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We study a frustrated two-leg spin-1/2 ladder with alternate Ising and isotropic Heisenberg rung
exchange interactions, whereas, interactions along legs and diagonals are Ising type. The ground-
state (GS) of this model has four exotic phases: (i) the stripe-rung ferromagnet (SRFM), (ii) the
anisotropic anti-ferromagnet (AAFM), (iii) the Dimer, and (iv) the stripe-leg ferromagnet (SLFM)
in absence of any external magnetic field. In this work, the effect of externally applied longitudinal
and transverse fields on quantum phases is studied. In both cases, we show that there exist two
plateau phases at 1/4, and 1/2 of the saturation of magnetization. Due to the strong rung dimer
formation, the system opens a finite spin gap for all the phases resulting in a zero magnetization
plateau in the presence of a longitudinal field. The mechanism of plateau formation is analyzed using
spin density, quantum fidelity, and quantum concurrence. In the (i) SRFM phase, Ising exchanges
are dominant for all spins but the Heisenberg rungs are weak, and therefore, the magnetization
shows a continuous transition as a function of the transverse field. In the other three phases [(ii)-
(iv)], Ising dimer rungs are weak and broken first to reach the plateau at 1/2 of the saturation
magnetization, having a large gap, which is closed by further application of the field. We use the
exact diagonalization (ED) and the transfer matrix method (TM) to solve the Hamiltonian.

I. INTRODUCTION

Frustrated low-dimensional quantum magnets ex-
hibit a zoo of quantum phases which attracts more
interest to both theoreticians as well as experimen-
talists, and so the theoretical studies are quite nec-
essary for the verification of the experimental results
due to the ever-growing synthesis of low-dimensional
magnetic materials [1–15]. In the spin chains and
ladder systems, the competing exchange interactions
lead to many interesting quantum phases like ferro-
magnetic ground state [16], Néel phase [17–19], Lut-
tinger liquid [20, 21], spiral [22], spin liquid [23, 24],
dimer phase [4], etc. The ground state (GS) of an-
tiferromagnetic isotropic Heisenberg spin-1/2 zigzag
chain has a gapless spectrum in small or strong cou-
pling limit, whereas, it has a gapped spectrum for
the moderate value of the ratio of the exchange in-
teractions [25–30].
In a non-frustrated regime i.e, for the weak and
strong rung isotropic exchange limit, the GS is
in a spin liquid state with quasi-long range order
(QLRO) and gapless spectrum [28, 29]. Whereas, in
the presence of anisotropic exchanges, it is gapped
if axial exchange term Z is dominant, otherwise,
gapless if XY term dominates, and, the anisotropic
Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain is its one of the best ex-
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amples [31, 32]. The GS of spin-1/2 normal ladder
with isotropic Heisenberg exchange is always gapped
irrespective of the strength of the rung exchange but
it may have a gapless spectrum for the anisotropic
ladder systems [32–38]. As an example, having an
isotropic exchange in the rung and axial anisotropy
∆ along the leg, the GS can be tuned from singlet
to Néel phase by increasing ∆ [35]. In case having
anisotropy on both: leg and rung exchange inter-
actions, the GS can be XY, Néel, or rung singlet
(RS) phase on tuning the rung exchange and axial
anisotropy [38]. Another type of anisotropic spin-
1/2 ladder is the Kitaev-Heisenberg model on a two
leg ladder where the GS has many exotic quantum
phases [36].
Many spin-1/2 ladder systems with isotropic and
anisotropic exchange interactions have been exten-
sively studied under magnetic field and are reported
to exhibit some of the magnetic plateaus and jumps
[39–52]. Japaridze et al. studied a two-leg spin- 1

2
ladder system with leg interaction J‖ and alternate

rung as J+
⊥ , J−⊥ in presence of a longitudinal field

h. They have shown that the system shows a zero
magnetization up to h−c1, a plateau at half of the sat-
uration magnetization between h+

c1 and h−c2 and full
saturation achieved at h+

c2 [53]. Moradmard et al.
studied a spin-1/2 ladder system with XXZ interac-
tion and they have shown different phases like x-FM,
z-FM, y-Néel, and z-Néel in a magnetic phase dia-
gram in the plane of anisotropy interaction ∆ and
magnetic field h [45]. Similarly, Dey et.al. carried
out the magnetization study of isotropic Heisenberg
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FIG. 1. (color online) a.(i) Schematic diagram of the spin
ladder with alternate Ising-Heisenberg rung interactions.
Jc and Jq are the alternative Ising and Heisenberg type
rung interactions respectively. Jcq, Jd are the Ising type
leg and diagonal exchange interactions respectively. Blue
and magenta color circles represent σ and S spins in Eq.1
respectively. l, k, and i represent leg and rung, and
site indices respectively. The spin configurations of four
exotic phases with Jc = Jcq = 1: b.(i) SRFM (Jq = 0.2,
Jd = 2.0), b.(ii) AAFM (Jq = 2.0, Jd = 0.4), b.(iii)
Dimer (Jq = 2.0, Jd = 1.0), and b.(iv) SLFM (Jq = 2.0,
Jd = 1.6) are shown. Blue and magenta rung pairs are
representing σ−σ and S−S rung pairs. The boxes shown
in Subfigure b.(iii) represent perfect singlets. Quantum
phases are studied earlier in Ref. [55].

