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We study the magnetic orbital effect of a doped two-leg ladlléhe presence of a magnetic field component
perpendicular to the ladder plane. Combining both low-gnepproach (bosonization) and numerical simu-
lations (density-matrix renormalization group) on theosty coupling limit (t-J model), a rich phase diagram
is established as a function of hole doping and magnetic fbove a critical flux, the spin gap is destroyed
and a Luttinger liquid phase is stabilized. Above a secoitital flux, a reentrance of the spin gap at high
magnetic flux is found. Interestingly, the phase transgtiare associated with a change of sign of the orbital
susceptibility. Focusing on the small magnetic field regithe spin-gapped superconducting phase is robust
but immediately acquires algebraic transverse (i.e. atangs) current correlations which are commensurate
with the4kr density correlations. In addition, we have computed the-fietd orbital susceptibility for a large
range of doping and interactions ratigt : we found strong anomalies at laW/¢ only in the vicinity of the
commensurate fillings correspondingdte= 1/4 and1/2. Furthermore, the behavior of the orbital susceptibil-
ity reveals that the nature of these insulating phasesferdift: while foré = 1/4 a4kr charge density wave
is confirmed, théd = 1/2 phase is shown to be a bond order wave.

PACS numbers: 74.20.Mn, 71.10.Pm, 75.40.Mg, 75.20.-g

. INTRODUCTION TH/LVH
Ladder systems have proven to be remarkably interesting > > >
systems, both as simple models exhibiting behavior simi- - ‘/1 ‘{‘ /
lar to 2D systems, and as systems exhibiting competition \/
between several types of ground states. Theoretical mod-
els of doped ladders display a large superconducting (SC) I IR R B R IR ERG RO BN
phasé23458with d-wave pairing associated with the pres- S|P 2|0 2]°

ence of a spin gap, with a ground state which can be described
variationally as a short-ranged resonating valence bante’st - £iG_ 1: (Color online) The isotropic t-J ladder under magngeld.
Charge density wave (CDW) correlations compete with thaf the magnetic field has a component perpendicular to thdelad
pairing correlationg:8° The phase diagram of the isotropic plane, a fluxs passes through each plaquette. Below is the gauge of
t-J model was sketched in Ref. 6 and displays, in addition tahe Peierls substitution with opposite phases/2 along the legs.
this competition, insulating phases for the particular oen-
surate doping8 = 1/4 and1/2. Another competition exists
between the superconducting phase and an orbital antiferr@ingle-orbital model. When the magnetic field is applied par
magnetic flux (OAF) phagé®iti21314vhich has been ad- allel to the plane of the ladder, the orbital effect is suppeel
dressed in different ladder models by studying transvesse ¢ and only the Zeeman effect remains. The latter case has been
rent correlations which display a quasi-long range ordéfnén  discussed in details in this system and it was shown that a
OAF phase. doping-controlled magnetization plateau and a large Fulde
Ladders are also among the simplest systems through whidferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov phase are obtainée?2° Since
a magnetic flux can pass (see Fij. 1). When a magnetic fielthe ladder possesses a spin gap, when the magnetic field is not
H is applied to an electronic system, it couples to both thdn the ladder plane, the orbital contribution may dominate t
spin of the electron, via Zeeman effect, and to the charge despin contribution in the total susceptibility at low tematre.
gree of freedom, via orbital effect. The total magnetic sus- Early numerical investigations of the t-J model with mag-
ceptibility of a real material splits into various contrtmnst®>  netic orbital effect on ladders and 2D lattices revealedanst
X = XN\ X, whereySPMis Pauli susceptibility and  effect of the magnetic field on the magnetic and pairing prop-
X2 and xo, are the orbital susceptibilities of the conduc- erties?! but the results were limited to small systems. A
tion and the core electrong2®, must be evaluated from local bosonization study of a related model of spinless fermionic
atomic orbital and we will neglect it in what fO”OWS(.g{)%d is  ladders suggested the possibility of fractional excitagiand
usually difficult to evaluate because one has to precisely deof an OAF phase induced by the magnetic fi&dS Carr and
scribe the evolution of the whole band structure with maignet Tsvelik® studied the orbital effect of the magnetic field on the
field 2617 In the following, we will investigate®® , within a interladder coupling using an effective model to describe a
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single ladder. Lastly, it has been predictethat bosonic lad- Il. PHASE DIAGRAMS
ders could have commensurate vortex phases at commensu-
rate fluxes which would represent a one-dimensional analogu A. Weak-coupling limit

of the two-dimensional vortex phase.
The purpose of the present paper is to consider the effect
of a nonzero flux on the magnetic susceptibility on a singleH
two leg ladder, and also to investigate the effect of stronge
fluxes on the zero temperature phase diagram of the ladder.
this end, we combine the bg);z%nziYZation technique and density
matrix renormalization gro¥p=<'(DMRG, see Appendix B
for details) to compute the phase diagram and physical prop- H=H+U Z ip,tTip,| - ©)
erties of a spin-1/2 fermionic ladder with orbital effecther “P
results are presented in two parts. The first part is devated t
the analysis of the phase diagrams as a function of the flu
¢ per plaguette in the weak- and strong-coupling limits. Th
second part is focused on the physics of the spin-gappeéph
of doped ladder at small flux which is more relevant to real-
istic magnetic fields. In particular, we discuss the stgpili
of the insulating phases & = 1/4 and1/2 present in the
phase diagram of the t-J model at zero flux. In the conclusio
we briefly give considerations on experiments which are con
nected to these results. For sake of clarity, we have reddgat
some of the technical details to appendices.

We first introduce interactions between electrons using the
ubbard ladder in magnetic flux. The Hamiltonian comprises
e kinetic term, incorporating the flux and the on-site re-
RulsionU > 0:

ccording to the usual strate§ywe will consider first the
Imit U = 0 and study the non-interacting band structure.
;;[hen, we will turn onU' < ¢,¢. so that the band structure

is not deformed and obtain the different phases in this weak-
coupling limit. Let us begin with the discussion of the band
structure.

The magnetic flux has a strong effect on the shape of the
bands. Indeed, it mixes the bondir® &nd antibondingz)
bands which exist at zero flux. To emphasize the difference
with the zero field case, we call the two bands obtained at
finite flux the down ) and up(u) bands. Results on the band
structure are discussed in Refs|22,23 and extended toe finit
Including the flux and fixed filling in AppendiXxA. The band structure depends
on the flux¢ and on the ratia, /¢ (see Fig[R). We define
two characteristic fluxeg. andg,, both of them dependent on
t1 /ty, and such that abowvg., a double well appears in both
bands and abowvg,, a band gap opens between the bands
andd. Four different possible shapes of the bands are obtained
according to the location of the flux with respectioandg,.

H, = —t Z [ew/QCLl,l,gCi,l,a + h'c'} The two critical flux lines crosses @t /¢ = V2, ¢ = 7/2).

