have to consider that the quantity
should be renom alized.

VI.SUMMARY

In the present paper, we have studied the pairing
correlation In the Hubbard ladder wih two(even) or
three (0dd) num beroflegs. Thishasbeen m otivated from
a congcture due to Rice et al. that an even-num bered
ladder should exhibit dom inance of the interchain singlet
pairing correlation as expected from the persistent spin
gap away from half- Illing. Naively, one can then expect
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that an odd-num bered ladder should not exhibit dom i
nance ofthe pairing correlation re ecting the presence of
gapless soin exciations.

W e have rst considered the two-leg Hubbard ladder
m odel. In the weak-coupling theory, In which the interac—
tions are treated w ith the perturbative renom alization—
group method, a dwave lke pairing correlation be-
com es dom Inant re ecting a soin gap in the twoleg
Hubbard ladder. The relevant scattering processes are
the pairtunneling process across the bonding and the
antibonding bands and the backw ard-scattering process
w ithin each band. T he pairtunneling process is rem inis-
cent of the SuhIK ondo m echanism for superconductiv—
ity in the transiion metals with a two-band structure.
However, the weak-coupling theory is correct only for
In niesin ally an all interactions In principle. Thus the
calculation for nite interaction U isneeded, but existing
num erical calculations for nite U have been controver—
sial.

In Sec.Il, we have applied the profctor M onte C arlo
m ethod to investigate the pairing correlation finction in
the ground state for nite U . W e conclude that the dis—
cretenessofenergy levelsin  nite system sa ectsthepair-
Ing correlation enom ously, where the enhanced pairing
correlation is indeed detected for interm ediate interaction
strengths ifwe tune the param eters so as to align the dis—
crete energy levels ofbonding and antibonding bands at
the Femm i Jlevel In order to m im ic the them odynam ic
lim it. T he enhancem ent of the pairing correlation in the
U = 2t case is sm aller than that in the U = tcase. This
is consistent w ith the weak-coupling theory in which the
pairing correlation decaysasr =©@¥ ) K isthe critical
exponent of the gapless charge m ode) at long distances
and K is a decreasing function ofU .

In the cases where Interband or intraband Um klapp
process is possble, the pairing correlation is not en—
hanced. This result is also consistent w ith the weak—
coupling theory.

W e then m oved onto the correlation functions in the
threeJeg Hubbard ladder m odel in Sec.ITI. W hether the
above ¥ven-odd’ congcture holds for the sim plest-odd
ladder (ie. the threeleg ladder) with a plural number
of charge and spin m odes is an in portant problm . This
has ram ained an open question, since there had been no
results forthe pairing correlation fiinction in the threeleg
t J orHubbard ladderm odels.

A key isthe coexistence ofgapless and gapfulsoin exci-
tations In the doped threeleg Hubbard ladder. T his has
been analytically shown from the correlation functions
starting from the phase diagram obtained by A n:igztrllﬁ,
who enum erated the num bers of the gapless charge and
soin m odes w ith the perturbative renom alization-group
technique In the weak-coupling Im . Iffwe tum to the
correlation functions, we have found that the coexisting
gapful and gapless m odes give rise to a peculiar situa—
tion where a speci ¢ pairing across the central and edge
chains (roughly a d-wave pairing) is dom nant, while the
2kr SDW on the edge chains sin ultaneously show sa sub-—



dom inant but still long-tailed (ower-aw ) decay associ-
ated w ith the gapless soin m ode. The relevant scatter-
Ing processes are the pairtunneling process betw een the
top and the bottom bands and the backw ard-scattering
process w ithin the top and the bottom bands. The sit-
uation is rather sim ilar to the two leg case where the
pairtunneling processes play an important rolke for the
enhanced pairing correlation. Schu has independently
obtained results for both the SDW and the pairing cor-
relations which are sim ilar to those given in Sec.ITI.

However, as discussed In the twoZleg case, i is not
clear w hether the weak-coupling results m ight be appli-
cabl only to in nitesim ally an all nteraction strengths.
In Sec.lV, we have thus checked the pairing correlation
In the threeleg Hubbard ladder w ith the QM C m ethod
tuning the param eters so as to align the discrete energy
¥velsofthe rst and third bands at the Fem ilevelas in
the two-leg case. T he enhanced pairing correlation is in-—
deed detected even for nterm ediate Interaction strengths
In the threeJeg lJadder. T he enhancem ent of the pairing
correlation in the U = 2t case is sm aller than that in the
U t case as In the two—Jeg case iIn SecII. This result
is consistent w ith the weak-coupling theory in Sec.IIT in
a sim ilar reason w ith that in the two—Jeg case. Nam ely,
the exponent of the pairing correlation is a decreasing
function of K ’swhich should decrease with U .

Various e ects of the Umklapp processes have also
been discussed. E specially, it is found that the enhance-
m ent of the pairing correlation isnot a ected by the n—
traband Um klapp process w thin the second band which
does not involve the pairing order param eter. T he key
m essage obtained In the present paper, is that the dom —
nance of the pairing correlation only requires the exis—
tence of gap (s) In not all but som e of the spin m odes.
This is independent to whether the number of legs is
even (two) or odd (three).