spin-1/2 on a 5/7-skewed ladder and showed multi-
ple plateau phases with field h [46]. They show that
plateau phases are the consequences of gaps in the
spectrum, and these plateau phases can be explained
in terms of Oshikawa, Yamanaka, and Affleck (OYA)
criterion [47]. Some of the rigorous studies on spe-
cial types of ladders having the Ising-Heisenberg ex-
change interactions report the magnetization pro-
cess in various GS phases [48–52, 54]. For a spin-
1/2 two-leg ladder with Ising type leg, diagonal, and
Heisenberg type rung exchange interaction, Verkho-
layak et. al. find that a Néel ordered GS phase
undergoes a phase transition to full saturation of
the magnetization through a 1/2 of the saturation,
namely staggered bond (SB) phase in presence of an
external field [50]. For a spin-1/2 Ising-Heisenberg
branched chain, it is shown that the magnetization
curve shows a plateau at the half saturation which
can be characterized by quantum concurrence as well
[52].
We consider a spin-1/2 frustrated two-leg ladder sys-
tem with alternating Ising and Heisenberg type rung
exchanges, where the diagonal and leg exchange are

of Ising type as shown in Fig.1.a.i. In this model,
Jc and Jq are the alternate Ising and Heisenberg
rung exchange interactions respectively, where, Jcq
and Jd are the leg and diagonal exchange interac-
tion strengths of Ising type respectively. The quan-
tum phase diagram of this model is studied earlier
in parameter space of Jq and Jd (both are antifer-
romagnetic) by considering Jc = Jcq = 1 [55]. The
system exhibits four distinct GS phases under peri-
odic boundary condition (PBC): (i) stripe rung fer-
romagnet (SRFM), (ii) the anisotropic antiferromag-
net (AAFM), (iii) the Dimer, and (iv) the stripe
leg ferromagnet (SLFM) depending upon the val-
ues of Jq and Jd in absence of any magnetic field
[55]. The GS phases are schematically represented
in Fig1.b.[(i)-(iv)]. In this manuscript, we study the
effect of both axial or longitudinal and transverse
magnetic fields on the four GS phases with a few
sets of Jq, Jd values discussed in Sec.IV.
In this work, we observe that in all the quantum
phases, the system exhibits a plateau at zero, half,
and full of saturation magnetization in the presence
of an externally applied longitudinal magnetic field.
The calculations are done using the exact diago-
nalization (ED) [56] and transfer matrix (TM) [57]
methods, and results from both methods agree ex-
cellently with each other. Furthermore, we calculate
the zero-temperature limit quantum fidelity, fidelity
susceptibility, and quantum concurrence from the
partition function of the ladder using TM, and find
that these results are in accordance with the exact
calculation. The study of the magnetization under a
transverse field is carried out using ED only, and it
is noticed that the magnetization shows a half, and
full of saturation magnetization plateaus.
This paper is divided into a few sections as follows.
First, the model is discussed briefly in Sec. II. This is
followed by a discussion on methods in Sec. III. The
Sec. IV has two subsections dedicated to the study
in the presence of a magnetic field along two direc-
tions: longitudinal and transverse. In Sec. IV A 1,
the magnetization process is discussed in the pres-
ence of the longitudinal field. In Sec. IV A 2, we
discuss the zero-temperature limit quantum fidelity
and bipartite concurrence for different phases. In
Sec. IV B, we discuss the magnetization process in
the presence of a transverse field. In Sec. V, we
summarise the results and conclude the paper.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

We construct the Hamiltonian for a spin-1/2 two-
leg ladder with N number of spins periodically con-
nected along the leg, which turns out to be com-
prised of n = N

4 number of unit cells. In each unit
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cell, one rung pair is connected through an Ising type
exchange Jc, whereas, the other one is coupled with
a Heisenberg type exchange Jq as shown in Fig.1.
These rungs couple each other through Ising type
exchanges: Jcq along the leg, Jd along the diagonal.
The spins with rung coupling Jc and Jq are marked

with σ and ~S respectively. Here onward, the Ising
type and Heisenberg type rung spin pairs are to be
called σ−σ and S−S pairs respectively. Let us now
write down the Hamiltonian for one unit cell-

Hi = Jq ~S2i,1 · ~S2i,2 +
Jc
2

[σ2i−1,1σ2i−1,2 + σ2i+1,1σ2i+1,2]

+ Jcq[S
z
2i,1(σ2i−1,1 + σ2i+1,1) + Sz2i,2(σ2i−1,2 + σ2i+1,2)]

+ Jd[S
z
2i,1(σ2i−1,2 + σ2i+1,2) + Sz2i,2(σ2i−1,1 + σ2i+1,1)]

− h

2

2∑
l=1

(2Sz2i,l + σ2i−1,l + σ2i+1,l)

− hx

2

2∑
l=1

(2Sx2i,l + σx2i−1,l + σx2i+1,l) (1)

Here, h and hx are the longitudinal (+z direction)
and transverse ( +x direction) fields respectively.
The general Hamiltonian under PBC for a finite size
ladder is the summation of the n unit cells, which
can be written as H =

∑n
i=1 Hi.