The magnetic flux couples to the kinetic part of the Hamil-
tonian through Peierls substitutiéh28:2°In what follows, dif-
ferent hopping amplitudes along the chaing @nd between
the chains{, ) are considered, and the Hamiltonian is:

By filling these bands, one can show (see Appefdix A) that
. only situations with either two or four Fermi points can occu
-t Z [e_z¢/201+172700i,2,a + h.c.} The location of these Fermi points and their respective Ferm
i,o velocities vary continuously with the flux. In the rest of the

—t Z {01727001',1,0 + h-C-} 1)

i,0 T T T T T

wherec; ; . is the electron creation operator at siten leg/ o VN

with spino. ¢ denotes the dimensionless flux per plaquette B LY,

h

with A(z) the vector potential which depends on the gauge D
choice,a the lattice spacing. The magnetic field breaks time- e

reversal and chain exchange symmetries which, as expected, | RN |
will have notable consequences on the current properties of A N
the system. Symmetry and periodicity considerations allow
us to limit the study to fluX0 < ¢ < 7. Exchanging chains 0 , , , ,
amounts to reversing the direction of the magnetic field. élor 0 1 V2 2 Z

details on the gauge and flux quantization on a finite systems ti/t)

can be found in AppendikIB. The unit ef is 2w¢y with

b0 = h/e = 4.1357 x 107> T m?. For experimental consid- FIG. 2: The four typical shapes of the bands depending on tixe fl
erations, a fluxp = 0.017 already corresponds to a very high and on the ratie, /¢. Critical fields¢o (resp.¢.) signal the appear-
magnetic field of H~ 800 T for a typical valuez = 4 A of ~ ance of a double-well (band gap). Note that the D phase alhvays
the Cu—O—Cu bond in a cuprate. The gauge chosen i Eq. ( ly 2 Fermi points what(_ever_ the filling and that the C phaten
is represented on Fil 1. = m always has 4 Fermi points.
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tl/t” =1 sible to have an umklapp interaction inside the bonding band
' (if its Fermi wavevector equals/2) leading to either a COS1
or C1S2 phasé The phase diagram of an isotropic ladder re-
sulting from these considerations is given on Eig. 3 wheee th
main feature is a reentrance of the C1S0 phase at high flux.
The high flux C1S0 phase has a band structure very similar
to the one of the Hubbard chain with a next-nearest hopping
term?>36 ¢/ for # > ¢/2 and the same competing orders as
n 05——=—-—-———————. the low flux C1S0 phase as we will see. This phase diagram is
: genericfor | /t;| < 2 exceptthaty < ¢. whent /t) > V2.
Fort, /t) > 2, the C1S0 phase at low flux around half-filling

|-—-- cos1 disappears.
-—- C1S2 .
----- C0S0 (Band)
—— CO0S0 (Mott) S B. Strong-coupling limit: numerical results on the t-J modd
0 L | L .
0 /2 n

We now let the interactions go to the strong-coupling
¢ regimeU >> t where the Hubbard modéIl(3) reduces to the
t-J model withJ ~ 4¢2/U. In this limit, we only use isotropic
FIG. 3: Phase diagram in the weak-coupling limit for an igpic couplingst = t = tL andJ = J” = J, so that the t-J
ladder restricted to fillings < n < 1. Phases with 4 (resp. 2) Fermi Hamiltonian simply reads
points fall generically into the C1S0 (resp. C1S1) class. half-

filling, interactions will drive the system into a Mott insting phase 1

for ¢ < ¢o while a band insulating phase occurs whemn> ¢.. Heg=PHP + J Z[Si "S55 — Z”i”j] ) (4)
Other phases can be found if the ratio of the Fermi velocitgnge (i,5)

(C2S1 and C2S2) and if thkband Fermi wave-vector is/2 (COS1

and C1S2). whereS; is the spin operator and; = c{ ,c; , is the elec-

tronic density operator (leg index is omittedSn andn;). P

is the Gutzwiller projector which prevents double occuganc
paper, we will work only at fixed electronic density (denotedon a site. Observables are computed with DMRG for the range
by n) which will constrain the sum of the Fermi momenta asof doping0d < § = 1 — n < 0.5. The phase diagram will be
a result of the Luttinger theore#. discussed for the special caggt = 0.5 for which the system

Having obtained the non-interacting band structure, we adtias dominant superconducting fluctuatigfs.

interactions small enough not to perturb the band structure
following the strategy of Refs.|4,31,32/33,34. Adopting th
usual notation §Sq for a phase withp gapless charge modes 1. Orbital susceptibility
and ¢ gapless spin modes, a system with two Fermi points
and repulsive interactions is expected to be generically in  The results for the non-interacting system of Appeiidix A
C1S1 phase, i.e. a Luttinger liquid state. With four Fermishow that the orbital susceptibility plotted in Fig] 15 cbas
points and repulsive interactions, the system is gendyioal  sign at the transitions from < 2 Fermi points with sharp
a C1S0 phase, i.e. a Luther-Emery liquid which is the univerdiscontinuities (for0 < § < 0.5). It is important to note
sality class of usual doped two-leg ladders. The criticédi§ie that the noninteracting orbital susceptibility contaimsri-
at which the system changes from— 2 or 2 — 4 Fermi  putions from all the occupied states and not just those at the
points can by computed analytically (see Apperidix A). NoteFermi level which control the low-energy properties. There
that from Refs| 4,38,34, in the case of 4 Fermi points, othefore, such connection of the change of sign of the orbital sus
phases such as C2S1 or C2S2 appear when the difference lagptibility and a change in the number of Fermi point is not
tween the two Fermi velocities becomes sufficiently large toobvious. Nevertheless, we propose to extend this way ofprob
prevent runaway of some coupling constants in the RG flowing the phase diagram to the interacting situation. Indeed,
The large velocity difference implies that these phasesrare can compute the screening currgptand its associated sus-
the vicinity of the transition region between the C1S0 ared th ceptibility y°™ as a function of the fluy using the definitions
C1S1 phase, where the Fermi velocity of the band that is emp-
tying is going to zero. Moreover, this also implies that both ) 1 0Ey
the C2S1 and C2S2 phases have a very small extent near the /I (¢) = R
transition regior:3%:24 The above considerations apply for a
system at a generic incommensurate filling. At commensuin which Ey(¢) the ground-state energy ardis the length
rate filling, umklapp interactions can be relevant and lowerof the ladder. With this definitiony®®(¢) > 0 corresponds
the number of gapless mod&&:2*More specifically, at half- to orbital diamagnetism. The first relation is a consequence
filling, an insulating phase COS0 of the Mott type (resp. Bandof the Feynman-Hellman theorem and the second one results
type) is expected fop < ¢ (resp.¢ > ¢o). Itis also pos- from the definition of the susceptibility agj;/0¢. This

10°Ey

and x°®(¢) = L o5
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FIG. 5: Phase diagram of the t-J model fbft = 0.5, for which
the system has dominant superconducting fluctuations atflex,
determined from the zeros of the susceptibility on a systéim iv=
32. Results are very similar to Figl. 3 with a transition to a CpBase
at intermediate flux and a reentrance to a C1S0 phase at laxge fl

FIG. 4: (Color online) Orbital susceptibility, charge armrsgaps
for J/t = 0.5 and on they = 0.063 line of Fig.[3. The zeros of the
susceptibility precisely probe the different two phaseditons.

screening current can be related to the mean value of the
current operatorg; o along the two chains by noting that