T here are still In portant open questions. O ne is how
the Hubbard m odel can possbly be related to real sys—
tem s such asthe cuprates. Speci cally, O ne should study
the two-Jeg and/or threeJdeg Hubbard ladder for larger
U, where the dom inance of the pairing correlation m ight
be lost. Furthem ore, the threedeg t J m odel should
be studied to be com pared w ith the Hubbard ladder. It
would also be interesting to further investigate ladder sys—
tem s w ith Jarger num bers of legs. T he Hubbard ladders
w ith m ore Jarge num ber of kegs is also of Interest, since it
m ay have a key point to understand the tw o-din ensional
system s. M ore recently, Lin et a have exam ined the
weak-coupling phase diagram for the fourJdeg Hubbard
ladder where the pairing correlation is the m ost dom i-
nant in w ide param eter region.

Finally, n SecV,a QM C study for the pairing corre—
lation in the 1D attractive Hubbard m odel is given. T he
m odel can be exactly solved by Bethe Ansatz, so that
we know the exact form of the correlation functions at
long distances and the values of the soin gaps. A QM C
study has shown that the e ect of the soin gap can be
clearly seen in the pairing correlation function of nite

17

size system s and the behavior at long distances is consis—
tent w ith the exact resul only when the size of the gap
is su ciently large com pared to the discreteness of the
onebody energy lvels. The result is a circum stantial
evidence to justify the enhancem ent of the pairing cor-
relation in SecIT and Sec.IV and com bining this resul,
we believe that this is the case in general or nite size
system s.
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APPENDIX A:CALCULATION METHOD IN
SEC JIII

1. D erivation ofeq.(3.4)

Here we derive eq.(34) in the standard bosoniza—
tion method. The Intra— and the Interband forward—
scattering termm s, which can be diagonally treated in the
phase Ham itonian as we will see In the follow ing, are
produced from the intrachain forward-scattering tem s
using eq.(3.3) as Pllow s:
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+ pairtunneling tem s: @Al

Here H ¢ consists of the forward-scattering processes in
the band description and the electron operator w th in—
dex + ( ) belongs to the right—(left-) going branch. W e
prepare the follow ing bosonic operators as in the usual
single-chain case.

8 1=2 p
N -
2 _ y ) .
T ip; T op k; At fork > 0;
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H — 12P. a¥ ai; »; Drk< 0;
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0 iip; ai;+,p X; ai+ p; fork > O,
ik = 1=2Pp
z y
ESH or Ay prky 2o TR0
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1 ( 1;x ) corresponds to the charge (spin)-density excita—
tion In band i. Note that, ix and ;) obey the boson
com m utation relation:
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Furthem ore we can rew rite the non-interacting part of
the Ham iltonian H ¢ as
X X

Pj Ei/;p ip TV
ip

HOZVF Pji‘? i;p: (AG)

ijp
Now we introduce the phase variabls as in the single
chain case by the llow Ing equations:

X T k=2
i =1 — -
k>0 Lk
BP0y, 50 €% (w L)k an
X k=2
i =1 — -
k>0 Lk
B ¥ (L 50 € (w1l @8
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H ere the phase variable
phase ofthe spin (charge)-density wave, while ;
the eld dualto i (4+).

From (B.7) and B .8), we can w rite the diagonalpart
ofthe Ham ittonian,H4 = H g+ H ¢, In tem s ofthe phase
variables as

i+ ( i+ ) can be regarded as the
(1 )1s

ngspin+Hcharge;
Z
X v 2 2
Hepn= 4_ dx[@x =+ )7+ @x 1 )L @9
H a e
£ i
=¥ 1439 @t 1 g @1 )
4 4 x 1+ 4 x 1
Z h i
Vi 2 2
+— dx 1+g @ 2¢)+ 1 g @ 2 )
Z h
+ gk 1+ Eg @ )2
4 4 x 3+ .
3 .
1 -9 @ 3 ) A 10)
7 4
+Vig X @ 10) @ 20) @1 )@ 2 )
i
+ (@x 3+ )(@x 2+) (@x 3 )(@X 2 )
Z i
3vr g
+ 3 dx (@x 1+ )(@x 3+) (@x 1 )(@x 3 ) H

ThusH 4 is separated to both the spin-partH o1, and the
chargepartH charge - H charge 15 also diagonalized by using
eq.(35),while H o4 isalready diagonalized. A s a resul,
eq.(34) is easily obtained.

2. Calculation of C orrelation Functions

Here we explain the m ethod to derive the correlation
functions. As exam pls, we here calculate the correla—
tion functions ofthe ntrachain sihglt pairing in the edge
chains and of the singlkt pairing across the central and
the edge chains. A s stated in the text, the relevant scat—
tering processes, are the pairtunneling process between
the 1rstand the third bandsand the backw ard-scattering
processw thin the rst or the third band.