III. METHODS

We employ the ED method to solve the energy
eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian in
Eq.1 for the system sizes N = 16, 20, 24 in the
presence of longitudinal and transverse fields both.
Whereas, in the absence of a transverse field i.e., for
hx = 0, the Hamiltonian of two consecutive units
commute to each other, and so we employ the TM
method to calculate the magnetization, quantum fi-
delity, quantum concurrence from free energy, and
partition function. The partition function for the
entire system of system size N can be written as
QN (h, β) = Tr(e−βH) = [Q4(h, β)]n (see appendix
VII). Q4(h, β) is the partition function for one small
unit of 4 spins and β is the inverse temperature.
For this model, QN (h, β) = [λ1 + λ2 + λ3 + λ4]n ,
where, λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4 are the eigenvalues of a 4 × 4
transfer matrix for one unit (see appendix VII). In
the limit n → ∞, and with the condition λ1 �
λ2 � λ3 � λ4, one can write QN (h, β) ≈ λn1 and
Q4(h, β) ≈ λ1. At zero-temperature limit i.e., for
β → ∞, after defining some of the system parame-

ters: ∆2 =
√

1 + 4( 1−Jd
Jq

)2, Q = eβJq/4, we obtain

the partition function Q4(h, β)

= e
−β(Jc−4h)

4

[
Q−1cosh[β(h−1−Jd)]+Qcosh[

βJq
2

]

]

+e
βJc
4

[
2Q−1cosh[βh]+Qcosh[

βJq∆2

2
]+Qcosh[

βJq
2

]

]
(2)

We rewrite Q4(h, β) as a polynomial function of eβh:

Q4(h, β) = a0e
2βh + b0e

βh + c0e
−βh + d0 (3)

Where, the coefficients of the polynomial are defined
as:
a0 = e−

β
4 (Jq+Jd+2),

b0 = 2e−
β
4 (Jq−1) + 2e

β
4 (Jq−1)Cosh[

βJq
2 ],

c0 = 2e−
β
4 (Jq−1)

d0 = 2Cosh[
βJq

2 ](e
βJq
4 +e

−β
4 )+2e

βJq
4 Cosh[

βJq∆2

2 ]+

e
β(7+8Jd+Jq)

4

IV. RESULTS

We study the magnetization properties for four sets
of exchange parameters: (i) Jq = 0.2, Jd = 2.0 for
the SRFM, (ii) Jq = 2.0, Jd = 0.4 for the AAFM,
(iii) Jq = 2.0, Jd = 1.0 for the Dimer, and (iv)
Jq = 2.0, Jd = 1.6 for the SLFM phases. It is to
be mentioned that in all these phases, Jc and Jcq
are unity.

A. Magnetization process in the presence of a
longitudinal magnetic field

1. Magnetization vs field

To calculate the magnetization using ED, we first
define the spin gap Γk1,k2 which is the difference be-
tween the lowest energies E0(k1) and E0(k2) of two
spin sectors Sz = k1, Sz = k2 respectively, and can
be written as

Γk1,k2 = E0(k2)− E0(k1) (4)

Szk is the z component of the total spin in spin sector
k for the entire ladder. The per-site magnetization
is calculated as m = k/N . This energy gap can be
closed i.e, h|k2 − k1| = |Γk1,k2 | by applying a longi-
tudinal field h. For spin-1/2 systems, m takes the
value between 0 and 1/2. Using the TM method, the

per-site magnetization is obtained as m = −∂F (h,β)
∂h ,

where F (h, β) is the free energy (see Appendix VII).
In Fig.2[(i)-(iv)], we show the finite size scaling of the
m-h curve for three system sizes N = 16, 20, 24 using

3
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FIG. 2. (PBC) Black, red, and green colors are the mag-
netization per site in the presence of a longitudinal field
h for the system sizes N = 16, 20, 24 using ED. The blue
color represents the magnetization calculated using the
TM method at T/Jc → 0. The values of Jq, Jd are (i)
0.2, 2.0 for the SRFM, (ii) 2.0, 0.4 for the AAFM, (iii)
2.0, 1.0 for the Dimer, and (iv) 2.0, 1.6 for the SLFM
phases respectively.