Ji1(#) = (j2 — j1)/2. Numerically, these quantities are com- o ]
puted directly from centered energy differences (to mimani 1 h€ elementary excitations of a doped two-leg ladder are ei-
discretization effects) ther the creation of a magnon, which cost is the spinfyap

or the creation of two quasi-particles by breaking a Cooper
pair, which cost defines the pairing energdy. Following

2. Elementary excitations : pairing energy and spin gap

J31(@) = —[Eo(¢+do) — Eo(¢ — d9)]/(2Ldg) (6)  Refs[20,39, we compute them numerically from the defini-
XP(¢) = [Gj(¢+do) —jy (6 —de)]/(2dg), ~ (7) HOnS
Ag = Eo(np,S* =1) — Eo(np, 5% =0) (8)
using the conditiong; (0) = j;(7) = 0 (see AppendikB) and A, = 2Ey(nn —1,5% =1/2)
the right and left derivatives fox°™®(0) and x°®(x). These —Eo(nn,S7 = 0) — Eo(np — 2,57 =0) (9)

guantity are easy to compute numerically and are found to

have small finite size effects fof/t = 0.5. The effect of  with Ey(ny,.S*) the ground state energy of a system wih
interactions is to smooth the discontinuities at the ttéoTss  holes and spir5* along thez axis. Since one can always
but we still expect that the sign-changes of the suscejtyibil have aS* = 1 state by breaking a Cooper pair, the condition
do correspond to transitions between C1S0 and C1S1 phasgss < A, must be satisfied in the thermodynamic limit. For
even in the strong-coupling limit (see Fig. 4). The phase diag = 0 and.J/t = 0.5, it is knowr?® that the pair-breaking
gram obtained from this ansatz is consistent with the behavi excitation is larger than the magnon excitation (lowegteii

of other observables such as spin-spin correlation funsiés  excitation). These elementary gaps as a function of the flux
will be seen in the next paragraphs. Thus, we can sketch oare displayed on Fi§l] 4. We observe a decrease of the pairing
Fig.[§ a phase diagram similar to the one of Eig. 3 for the t-energy with¢ toward 0 at the critical flux corresponding to
model with J/¢ = 0.5. Compared with the weak-coupling the onset of the C1S1 phase. In the C1S1 phase, we have a
phase diagram, the C1S1 phase is slightly wider at low dopmetallic Luttinger liquid phase with zero pairing energyher

ing but thinner foré ~ 0.5. Even in the presence of strong cancellation of the pairing energy is thus the result of adban
interactions, the overall shape of the phase diagram isfnot aemptying mechanism and should not be confused with a mag-
fected (although the precise location of the phase boueslari netic superconducting critical fieltf ., which would corre-

in thed, ¢ plane does depend @/t or J/t). Hence, for typ-  spond to a high density of vortices in a 2D (albeit anisotppi
ical densitiesd.5 < n < 1 in the isotropic t-J model, the superconducting material. Indeed, we do not obser¥&a
leading effect which governs the phase diagram is the changaiperconducting critical field or commensurate vortex phas
of the band structure under the applied flux. Lastly, one musas in the model of bosonic of Reéf.124. A situation correspond-
note that the C1S0 phase persists at small flux at quartiegfill ing to a trueH ., critical field might rather be a small flux

0 = n = 0.5 in contrast to Fig[13. This can be qualita- through an array of coupled ladder. In this respect, the ap-
tively explained by noting that renormalization group $ésd proach of Ref.|9 copmutes correctly the, field up to a few

on coupled chains have shown that interactions reduce the impproximations.

terchain hopping integral, with respecttoits non-interacting  The spin gap increases at low magnetic field until it crosses
value3’:38 A, (see Fig[#). From local hole densities (data not shown),
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Spin correlations(z) for fluxes in the C1s1 ~ FIG. 7: (Color online) Superconducting correlatiafigz) for three
phase(a) and in the C1S0 phases at low and high flugesin the ~ Vvalues of the flux corresponding to each phases encounteréteo
phase diagram of Fig] 5 on thle= 0.25 line. Insert: the behavior 0 = 0.063 line of the phase diagram of Figl 5. The decrease ex-
of the Spin gap Computed on the same system usind]zq. (8)_eThe§)0nent is much h|gher in the C1S1 and h|gh'ﬂUX C1Ss0 phases and

independent observables confirm the reentrance of the i&@p  the overall magnitude is strongly reduced suggesting alticettate.
Note that correlations display oscillations associatetl witk = con-

tribution.

the domain of hole pairs slightly shrinks which can be inter-

preted as a reinforcement of the spin-liquid background aghe |ow-field C1S0 phase reads

low magnetic field, in agreement with exact diagonalization

results previously discussédiFor larger flux but still in the  A(z) o ZU [(0a)*¥apotar o+ (ba)*VaLoVar o
C1S0 phase, the spin gdps becomes identical to the pair- -

ing energyA, and both decrease towards zero as the flux _(h )2 _ 2

is increased.p The energy differendg, — Ag can be inter- e LR
preted as the energy of a bound state of a magnon and a hdt@r instance, the intraband terms read

pair. This magnetic resonant mode was discussed previously i . -

at zero flux by varying interactiod%*%4! and its origin was Up g p.L,—g ~ 0t TP o Oes 0], (10)
related with the opening of doping controlled magnetizatio i, p = + for d/u. From previous resulswe know that
plateaug?2% Thus, the effect of adding Zeeman coupling atj, 5 c150 phase all the fields except, are gapped, with
low flux (¢ < =/3 for J/t = 0.5) would give very similar 0._) = 0and(¢ys) = 7/2, (¢s_) = 7/2. These terms
results to those of Refs. [19/20 since the bound state s8Ivive, g thys algebraic with a decay exponeAt2k.., ) which is

to rather high magnetic flux. Finally, a small spin gap is re-the continuation of the zero-flux physics. We observe from
covered athigh flux (near = ) in agreement with the weak-  rig 7 thatk.., increases with the magnetic field but a precise
coupling limit predictions. o evaluation is numerically difficult.

To gain further insights on these excitations we have com- | the C1S1 phase, superconducting correlations are ex-
puted the spin and pair correlation functions in the groundhected and found to be algebraic with an exporent + K,
state. The spin correlation(z) = (S(z) - S(0)) are short-" yt with a much smaller amplitude, in agreement with a metal-
range in a spin-gapped phase with a correlation leggth  jic phase.
1/Ag which gives complementary estimation of the evolu-  The physical properties of the high-flux C1S0 phase are
tion of the spin gap, particularly important when the p&rin yery similar to that of the low-field C1S0 phase. Following
energy is smaller than the spin gap. From Eig. 6, we find gnheanalysis by Fabriz® (see AppendikT for notation), the

similar increase of the spin gap (smaligrat small flux and  pairing order parameter in this phase reads :
algebraic correlations in the C1S1 phase. The spin gap lat hig

flux is again recover with short-range spin correlations. A(x) o Z o [(a1)*V1 o1 1o + (01)°U1 LoVt o
The singlet operators on a rung defined Byz) = -
Cx14Cz2, — Cz1,.Cz21 0Oives the pairing correlations H(b9) 20, tn.r o + (02) %0210t R o] -

P(z) = (A(z)AT(0)). While P(z) remains algebraic in the

C1S0 and C1S1 phases, its overall magnitude follows the paiwhich will give fluctuations with an exponent/(2K., ).

ing energy and is strongly reduced in the C1S1 phase. Theseomputing the density and transverse current order parame-
correlations can be discussed from the bosonization apbroaters shows that they have2d(., decay exponent associated
using the conventions and definitions of Apperidix C. We findwith the wave-vectoR(kr1 — kr2) = 27n. The compet-
that the low-energy dominant term at wave-veajoe 0 in ing orders are thus the same as in the low field phase studied



in SecIll. The fact that the SC signal is small and with a
large exponent in Fid.l7 suggests that the CDW fluctuations
dominates in this strong-coupling regime making the higk flu
C1S0 phase a spin-gapped metallic phase with strong trans-
verse current fluctuations.