T he pairtunneling process is expressed in tem s ofthe
phase variables as follow s:

y Y
3+ #

S 3§ 1 4 140t Sow1 v 14
+ Sy 3 e 1sm 14t 3w 3y 144 1 T hx
/ 3¢z 41 ¢ 1evexpli(a 3+t 1+ 3+ )]
+ 3443 m o1 v o1pexpl(; 3 1+t 3+)]
+ o344 3 v o1en 1 gexpli(s 3 0+ 1t o34l
+ o34vmo3 o 144 1 veXP(: 3 1+ 3+)]+ hxcy
= 2exp (1 3 )]leos( 1+ 3+) cos( 1+ +

P
8cos( 2 1 )sin( 14 )sin( 34 ):

3+)]+ hcy



Herewehavede ned the product oftheU operator@ as
i #= i+# i v,but this convention does a ect
the correlation fiinctions as in the two—leg ca
T he backw ard-scattering process w thin band i is also
expressed In tem s ofthe phase variablesthrough eq.(3.6)
as

y .
iy i+# i vt ho

i i+ i ovexp[ 21 4 ]+ hey
20082 i+ ):

i+ "

@12)

This and eq.) give the eq.(3.7) In the text. In the
begihning we calculate the correlation finction ofthe in—

Now we calculate the correlation function of the singlet
pairing across the centraland the edge chains. T he order
param eter is expressed as

Ocgss = ( +n+  4n) g Ot ay)

+" 1 # 3+" 3 #

(144 1 v 344 3 w) A1le)

Here again we pick up only the two-particlke operators
w hose correlations show power-law decay. In temm softhe
phase variables, the order param eter can be rew ritten as

trachai pairing in an edge chain ( chai). The order er 1 4 3+ 3 4 d o1t ey 3o
param eter is expressed 1n the band description as /o1ew o1 pexXPE(1 + 14)] 0 3em o3 gexpl(s + o34
0 intrass e . 1+4 1 nexp (g 1401+ 344 3 nexpl(s 3+ )1
1 1
1 if (f=p=+ P= » + P= + =
Z[ o1 ¢t o3en 3 4+t 2 o0 o 4l @13) texp (19—219— 19—3 2 19—6 3 ) 2g]
. . 1 1 1
where we have picked up only the two-particle opera- explif( P=p=+ P= 2 + P= 3 )+ —g] @a17)
tors whose correlations show powerJaw decay at long 2 2 3 6 2
distances. T he correlations of the other tw o-particle op— ox [J_'E(pl—p—+ ie1_ ie1_ __—
erators correlation decay exponentially due to the gapful P 2 2 3 2 6 3 2g
eld (s). W e can rew rite the above equation in the phase 1 1 1
variables as texplif ( pP=P=+P= 2 *+ P= 3 ) 59k
2 2 3 6 2
1+ 1 ¢4+t 2 24m 2 gt 3 o3 - 4 [J.pl— +191_ ):
, . = 4diexp 2 = 3 )
/1w o1 pexpl(1 + 14)]+ 3w 3 pexpl(s + o34)] 3 6
2 20 2 4P Bl + 2] o C alculation ofthe interchain pairing correlation function
Cdexp AP L 4 B= 5, + P s )+ 141 is quite sin ilar to that of the intrachain pairing correla—
2 3 6 tion.
n 1 1 1 ©
+iexp 1i[( 19—5 1+ P—§ 2 * 19—6 3 )+ 34 ] M crss ®)0crss 0)i
. . 1 1
t2iexpl(z + 2l / rexplie= 2 )+ p= 3 )]
n 1 1 o 3 6
=dexp i+ P= 2 +P= 3 )+ 3] o1 1 .
2 3 6 explie= > O+ p= 3 O
n 1 1 o 3 6
+iexp il( -+ p= 2 + = 3 )+ <] 1.1 ).
2 3 6 2 = exp| Eth( 2 ) 2 O)°i
+ 2iexpi( 2 2+ )0 Aa14) 1
= 2iexpfi( , 20 )] +-h(; &) 3 0)*ig); @ 18)
| S Ll 4 _1
Herewehave xed 14 = 3 = =2and ;1 = = 2 x K I

as discussed in the text and the tem s containing t he
gapfil elds are canceled out. Now we can calculate the
correlation finction:

10 intrass ®)O intrass (0)1

/ rexpli(, () 24 ®)Expl(z ©) 2+ O)I;
1

=expl Sfh(2 &) 2 0)%i+ h( 2+ ®) 2+ (0)%ig
2 1 2 X k

= exp[ — (— + — + 3) 1 coskx)]l; @1

3L K K k

Cl 2 smgas B
exp[ = (—+ — —)7%;
P K K g 2
2

2 3

k>0

From above calculations, we can see that the interchain
pairing exploits the charge gap and the spin gaps to re—
duce the exponent ofthe correlation function, in contrast
to the intrachai pairing.

I
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