ED and also for the thermodynamic limit (N →∞)
in zero-temperature limit using TM. m − h curve
shows three plateau phases: m = 0, 1/4, and 1/2
connected by two magnetic jumps in each of the sub-
figures. The first jump is at hc1 from m = 0 to 1/4,
and the other at hc2 from m = 1/4 to full satura-
tion of magnetization in all four quantum phases as
shown in Fig.2[(i)-(iv)]. The hc1 takes values 2.5,
0.7, 0.5, and 0.7, and hc2 is 3.5, 3.5, 4, 4.5 for (i) the
SRFM, (ii) the AAFM, (iii) the Dimer, and (iv) the
SLFM phases respectively. Later on, we discuss in
detail that these magnetic transitions show plateaus
due to the spin gap and the jumps correspond to
unbinding of the rung dimers of equal energy. It is
noticed that there is no finite size effect in the mag-
netization curve.
In the stationary condition, the differentiation of free
energy with respect to magnetization is always zero

i.e, ∂F (h,β)
∂m = 0 (followed from Eq.17). Using this

condition, we find two critical fields hc1 = h−, hc2 =
h+

h± =
1

β
ln
[b0 ±√b20 − 3a0d0

3a0

]
(5)

Since, a0 = e−
β
4 (Jq+Jd+2) is negligibly small for

β → ∞, one can consider b20 � 3a0d0 and can take
the binomial expansion of the square root term in
the above equation. This leads to writing down the

critical fields approximately as hc1 = 1
β ln

[
d0
2b0

]
and

hc2 = 1
β ln

[
2b0
3a0

]
in zero temperature limit . These

critical fields are found to be matching with the ex-

b.(i) m=1/4 plateau type−1 b.(ii) m=1/4 plateau type−2

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24

site (i)

-0.1
0

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5

<
S

z i>

a.(i) Longitudinal spin density

FIG. 3. a.(i) Longitudinal spin density Sz
i is shown as a

function of site index i for four GS phases: the SRFM
(Jq = 0.2,Jd = 2.0), the AAFM (Jq = 2.0,Jd = 0.4),
the Dimer (Jq = 2.0,Jd = 1.0), and the SLFM (Jq =
2.0,Jd = 1.6) using black, red, green, blue colors respec-
tively. The spin configurations in b.(i) m = 1/4 plateau
type-1, b.(ii) m = 1/4 plateau type-2 are shown. In
m = 1/4 plateau type-1, all the Heisenberg rung pairs
S−S (magenta spins) are fully polarized, and in m = 1/4
plateau type-2, all the Ising rung pairs σ−σ (blue spins)
are fully polarized.

act calculations discussed above and shown in the
m−h curve in Fig.2. Plateau width can be obtained
as

d = |hc2 − hc1| =
1

β
ln

[
4b20

3a0d0

]
(6)

For a critical analysis of the m = 1/4 plateau forma-
tion for all the phases, the spin density 〈Szi 〉 is shown
as a function of site index i in Fig.3.a.(i). The SRFM
phase is highly Ising dominated whereas, the other
three phases are dominated by isotropic Heisenberg
rung coupling. So, the mechanism of plateau forma-
tion is supposed to be different in all other phases
than the SRFM phase. In the GS, the SRFM phase
is highly frustrated with Jd = 2.0 and Jq = 0.2. The
diagonal bond Jd is more strong compared to others
due to which it induces a finite gap between the non-
magnetic (Sz = 0) and magnetic (Sz = N/4) states.
For the given set of parameters in this phase, a large
field hc1 = 2.5 is required to close the gap so that m
jumps from zero magnetization to m = 1/4 plateau
as shown in Fig.2.(i). For h > 2.5, the weakly cou-
pled Heisenberg type rung pairs S − S have the fi-
nite value of spin density 0.5 as shown in Fig.3.a.(i),
which means that the S − S pairs are aligned in
the m = 1/4 plateau phase. The spin configuration
of this type of plateau is called m = 1/4 plateau
type-1 and it is shown in Fig.3.b.(i). The m = 1/4
plateau phase also has a finite gap due to its stabil-
ity coming from the strong σ − σ rung pair for the
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large Jc, and it requires a field h = 3.5 to close the
gap to reach the saturation. The other three phases:
the AAFM, the Dimer, and the SLFM have strong
Heisenberg rung exchange (Jq = 2.0), for which it
forms strong singlets on the S−S pairs, and are more
stable energetically compared to the σ−σ pairs with
Ising type rung exchange. The AAFM phase has
anisotropic antiferromagnetic spin alignment on the
ladder with Jq = 2.0, Jd = 0.4, where, a very small
field hc1 = 0.7 is sufficient to break the σ − σ pairs
and to reach m = 1/4 plateau as shown in Fig.2.(ii).
In the m = 1/4 plateau of AAFM, the rung spin
pairs of σ take the value 0.5 of spin density as shown
in Fig.3.a.(i). The spin configuration of this type of
magnetic phase is called m = 1/4 plateau type-2 and
is shown in Fig.3.b.(ii). In the Dimer phase, all the
Ising type exchanges are equal to unity for which it
has a lesser spin gap than the AAFM phase, and
it is closed by an external field hc1 = 0.5 for the
given Jq(= 2.0). Due to the perfect singlet forma-
tion of S − S pairs through strong Jq coupling in
this case, the m = 1/4 plateau has a much larger
width than AAFM as shown in Fig.2.(iii). The GS
of the SLFM phase has ferromagnetic spin arrange-
ments along the leg, whereas, the legs are aligned
oppositely to each other. Fig.2.(iv) shows that the
m = 1/4 plateau onsets at a field hc1 = 0.7 and has
the largest width. From the spin density, it is no-
ticed that the Ising dimers are polarized along the
field in the plateau phase. The Ising rungs are less
energetic in this phase also like the AAFM, whereas,
oppositely aligned legs enhance the stability of the
singlets on the Heisenberg pair S − S, which gives
rise to the largest plateau width. With further in-
crease in field, the plateau is broken and a sharp
jump takes place at hc2 = 4.5. In all four phases,
either all S − S or all σ − σ rung pairs are broken
simultaneously, which results in magnetic jumps.