Ill. LOW-FIELD PROPERTIES OF THE LUTHER-EMERY
PHASE

This section discusses the properties of the C1S0 Luther-
Emery phase at very low fluxes relevant to the experimental
accessible magnetic fields.

A. Current densities and correlations

With open boundary conditions used in DMRG, we have
access to the local density of holes and currents. The local
hole density reads(z) = 1 — (n(x)) while the mean values
of local parallel and transverse current operators are cosdp
using the definitions

ji(@) = ity[e2cl 1 ) peano — e 2l | Lertino]
Ji(a) = dtyle™ %l o a0 — €92l 5 Jeot12.0]
ji(z) = dtilcl ) seano =y pCarol. (11)

They are related to the current operajpralong the chaimp
viaj, =1 >, jﬁ’(:z:) and thus to the screening currgito).
We have checked that Kirchhoff's conservation law for clearg
currents is satisfied at each vertex of the lattice. At zeng flu
no currents are present in the ladder. When the magnetic field
is applied, time-reversal symmetry is broken and local cur-
rents have a non-zero expectation value depicted i Figr 8 fo
a2 x 32 ladder with 4 holes. First, the two hole pairs manifest
themselves by two domains (areas with open circles). The lo-
cal screening currents develop inside these domains arad not
the edges of the ladder. Clearly, in the strong-couplingt lim
where double occupancy is prohibited, the only domains in
which electrons can take advantage of the flux are the room
left by holes. This results in a periodic pattern for hole-cur
rents whose length scale is exacly! (= 16 in Fig. [8).
Such alength scale is different from the usual magneticteng
\/h/eH governing orbits of Landau levels. A similar length
scale has been found in the study of OAF phisasile the
current pattern is different from the one observed under-mag
netic field. Note that these diamagnetic currents are not re-
lated to the Meissner effect expected in a superconductar or
a bosonic ladde# Actually, hole pairs are delocalized on the
two chains so that this pattern does not correspond to dsrren
of pairs but rather to currentssidepairs.

To study the nature of the current fluctuations, we have
computed the transverse current correlations

J(x) = (Gr()j(0)) = (o (@))(Ge(0),  (12)

where we have subtracted the finite local expectations (as
one would do with density correlations). The main result of

density of holes. An excess of hole is represented by emptiesiwhile a lack of holes is represented by full circleseTihe thickness is proportional to the current strength thed
arrow gives the direction. Note that the transverse cutiaastbeen rescaled (by a facfor5)), the main screening currents are on the chains. Integhgtithe orbits have a length scale

FIG. 8: (Color online) Local hole density and local curreimshe ground state of the C1S0 phase (at low flux). The areheo€ircles is proportional th(z) — § with h(x) the local
5! determined by the average hole density.
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Plot of local currents j (x) (x5), jj(x), and hole density h(x) in a 2x32 ladder with § = 1/16, J/t = 0.5 and ¢/27 = 0.125.

—~
A\ "4
Y

A
S

yaoN
Y

A
S

PanN
S

N
NS

—~

g
A
A

anN
S

FIG. 9: (Color online) Local expectation values with the wemtions of FiglB on the = § = 1/2 line (quarter-filling) in the bond-density-wave phase at faix.

Plot of local currents ji (), jj (), and hole density h(z) in a 2x32 ladder with § = 0.5, J/t = 0.2 and ¢/27 = 0.0625.
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Ref.l11 was the absence of algebraic transverse curremtcorrent because the chain exchange symmetry is explicitly loroke
lations in a C1S0 phase because of the strong spin fluctatiomy the magnetic field. Indeed, EG.{11) can be rewritten in the
associated with the spin gap. Here, although the spin-ghppéasis of thel, « bands, which leads in the continuum limit to
C1S0 phase survives at low flux, the situation is quite differ terms with different wave-vectors:

]l(SC) - itL (ai - bi)[eiﬁkuzw;}%’gdju,L,a - 62ikuzwl7u,g—wu,R,a’] + (QZ - bZ)[672ikdzw;R7gwd,L,d - 62%”10;;07/101,1%,0]
+(byag + Qubd)[67i(kd+ku)z(¢l7R7(,¢d,L,a — ¢,§7R7U7/)u,L,a) + ei(derk“)m(’l/)Z_’Lﬂglbd,R,a — w},d,g—wu,R,a’)]
+ (buba+ auaa)le ™ UL taro = Ul oture) +EE TR L an — 0] gotura)]  (3)

where the coefficients,,,,, by, are defined in AppendixIC. proportional tchkFc_kF. However, in bosonization, a mo-
We now turn to the bosonization representation of the operamentum cutoff is introduced, and the high energy stateshvhic
tors appearing in Eq_(13). Terms with the lowest wave-vectoinvolve the creation or annihilation of fermions with mormen

kq — k, contain operators of the form tum farther from the Fermi momenta than the cutoff are elim-
_ inated. Thus, the expression of the current at lowest order i
wzﬂRﬂgwd,R,a ~ gl PeFlem—o(da=0:0)] (14)  theinteractiorU/t in Eq. (I3) cannot contain any: contri-

butions. However, virtual processes in which a fermionés cr
with o = (1,1) = £. In the C1S0 phase, their correlation ated and annihilated far from the Fermi points give contribu
functions decay exponentially as they involve the dual §ield tjons of higher order it/ /¢ to the4k; components that only
0s— and ¢.— which are disordered. For the terms with the jhyolve fermion operators close to the Fermi points. Suath co
wave-vectotk, + k,,, we find similarly that tributions can be derived in perturbation theory followihe
approach in Refs.42,43. In the case of the transverse ¢urren
an interaction of the formi/c] _c} ¢, csr, yields a pertur-

which also have short ranged correlation functions becauseative contribution proportional t6'/t ¢}, cf c_i.c i, to

of the presence of the disordered fi#ld_ in the bosonized the4kr componentwhich involve only operators belonging to
representation EqL(L5). This is exactly the same result athe low energy subspace and thus cannot be neglected. Such
in Refl11 albeit extended to nonzero flux. Without magneticcorrections can be viewed as a pair hopping or a correlated
field, DMRG calculation¥ showed that the dominant wave- hopping between the chains. Thus, we expect to fidd a
vector in the exponential signal wa%+k™ ratherthark®—k™  contribution to the transverse current of the form:

probably because the bosonized expression of the corrdspon ,

ing Fourier component contains two strongly fluctuatingdfiel w;ﬂRﬂgwd,L,awl,R,gwu,L,a ~ e2Pet (17)

for the latter term (see Eq.(1L4) , but only one (see [Ed. (185)) f

the former term. In the presence of a magnetic field, we see

U potba g0 ~ et H0 (G +0.0](15)

that the terms in Eq[{13) corresponding to the wavevectors [3()| x2.J(x)
2k,, and2k, have a magnitude T LA B (bS
(bp)? = (ap)? x & ot i -1 +5x10™

at small flux¢, i.e. they exactly cancel fap = 0 but are

present once the magnetic field is turned on. These new term |
are allowed by the symmetry reduction induced by the mag- 16°
netic field. Furthermore, they have the bosonized expressio
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i[pet+DPPc—+0(Pst+DPs—)] ’ (16) _85
10 T

w;Rpwp,L,o ~ e
in which the spin contribution has long range order, but the
charge contribution contains the dual field_ leading to ex-
ponential decay of the associated correlation functioreré&h
fore, all the 2kx" contributions in the transverse current cor-
relation functions display an exponential decay. FIG. 10: (a) Transverse current correlations become algebraic in the