2. Quantum Fidelity and Bipartite Concurrence

The plateau formation discussed above is quite dif-
ferent for the four phases, and it can be understood
from the perspective of quantum information study
also. In this subsection, we calculate and show the
zero temperature limit quantum fidelity and bipar-
tite concurrence to analyze the plateaus, and these
can be obtained from the partition function as dis-
cussed below. Quantum fidelity is the measurement
of overlap between two states and can be used to
characterize the phase transition on the tuning of
parameters. Quan et. al. have shown that for
any field, fidelity can be obtained from the parti-
tion function [58]. Similarly, we calculate the quan-
tum fidelity for the field h with small perturba-
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FIG. 4. (a) (left column) Quantum fidelity and (b)
(right column) fidelity susceptibility calculated using TM
are shown for the thermodynamic limit (N → ∞) at
T/Jc → 0. Black, red, green, and blue colors represent-
ing four phases: the SRFM (Jq = 0.2,Jd = 2.0), the
AAFM (Jq = 2.0,Jd = 0.4), the Dimer (Jq = 2.0,Jd =
1.0), and the SLFM (Jq = 2.0,Jd = 1.6) respectively are
arranged sequentially from top to bottom in both the
columns.

tion δh as: F(h, β) = Q4(h,β)√
Q4(h+δh,β)Q4(h−δh,β)

, where

Q4(h, β) is the partition function for one unit cell
in our case Eq.2. Field fidelity susceptibility can

also be obtained as χ(h, β) = ∂F(h,β)
∂h . F(h, β) is

unity when there is a unique state and discontinu-
ous at the phase transition points. Fig.4.a.[(i)-(iv)],
and b.[(i)-(iv)] show the plot of F(h, β) (left column)
and χ(h, β) (right column) as a function of h respec-
tively for four different phases: (i) the SRFM, (ii)
the AAFM, (iii) the Dimer, and (iv) the SLFM. In
each of the sub-figures of F(h, β) and χ(h, β), two
discontinuities are noticed for all four phases. All of
these discontinuities are consistent with the jumps of
the m−h curve in Fig.2 and represent the magnetic
phase transitions.
We also calculate the bond order to understand the
configurational change and bipartite concurrence to
measure the quantum nature of the S−S pair which
is connected through a Heisenberg rung exchange Jq.
If the concurrence has some finite value, the wave-
function is in a mixed or entangled state, otherwise,
it is in a pure state if the concurrence is zero. Woot-
ers et.al. and Karlova et. al. in their study calcu-
late concurrence for a spin pair connected by Heisen-
berg interaction in terms of the local pair magneti-
zation and spatial correlations: longitudinal, trans-
verse to detect phase transitions at a finite tempera-
ture [59, 60]. In our study, we calculate the bipartite
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S − S connected by rung strength Jq are shown as a
function h. Black, red, green, and blue colors represent
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(Jq = 2.0,Jd = 0.4), the Dimer (Jq = 2.0,Jd = 1.0),
and the SLFM (Jq = 2.0,Jd = 1.6) respectively at
T/Jc = 0.02.

concurrence for the Heisenberg rung pair connected
by Jq as

C(Jq, h) = max
{

0, 4|cT (Jq, h)|−

2

√
(
1

4
+ (cL(Jq, h))2 −m2(Jq, h)

}
(7)

Where, m(Jq, h), cL(Jq, h) and cL(Jq, h) are the
pair magnetization, the longitudinal and transverse
component of bond order respectively, and these
can be defined as:
m(Jq, h) = m(h,β)

2 = − 1
2
∂F (h,T )
∂h

cL(Jq, h) =
〈
Sz2i,1S

z
2i,2

〉
= − 1

4β
∂[logQ4(h,T )]

∂Jq

cT (Jq, h) =
〈
Sx2i,1S

x
2i,2

〉
= − 1

8β
∂[logQ4(h,T )]