In the expressior (13), the higher “4dkharmonics of the  C1S0 phase once the magnetic field is turned on (same pararaste
current are not taken into account. The reason for this is thadn Fig.[8). (b) Demodulation of the signal enables to extract clearly
in the full Hilbert space, thdkr component ofj, is simply  the wave-vecto2rs of the correlations.




TABLE I: Summary of the bosonization result for operatordtie

low field C1S0 phase (see Appendix C for notations). We have

2kr = mn. If not short-range ("exp.” notation), we give the decay
exponent of the associated correlations. Numericadhyx)n(0))
and(j. (z)j. (0)) are algebraic because they pick up ttg 4erms.

in the C1S0 phase
Operator exponent|wave-vecto
S%(x) exp. 2kr
A(z) (1/(2Kc+) 0
Nok g () exp. 2k
TL4kF (CC) 2Kc+ 4kF
Jiokp(z)|  exp. 2kr
jl"“ﬁF (CC) 2Kc+ 4kF

associated with the wave-vectd(k? + k) = 2x(1 — 0).
The (ji 4k, (x)jL 4k, (0)) correlations have a power-law de-
cay with exponen2K .. This result is very similar to the
CDW fluctuations associated with the correlationéz)n(0))
which, while being short-range atr, also possess &k r
power-law decay. Note that these CDW correlations con-
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FIG. 11: (Color online) Zero field susceptibilityo as a function of
dopingé and interactions parametefgt for a ladder withL. = 48.

A strong reduction at low//¢t and commensurabilities = 1/4 and
1/2 are clearly visible. The computed susceptibility is neasgyo at

d = 1/4 but subject ot finite size effects (see Apperidix B). On the
contrary, thed = 1/2 phase has a finite susceptibilitinsert: the

tain terms analogous t6 (14,115, 16) but with different pref-derivativedxo/dd|s—o as a function of//t.
actors. This is in good agreement with numerical results for

which we found algebraic correlations with wave-veco?.
The wave-length of the correlations is again associateldeo t

creases continuously ag/t is lowered (data not shown, for

length scaley—! of the local hole and transverse current pat-'arger.J/¢, the convergence is better) so that we are confident

terns. We found numerically a larger Luttinger exponentifro
the current correlationk ., ~ 1 while superconducting cor-
relations rather givés.; ~ 0.6 for the same parameters. This
difference, also found for charge correlatiénspuld be at-
tributed to the need for virtual high energy processes tatere

that the observation is not an artifact of the finite sizeaffe
For § = 1/2, a discontinuity of the slope is found but the
susceptibility remains finite in this phase (there, thedisize
effects are smaller). The occurrence of insulating CDWs was
previously studielin this part of the(s, .J/t) phase diagram

the 4k correlations, leading to somehow low and noisy sig-°f the t-J model. However, only thie= 1/4 CDW phase was
nals. The behavior of the bosonized operators is summarizediscussed and Fif. 111 suggests thatdhe 1/2 phase is of a

in tablel].

B. Zero-field susceptibility and the commensurate phases

Since only very small flux per plaguettecan be achieved
experimentally, we now focus on thie— 0 limit of the or-
bital susceptibilityxo = x°®(0) which is calculated numeri-
cally from Eq. [®). For the non-interacting system, thismua
tity is finite and positive at half-filling and then increaseth

doping (see Fig._16 of Appendix]A). Once interactions are

turned on, this susceptibility is zero at half-filling besalof

the Mott insulating state (see Fig.]11 and Apperidix A for a
general discussion of the susceptibility). When doped, the

system acquires a susceptibility roughly proportionaléo-d
sity of charge carriers witlyy ~ ¢. The proportionality coef-
ficient decreases withi/¢ which is reminiscent of the fact that

large Js reduce the mobility of holes (see insert of Figl 11).

Compared with the non-interacting result, the suscefitibd
thus strongly reduced by the interaction. When the rdio

is lowered, a strong reduction qf is clearly visible for the
hole commensurate doping= 1/4 up to finite size effects
discussed in AppendIxIB. This drop of the susceptibility in-

different nature.

o J/It =0.75;¢9=0
|e—e J/t = 0.75; =41iL
He—=aJ/it=0.4 ;=0
||m—a J/t = 0.4 ;=41
oo J/t = 0.25;¢9=0
[le—e J/t = 0.25; =4TiL

FIG. 12: (Color online) Two-particle charge gap as a functad
doping showing the emergence of insulating phases at cosuren
bilittes § = 1/2 andd = 1/4 at low J/t. The smallest flux we have
access to is enough to destroy the= 1/4 CDW phase (see text
for details), while the) = 0.5 BOW phase is more stable. Data are
computed with an extrd = +0.3 at the two extremal rungs.



To study more precisely the occurrence of these phases, we
have computed the two-particle charge gap

Agp = Eo(nh + 2) + Eo(nh - 2) - 2E0(nh) (18)

as a function of doping and interaction at zero magnetic field
and for the lowest fludz/L we have access to. A system
with pairs always has a finite one-particle charge gap (o¥ pai
ing energy), but is insulating if the two-particle charge ia

also finite. The results on a ladder of finite lendth= 48 0.4~ o ()

are given on FiglZD2. On the one hand, a strong disconti- | o 1)(x) |
nuity atd = 1/2 is found even for rather largé/t and the | ‘ o L)
charge gap of this phase survives to nonzero flux (away from 0 6 12 18

the commensurability),, is much smaller but finite because X

of the finite length of the system). On the other hand, the

d = 1/4 discontinuity is only found at small/¢t and is de-  FIG. 13: (Color online) Local kinetic bonds (z) in the§ = 1/2

stroyed for the lowest flux we can use. No other discontinuitybond order wave (BOW) phase computed at zero magnetic fidlel. T

of the two-particle charge gap is found for the range of dgpin parallel bond orders are strongly oscillating at wave-cegtwhile

0 < & < 0.6. The system with = 1/4 has edge effects and the transverse pond and the transverse kinetic bond antfcelec

we have added an extra = +0.3 on the two extremal rungs densities are uniform (see Fid. 9).

to control the spinons at the edges as it was done in/Ref.6. Thi

phase is thus difficult to study under magnetic flux but it was

studied previously and it was proposed to be a four-fold de- IV. CONCLUSION

generate CDW phase with pairing and a small spin gap on the

basis of the behavior of the Friedel oscillations. Thesesgap We have studied the effect of a magnetic flux through a

were found to be numerically very smélThe observed sen- doped two-leg ladder by means of bosonization and DMRG

sitivity to the flux is consistent with small gaps. Indeed;lsu  calculations. As a function of the flux, a rich phase diagram i

a four-fold degenerate phase is difficult to stabilize. @Qaal observed with an intermediate Luttinger liquid phase ard th

tively, if pairs of holes are well-formed on rungs, it is haod reentrance of the Luther-Emery phase at high flux. Both in the

generate an effective long range repulsion between thése paweak- and in the strong-coupling limits, the phase diagam i

to stabilize a crystal of hole pairs. On the contrary, if paire  governed by the evolution of the band structure. Focusing on

spread over a few rungs, they can repel each other more easilye small field physics of the Luther-Emery phase, we observe

but will have a smaller spin gap and pairing energy. Thisslate that local currents develop in the ladder inside the holespai

picture of a pair of holes delocalized on a plaquette eveoy tw regions. Their typical length-scale* is controlled by hole

plaquettes seems to be more suited to describe this phase. dopingé. The transverse current correlations also develop
In the insulating phase witlh = 1/2 (quarter-filing), &S Soon as the magnetic field is turneq on with an a_lgepraic

instead of the pronounced Friedel oscillations obtained foPehavior contrary to what was found without magnetic field.

§ = 1/4, a uniform electronic density (see Fid. 9) is found. Lg_stly, we have computed nur_nencally the zero-_fleld suscept

However, if one computes the bond order parametgfs) bility of the system as a function of the interaction paramnet

along the bonds at zero magnetic field by using the definitiond/¢ @nd of hole doping. We found that insulating commen-
surate phases at low/t exists only at dopingé = 1/4 and

1/2 and that the two phases have different responses under

_ T T .. . .
t (@) = tylcarin,oeio + o 0Catiio) magnetic field. The contribution of the conduction elecéron
ta(z) = <cl+1,27acm72,0_ + 01,27,,0“1,2,0) to the orbital susceptibility might thus be useful to proheste
; + phases experimentally. Results on éhe 1/4 phase are con-
ti(x) = ti(cp1oCa20+ Cp2oCato), sistent with a four-fold degenerate ground state with a kmal

pairing and spin-gap, making it very sensitive to the flux. On
one finds strong oscillations with a period of two latticeesit the contrary, thé = 1/2 phase appears to be a robust bond or-
for the || bonds making this phase an insulating bond or-der wave phase with a two-fold degenerate ground state. De-
der wave (BOW) phase (see Flg.]13). This is confirmedspite its insulating nature, this phase has a finite suduyti
by the current pattern under magnetic field found in Eig. 9due to local orbits of electrons around plaquettes.
which has well-defined orbits around plaquettes but small The ladder compound §r ,Ca,Cu4O4; (SCCO) was
currents between plaquettes. The local transverse cugrentthe first non-square cuprate compounds showing super-
staggered while the transerve bond density wave order paonductivity under high pressufé. The presence of a
rameter is uniform. Such local orbits allow a finite orbital spin gap in its superconducting phase has been addressed
susceptibility even if the system remains insulating beeau experimentall§®4%47.48 byt no consensus has risen on the
(70 (2)7.(0)) ~ (51(1)j.(0)) in Eqg. (D2) which is simply actual nature of superconductivity in this material. An-
the local response on a plaquette. other exciting feature of SCCO is the occurrence of charge
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density waves at ambient press@$&®:21.52.53.54.55,56,57.58  Hamijltonian by taking the Fourier transform, which gives th
Experiment®’:2® have suggested that CDW could appear atenergies
wave-vectors 1/3 and 1/5 which was discussed theoretically

using a multiband charge transfer model solved by Hartree; _ o) L9, .o ® a2
Fock approximatio®® Here, we have showed that the t-J Eajulk, @) = =2t coskcos 5 & 4 [sin” ksin®™ o + (_)

2
model on a single ladder only displays 1/4 and 1/2 commensu- (A1)

rabilities, as proposed in Ref. 6, and that orbital susbéiffi  The basis transformation can be written using coherence fac
could help to understand the nature of these commensurajgys,. , > 0

phases.
We would like to point out that an interesting realization of Ch1 ar by Chod
guasi-one dimensional systems in which magnetic flux can af- = by — s (A2)
fect the band structure is provided by carbon nanot8%gsl- k.2 ko TAk) A\
lowing the theoretical predictio?, experiments on multiwall \yith
nanotubes (where notable fluxes can be achieved due to the
large diameter of the outmost shell) have shown that the band ) 1 sin k sin %
structure of these systems was indeed sensitive to magnetic G = 5 1- 5 (A3)
fluxes®:62.63|n the case of gapped zig-zag single wall nan- \/sin2 ksin® £ + (%)
otubes, although the experimentally accessible fluxesitiro
the tubes were small, an effect on the conductance osgiikati B2 _ 1 14 sin k sin % (Ad)
in the Fabry-Perot regime could nevertheless be evidersed a k™ 9 ‘

\/sin2 k sin? % + (%)2

Ane haven_; = by and the factors depend on the wave-vector
k while at zero fluxa, = b, = 1/\/5. For any finite flux and
k > 0 we havea; < b with

aresult of the lifting of the degeneracy between two subband
As there exists some evidence for strong electronic correl
tions in carbon nanotubé&455:56.67.68nd as carbon nanotubes
possess some analogies with ladd&ran interesting exten-

sion of the theoretical results developed in the presengmpap

would be to study quasi-one dimensional models mimicking sink sin @

more closely carbon nanotubes. It would be particularly in- b} — aj, = 2 = . (A5)
teresting to compute the behavior of the Luttinger exponent \/sin2 ksin® £ + (%)

controlling the Zero Bias Anomaly as a function of the ap- ) )

plied field. Below are a few considerations on the band strucfuré (A1)

which are summarized in Fig] 2:
(i) The condition to have a band gap is thatx&; =
Acknowledgments Ea(m,¢) < min €, = £,(0, ) which givesg = cos 2. This
condition can be reformulated as> ¢q with

GR would like to thank IDRIS (Orsay, France) and o o2
CALMIP (Toulouse, France) for use of supercomputer facil- sin 5 = 1—- (5) . (AB)
ities. GR and DP thank Agence Nationale de la Recherche
(France) for support. GR and SRW acknowledge the support (ii) The condition to have a double well in thg&; band
of the NSF under grant DMR-0605444. comes from the sign of the second derivativécat 0 and

APPENDIX A: FORMULAS FOR THE NON-INTERACTING
SYSTEM

Part of these results were first given in Refs| 22,23. We re-
produce them for clarity and notation conventions (whiah ar
different) and extend them when necessary. In what follows
o = tL/tH-

1. Band structure

At zero flux, the interchain coupling lifts the degeneracy be
tween chains giving birth to a bonding bakg= 0 and anti-
bonding band:, = w. The flux breaks the reflection symme- FIG. 14: Depending on the filling, the number of Fermi poirea be
try between chains and couples thésendr modes. We call ~ either 2 or 4 (sketched on the bands of the B phase ofFFig. 2)e No
down and up (with labeld/«) the two bands in presence of that at low and high filling, the two Fermi velocities have opjte
a flux. It is straightforward to diagonalize the non-inteiiag signs while at intermediate filling, they have the same sign.
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is 5 cos% = sin? %. This condition can be reformulated as  Working at fixed electronic density, we have to relate the