∂Jq

The longitudinal bond order cL(Jq, h) is shown in
Fig.5.(a) for all the four phases (i) the SRFM, (ii) the
AAFM, (iii) the Dimer, and (iv) the SLFM. In the
SRFM phase, the small positive value of cL(Jq, h)
indicates the ferromagnetic alignment of S − S pair
for any value of h. Because, cL(Jq, h) and cT (Jq, h)
both are small, the Eq.7 demands the C(Jq, h) to be
always zero, which in other words can be thought of
as there is no quantum concurrence or no quantum
entanglement between the two S spins. For the other
three cases: the AAFM, the Dimer, and the SLFM,
cL(Jq, h) is negative below a critical field hc2, and
then it goes to a positive value for h > hc2. Above
the certain field hc1 and below hc2, the system is in
the m = 1/4 plateau as it is noticed in Fig.5.(a) and
(b), which is consistent with the magnetic jumps
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FIG. 6. Transverse magnetization mx is shown as a func-
tion of the transverse field hx for four phases: (i) SRFM
(Jq = 0.2, Jd = 2.0), (ii) AAFM (Jq = 2.0, Jd = 0.4) (iii)
Dimer (Jq = 2.0, Jd = 1.0), and (iv) SLFM (Jq = 2.0,
Jd = 1.6). Black, red, and green colors represent the
system sizes N = 16, 20, and 24 respectively.

in Fig.2.[(i)-(iv)]. Since, the Heisenberg rung pair
spins S − S are still anti-parallel for hc1 < h < hc2,
cL(Jq, h) also supports the m = 1/4 plateau type-2
configuration as shown in Fig.3.b.(ii). The concur-
rence C(Jq, h) is positive i.e, entangled below hc1 for
the AAFM, the Dimer, and the SLFM phases. How-
ever, for h > hc2 because both the bond orders: lon-
gitudinal and transverse are very small positives, the
Eq.7 takes the value of CJq to zero and the spin pairs
S − S loose quantum concurrence in the saturation
magnetization and becomes a pure state.

B. Magnetization process in the presence of a
transverse field

Using many experimental techniques in general, this
kind of system is synthesized in powder form or sin-
gle crystal form and so to understand the directional
dependence of the field on the magnetization, we
study the effect of the transverse field hx in our
model [2, 3]. In presence of hx, the Hamiltonian
of different units do not commute to each other, and
therefore, the TM method never works, we use the
ED method to show the finite size scaling of magne-
tization for three system sizes and then analyze the
spin density for N = 24.

1. Transverse component of magnetization

It is to be mentioned that all four GS phases are
in the Sz = 0 sector, and so it does not change
the longitudinal but rather the transverse compo-
nent of magnetization on the application of an exter-
nal transverse field hx. We calculate the transverse
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FIG. 7. Transverse component of spin density 〈Sx
i 〉 at each site i for for four phases: (i) SRFM (Jq = 0.2, Jd = 2.0),

(ii) AAFM (Jq = 2.0, Jd = 0.4) (iii) Dimer (Jq = 2.0, Jd = 1.0), and (iv) SLFM (Jq = 2.0, Jd = 1.6) are shown for
system size N = 24. Along the horizontal axis, the site index i for each spin is shown. Along the vertical axis, the
transverse field hx is varied. The color bar shown in all subfigures represents the amplitude of 〈Sx

i 〉 and it varies from
0 to 0.5 for spin-1/2 systems.

magnetization mx in terms of spin density 〈Sxi 〉 at
each site i as-

mx =
1

N

N∑
i=1

〈Sxi 〉 (8)

In Fig.6[(i)-(iv)], we show the transverse (along +x
direction) magnetization for all four phases: (i) the
SRFM, (ii) the AAFM, (iii) the Dimer, and (iv)
the SLFM with the corresponding set of chosen Jq,
Jd values as in section IV A 1 for the system sizes
N = 16, 20, and 24. In the SRFM phase, the mx

shows continuous variation with the field hx up to
saturation value. In this phase, the GS has Ising
bond dominance for all the spins, and therefore the
spins along the x-direction get smoothly oriented
along the field. In the AAFM phase, the curve
increases smoothly and then it shows a mx ≈ 1/4
plateau-like behavior in the range 0.45 < hx < 1.75,
and afterward it jumps to full saturation. A simi-
lar behavior is noticed in the Dimer phase as well in
which the plateau onsets at a field hx = 0.4. In this
case, the jump from the mx = 1/4 plateau to satu-
ration is much faster than in the case of the AAFM
phase. In the SLFM phase for hx < 0.7, mx in-
creases smoothly, and then it forms the plateau-like
structure for 0.7 < hx < 1.7. It shows a sudden
jump almost around hx = 1.75 and slowly reaches
saturation magnetization for higher hx. From all
the subfigures, it is noticed that there is a negligibly

small finite-size effect. In the next subsection, we
analyze the mx = 1/4 plateau mechanism for all the
phases based on the spin density.