¢ > ¢, with Fermi points directly ton using Eq. [[A1) and the Luttinger
, sum rule (see Fid. 14 for sketch of all possible situatioifs).
1 2 - . .
e /X + 1602 — o2 the system has only two Fermi points, then we have either
51n¢_ = [ @ 8a @ ] (A7) k& = mn or k% = m(n — 1), where both relations do not
depend on the flux. When there are four Fermi points and

. ) . limiting the discussion ta < 1, we have either that:
In this case, the wave-vectors corresponding to the MINIMUIG) the hands are overlapping:

of the down band and the maximum of the up band read

D kL 4+ kL = mn
ki (¢) = arcsin \/sin2 $_ (g) cot? ¢ (A8) u d a2 2 1/2
2 \2 2 “in (M) _ (2)%cos? & a2t
kax(®) = 7~ kipin(¢) (A9) 2 sin’(5t) —sin” § 2
which appears with a finite value. (ii) there is a non-monotonous dispersion, for the down band
(iii) The two curves intersection is = /2 for which we
haveg,,. = 7/2. If a < a. we havep. < ¢o, elsepg < ¢.. K — kb, = mn
. . R s -, :
(|v_) The condition to empty _the band ISy = a 2_005 5 ki 4 g (2)2 cos? s 1/2
and is the same as the condition for which éheand is com- sin | 2Fa P2\ _ 5 ) COS™ 5 4 sin? ?
pletely filled. 2 sin?(Z2) — sin? ¢ 2 '

(v) We can show that only situations with two or four Fermi

points can occur: for monotonous bands € ¢.), this is  These equations reproduce the correct result instee0 and
obvious. Fornon-monotonous dispersiging ¢.), if ¢ > ¢o, o = 0 limits. It is also straightforward to compute the 4 crit-
the two bands are not overlapping so we have either two ocal densities at which the number of Fermi points changes

four Fermi points. For any flux € [¢., ¢o, we can convince  from 2 to 4 and 4 to 2 (see Figl. 3). By arranging them accord-
ourselves that sinc&" (k, ¢) > £9(k, ¢) (for anyk) and since NG 107 < nea < Nes < Nea, We have

the up band has a unique maximum kgt,.(¢)) while the

down band has a unique minimum {;,(¢)), it necessarily Nei = arccos(cos ¢ + acos(¢/2))/m if ¢ € [pe, 7]
implies that only two or four Fermi points are allowed (see _ if
Fig.[12). nea = arccos(cos ¢ — acos(¢/2))/m if ¢ € [0, Py

ne3 = 2—ne if ¢ €0, o]
Neg = 2—ne i @ E [Pe, 7] (A12)
2. Filling the bands : finding Fermi points
These equations can be inverted to give the critical fitx*

Fermi pointski/“ are deduced from their relation to the &t which the transitions from 2> 4 Fermi points occur:

chemical potential: from Eq. [Al). If needed, this equation

. . 24 1 2
can be inverted into oS ¢ L \/(g) 1 4 cos? (W_n) (A13)
" 2 2 2 2 2
cos k%/u(u, o) 2i cos 5
dl this last expression is useful to check that the change af sig
u 2 & an 2 of the susceptibility is associated with these transitions
tosgunl 1= (22 [sin2 2 (— .
Sd/ l (2t||) ] sin” 5 + 5
(A10) 3. Orbital susceptibility

This latest is useful when working at fixed Note that, de-
pending ong and u, the above equation can have two roots
labelled bys,,, = +1 for eachsectord, u (see FigLIh). If
there are two Fermi points in the same bandve use the

Knowing the location of the Fermi points , we can com-
pute quantities integrated over the bands such as the total
energy Ey(¢), the screening current;(¢) and the associ-

notationk?, , ,. The Fermi velocities can be evaluated from ated orbital susceptibility from Eqs.]1(5). Onedcontributto
7 this current from electrons of momentutnis jH/“(k, ®) =
0Eq/u(k 0¢, which reads:
cosksinQ% d/u( ,9)/0¢

v}i,/u(k:, ¢) = 2t sink cos% F

L2720 | (a)2
\/sm ksin ——i—(—) 9 .
2 2 d/u .91 sin” k sin ¢
(Al1) J/"(k.¢) = —t) { cosksin S F 5
i iti i H H 2 2 2 29 a2
Note that one of the two Fermi velocities is negative in case sin® ksin® £ + (2)

of non-monotonous bands. (A14)
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FIG. 16: Zero field orbital susceptibility of the non-intetiag sys-

FIG. 15: Susceptibility as a probe to the number of Fermitsdior ~ tem fort. = ¢ from Egs. [AI§-ALY). The singularity at = 0.5

0.5<1—6<1l0andt, =t. ¢***indicate the transitions from marks the transition from 2 to 4 Fermi points. When< 0.5, the

4 to 2 and 2 to 4 Fermi points. susceptibility changes sign far ~ 0.3975 . .. while the system al-
ways has two Fermi points.

and similarly, the corresponding contribution to the spsiee

bility reads The curve fora. = 1 is plotted on Fig[_I6 which shows that
for n < 0.5, even when there are only two Fermi points, the

sin? k cos ¢ susceptibility can be either positive or negative.

[sin2 k sin? % + (%)2}

t
xgr/bu(k, }) = —% coskcosg F

1/2

APPENDIX B: FLUX QUANTIZATION AND FINITE SIZE
1 sin4 kSiH2 QZS EFFECTS
4+

3/2
[Sinz k sin® % + (%)2} In this section, we discuss the quantization of the flux on a
(A15) finite size ladder. First, Hamiltoniahl(1) clearly givE$¢$) =
E (27— ¢) so that we can restrict ourselves to the windbw
It is important to remark that additional contributions am [0, 7]. Similarly, from Egs.[(5) we havg(¢) = —j (21 — ¢)
from the derivative®k? (¢)/d¢ and9°k?(¢)/04* because, which implies thatj(0) = j(r) = 0. What is quantization
in the case of four Fermi points, the location of the Fermiof the flux ¢ on a finite system ? Using periodic boundary
points depends on the flux. Thus, E4s. (5) can be computegbnditions with the gauge of Figl 1, the integrated flux alang
either analytically or numerically. A typical plot of theté*  |egis+¢/2 x L so that there is no remanent flux through the
gratedy®®(¢) is given on Fig[Ib which shows that its dis- cylinder holeof the periodic ladder if
continuities are associated with the— 4 Fermi points tran-

sitions of Eqs.[(AIB). We have checked that the latest result ¢ = mAn/L (B1)
is valid only for0.5 < n =1—-4§ < 1.0 whena = 1 (see
zero-field susceptibility below). with m an integer. Actually, this can also be simply under-