2. Transverse component of spin density

For a more detailed understanding, we show the
color map of the spin density 〈Sxi 〉 in all four phases
for N = 24. It is to be mentioned that the σ−σ and
S − S pairs alternate with site index i. To be more
specific, σ− σ pairs take the site indices [1,2,5,6,....]
whereas, S − S pairs take the indices [3,4,7,8....] as
shown in all subfigures of Fig.7. In Fig.7.(i), 〈Sxi 〉
varies continuously as hx increases for all the sites.
As the GS of the SRFM has only Ising interactions
dominance and there is no transverse spin correla-
tion, all the spins continuously get oriented along hx

in this phase. In the AAFM phase, the S − S pair
has a strong transverse spin correlation whereas, the
σ − σ rung pairs are weak and are aligned continu-
ously with an increase in hx as shown in the color
map Fig.7.(ii). Saturation is attained by an even
further increase of field when it breaks the strong
S − S pair at hx = 1.75. As shown in Fig.7.(iii) for
the Dimer phase, the continuous increase of mx is
similar to the AAFM phase but a sudden jump at
hx = 1.7 is noticed because of unbinding of the per-
fect S−S singlet pairs. Fig.7.(iv) shows 〈Sxi 〉 for the
SLFM phase. As in the GS of this phase, both the
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Ising pairs and Heisenberg pairs are aligned paral-
lel but spins of opposite legs are aligned oppositely,
with the increase in hx, it is noticed that all the Ising
dimer pairs are continuously broken until the mag-
netization reaches to 1/4. An even further increase
in hx does not easily close the spin gap and results
in a large mx = 1/4 plateau until a field hx = 1.75
is applied to break the Heisenberg rung S−S pairs.

V. SUMMARY

In this manuscript, we study the effect of external
magnetic field on the GS phases of Hamiltonian in
Eq.1 of a frustrated spin- 1

2 two-leg ladder with al-
ternate Ising and Heisenberg type of rung and Ising
type of interaction in the leg and diagonal. Tuning
of the exchange parameters in the model Hamilto-
nian can give rise to four GS phases: (i) the SRFM,
(ii) the AAFM, (iii) the Dimer, and (iv)the SLFM,
whose spin arrangements are schematically repre-
sented in Fig.1.b. [(i)-(iv)]. We analyzed the mag-
netization behavior in the presence of external mag-
netic fields: longitudinal and transverse. In the pres-
ence of the longitudinal magnetic field h, the GS
shows three magnetic plateaus: the first one is due
to the finite spin gap, the second plateau at m = 1/4
is formed due to the polarization of either type of
rung spin dimers along the field. This can be of
two types as shown in Fig.3.b. In the SRFM phase,
the Heisenberg rung spin pairs S − S are polarized
giving rise to m = 1/4 plateau type-1 as shown
in Fig.3.b.(i). But for the other three phases: the
AAFM, the Dimer, and the SLFM, the σ − σ spins
are polarized at m = 1/4 and give rise to plateau
type-2 as shown in Fig.3.b.(ii). In the presence of
a large external field in all phases, all of the spins
are completely polarized along the field and form
the third plateau at the saturation magnetization
m = 1/2. The m = 1/4 plateau width is sensitive to
the parameter values as obtained in Eq.6. We also
notice that two plateaus are connected by jumps in
the magnetization curve and this is because of the
unpairing of either all S−S or all σ−σ rung dimers.
To understand the quantum nature of the wave func-
tion of the GS, we calculate the quantum fidelity
and quantum concurrence in the presence of a lon-
gitudinal field. In all four phases, fidelity shows de-
viation from unity at the critical fields of magnetic
phase transitions as shown in Fig.4. The quantum
concurrence shown in Fig.5 measures the entangle-
ment between two spins at the Heisenberg rung. The
concurrence is always zero as a function of the field
for the SRFM phase, and it means that the SRFM
phase is a pure state. Whereas, in other phases: the
AAFM, the Dimer, and the SLFM, the concurrence

has a finite value below a critical field before the
formation of the m = 1/4 plateau. In these phases,
the zero plateau is a mixed or entangled state but
the other two plateaus are pure states. However, all
of the jumps in the magnetization can be indirectly
predicted based on the jumps in concurrence also as
shown in Fig.5.
In the SRFM phase, spin alignments are along the
z direction and there is weak exchange interac-
tion along the +x direction in the Heisenberg rung
dimers, therefore, magnetization mx shows a contin-
uous variation till saturation on the application of a
transverse field. In other phases: the AAFM, the
Dimer, and the SLFM, the magnetization process
can be understood in terms of two sublattice behav-
ior. The sublattice with σ−σ dimer is paramagnetic
along x, whereas, in the other sublattice, the Heisen-
berg spin pair S − S dimer has a strong transverse
exchange component which induces a finite spin gap
in the system. As a consequence, at a lower value of
the transverse field, the system shows a continuous
behavior in the magnetization curve due to grad-
ual change of mx of σ − σ spins upto mx = 1/4
with an increase in hx as shown using spin density
in Fig.7.[(ii)-(iv)]. With further increase in field,
at a critical value, the magnetization curve shows
a sudden jump from mx ≈ 1/4 to 1/2 for the three
phases: the AAFM, the Dimer, and the SLFM, and
this phase transition seems to be of the first order.
The plateau width is sensitive to the set of parame-
ters or the set of exchange interactions Jq and Jd in
the presence of a transverse field also. In conclusion,
this model system gives many insightful mechanisms
of the plateau and jumps and these magnetic prop-
erties can be utilized in designing quantum switches,
magnetic memories, and other similar devices. Also,
these systems might have tremendous applications in
quantum information processing and quantum com-
putation.
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VII. APPENDIX