Lastly, the behavior of the zero-field susceptibilify® can  stood from momentum quantizatién= 27m/L and looking
be computed as a function of the electronic densityVitha  atthe dispersions 2t cos(k=+¢/2) on each leg wheh, = 0.
factor two for the spins, we have: This quantization can be checked numerically with exad-dia
if & > 1 — cos7n (two Fermi points), onalization. Furthermore, another possible gauge whigbsgi
1 . the same flux per plaquette is to take (z) = ¢z, with ¢
Xgrb(n) — [sin ™ (1 4+ Z cos m) - En} , (Ale) thefluxalongarung, and no flux along the legs. We can show

a that the two gauges are strictly equivalent on a finite system
else, ifa < 1 — cosn (four Fermi points), we have with periodic boundary conditions only f(B1) is satisfied.
With DMRG, we are using open boundary conditions for
orb Nz an 2 COS TN which we expect similar effects due to momentum quantiza-
Xo (n) = =t [4/sin (7) - (5) < W> tion. For most quantities and parametdys, the points with

¢ = 27wm/L interpolates nicely with the ones usirig {B1) so
2 sin <g 1 )] we can relax the constraint (see K. 4 for instance). Howeve
2 sin(mn/2) when taking the derivatives such as [ii (5) at Idyit where
(A17)  morefinite size effects are present, one must strictly dB& (
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E,(®) Xo(®) with implicit spin index if not explicitly required. We det®

T T T T [c Jt=0.25 ¢ = 2L by ¥'r/1.4/. the bosonized right and left movers inside each
Jit=0.25 (a)|==0250 =41 (b) bands. Note that we have different Fermi leviels; = k, #

-06=0.25 7 :jﬁ;gjgﬁ;iﬁ ] kpu = ky. From [A3) and[[A#), we deduce that ;,,, =

|F 2 ks, = baju @ndb_y,, = ay,,, = aq;,. The bosonized

I version of the local fermion operators depends on how many

- Fermi points we have and which bands are filled. If we have

four Fermi points and overlapping bands, we use

w

-62.60

ooXy~ —1 0 a@)/Va— aqe™ g p(x) +bae” M a1 (2)
-62.70 0 N i —iky
EI—EIXO ~0 [ \// ] + buemumwu,R(x) + aq€e Fu wu,L(I)
L e —--1 ikqx —ikqx
Ozl 4ml 6mL BWL 0 025 05 e2(@)/Va > bae™ " p(w) + age” M ()

(p 6 - aueikumwu,R(x) - bue_ikumz/]u,L(x)

where the right and left moving Fermi fields have the

FIG. 17: (Color online) Finite size effects on the calcdatof the . .
bosonized representation

zero-field susceptibility at low//t. (a) energies as a function of flux.
(b) xo as a function of the doping from Eq. [B2) for two different Moo i 4
b e r¥r,p,o

do. wp,r,o = \/%

with o a cutoff (nott, /¢)) andr = R/L, p = d/u and
to have correct estimates (this is necessary in[Fig. 11 for incr/. = F1. 7, , are Klein factors than ensure anticommu-
stance). On Fig. 17, because we know th&b) = 0, the zero tation of fermion operators having different spin or band in

field susceptibility is dex. The fieldsp, , , are chiral boson fields. The non-chiral
bosons fields are defined by:
X0 = (EO(Qd(b) - EO(O))/(deSQ)- (BZ) ¢p,a — [¢L,p,a 4 ¢R,p,a]/27 (Cl)
Takingd¢ = 27 /L gives a negative susceptibility whill) = Opoc = [0Lp0 — PRp,0)/2) (C2)
4 /L givesxo ~ 0. Finite size effects are smaller away from gnq they satisfy commutation relatiofs, , (x), 6, o (2)] =
thed = 0.25 commensurability and also at largéft and . 18 00,000 (z—2'). As usual in the framework of two coupled

The DMRG simulations were performed using the standarghains, we also introduce the following combinations ofhe

finite system algorithm on systems ranging frédm= 32t0  andg fields: the charge and spin modes in each barate
L = 64, with minor modifications to treat complex wavefunc-

tions. The density matrix at each step was the sum of the den- bep = [bpr + Gpo]/V2 (C3)
sity matrices constructed using the real and imaginaryspart _ _ V2 C4
separately. Typically, we kept: = 1400 states per block, o Os .[(bp = Gl (C4)
giving a typical truncation error afo—¢. The presence of the and similar transformations for tite And lastly, the+ com-
magnetic field did not increase the truncation error notablybinations

Correlation functions are computed by averaging two-point _ + NG) c5
correlations of equal distance. Correlations with one poin Dc/s.e = [Ges,a & Pefoul/ (C5)
too close to one of the edges are removed. Even if there i§he Luttinger parameters associated with these bosons are
no translation symmetry with open boundary conditions thi K.+ for the charge sectors arfd,-. for the spin sectors.
method gives comparable results with the one using one point In the case of two Fermi points (intermediate flux C1S1
fixed at the middle (but this method gives access to a largephase) ana < 1, only the down band is filled and we can use

distancer). the results of a single chain but using
c(x)/vVa — aqe™ g g(x) + bae ™ 1y 1 (2)
APPENDIX C: BOSONIZATION CONVENTIONS ea(2)/vVa = bae™ g r(x) + age” Mg ().

We simply denote by, and K, the Luttinger parameters
We use the same conventions as in Reff. 70. The bosonizgorresponding to the charge and spin modes.
tion procedure starts from the linearization of the band dis In the high-flux C1SO0 phase, four points are present in the
persion in the vicinity the Fermi points. When there are fourdown band. With the notatiobr1,q = k1 # kr 2.4 = k2, We
Fermi points, two of then in the up band and the two othehave after linearizing the band structure:

in the down band down bands (corresponding to the low-field ikyx —ikiz
C1S0 phase), we use: ca(@)/va = ale_k YLR(@) +bre " Y1)
+ a2e"™ o () + bae” 2o R()
a)_ L Z pike @k Dk Ch,d ca(@)/Va—  bie™ Py g(x) + are” * Ty ()
2 VL 4 b —ax) \Cru) + bae™2 g 1 (w) + age” *2 iy p(x),



and similar expressions for the Fermi operatogs (z).

APPENDIX D: DIAMAGNETIC SUSCEPTIBILITY
Let us consider the Hamiltonial] (3) &d (4) in the lingit—
0. By expanding to second order, we have:

by G iy P
H="H(p=0) 2L(31 Jo) SL(K1+K2),

14

where((;))o represents the retarded response function{and

is the expectation value in the ground state without magneti
field. In the absence of interchain hopping, the cross respon
function ({j1; j2))o Would vanish andj)o would be simply

the sum of Drude weights of each chain. The expression of
{JI)0 can be rearranged by noting that:

xT
jl—j2:2/ Ji

(D1)

wherej » are the densities of current operators along chains

1 and2 and K, » represent the densities of kinetic energy in

chainsl and2. Note that these operators are takenrpat
0. We obtain the density of screening current opergfos=

—10H/0¢ as:

J = %(jl — Jo) + %(fﬁ + K>).

Using linear response theory, we obtain the expectatiameval

of this current in this limit as:

3I(8) = Gio = § 164G = d2); G = d2)))o + (K + Kool

as a consequence of Kirchhoff’s law. So we have that:

0= [ @i O+ [+ Kao. (02

In the case of negligible transverse current correlatidhis,
term reduces to the expectation value of the kinetic enéingy.
an insulator, this yields a vanishing diamagnetic susbé#ipyi
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