The partition function in presence of a longitudinal
field h for N sites, QN (h, β) with Hamiltonian H
can be written as-

QN (h, β) = Tr
(
e−βH

)
(9)
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where, Tr means trace of the matrix, β = 1/ (kBT )
and kB is the Boltzmann constant. Using explicit

configuration basis for the system, Eq. 9 is rewritten
in the following form,

QN (h, β) =
∑
{σ,S}

< · · · , σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2, S2i,1, S2i,2, · · · | e−βH | · · · , σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2, S2i,1, S2i,2, · · · >,

here the summation is over all possible configurations {σ, S} of the system. For a given configuration,
| · · · , σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2, S2i,1, S2i,2, · · · > represents a basis state. In our case, the system is composed of n =
N/4 units, and for each unit, the Hamiltonian is written in Eq.1. The partition function of the entire ladder
can be written as:

QN (h, β) =
∑
σ

< · · · , σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2, · · · |
n∏
i=1

Ti | · · · , σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2, · · · >

where Ti =
∑
{S}i < S2i,1, S2i,2 | e−βHi(σ,S) | S2i,1, S2i,2 > is well-known transfer matrix operator for each

unit. Here the summation is over {S}i which represents all possible configurations of spins S2i,1 and S2i,2

(from the ith unit). It may be noted that Ti does not contain the components of spin S operators and it has
only σ variables, namely, σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2, σ2i+1,1 and σ2i+1,2.

Since, the Hamiltonians of each unit commute to
each other, by introducing identity operators I =∑
{σ}i |σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2 >< σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2| between

successive T operators, we can finally write the par-

tition function as the trace of the n-th power of a
small (4× 4) transfer matrix P. We have,

QN (h, β) = Tr(Pn),

The elements of the transfer matrix are given by

P(σ2i−1,1,σ2i−1,2),(σ2i+1,1,σ2i+1,2) =< σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2 | Ti | σ2i+1,1, σ2i+1,2 > (10)

Before we construct and diagonalize the P matrix,
we first need to carry out the trace over the configu-
rations {S}i to find out the form of Ti. Since Ti =∑
{S}i < S2i,1, S2i,2 | e−βHi(σ,S) | S2i,1, S2i,2 >, if we

take the eigenstate basis of Hi, we will get Ti as the
summation over exponential of eigenvalues of −βHi.
Next, we calculate the eigenvalues of Hi operator.
By considering,

a = Jd
(
σz2i−1,2 + σz2i+1,2

)
+ Jcq

(
σz2i−1,1 + σz2i+1,1

)
+h
b = Jd

(
σz2i−1,1 + σz2i+1,1

)
+ Jcq

(
σz2i−1,2 + σz2i+1,2

)
+h
c = Jc

2

(
σz2i−1,1σ

z
2i−1,2 + σz2i+1,1σ

z
2i+1,2

)
d = h

2

(
σz2i−1,1 + σz2i−1,2 + σz2i+1,1 + σz2i+1,2

)
,

f = c+ d
Hamiltonian (Eq. 1 ) for the ith geometrical unit
can be written as-

Hi =
Jq
2

(
S+

2i,1S
−
2i,2 + S−2i,1S

+
2i,2

)
+ Jq

(
Sz2i,1S

z
2i,2

)
+ aSz2i,1 + bSz2i,2 + f

We can write down the following Hamiltonian matrix in the eigenstate basis of Sz2i,1S
z
2i,2 operator,

Hi =


Jq
4 + (a+b)

2 + f 0 0 0

0
−Jq

4 + (a−b)
2 + f

Jq
2 0

0
Jq
2

−Jq
4 −

(a−b)
2 + f 0

0 0 0
Jq
4 −

(a+b)
2 + f

 .
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The Hamiltonian matrix comes up with its four
eigenvalues from three SzSS sectors based on S-S
pairs-
(i) From SzSS = 1 sector (formed by S-S pair)

θ1 = (f +
Jq
4 ) + (a+b)

2
(ii) From SzSS = −1 sector (formed by S-S
pair)

θ2 = (f +
Jq
4 )− (a+b)

2
(iii) From SzSS = 0 sector (formed by S-S pair)

θ3 = (f − Jq
4 ) +

√
J2
q+(a−b)2

2

θ4 = (f − Jq
4 )−

√
J2
q+(a−b)2

2 .

We note that the eigenvalues (θk) are functions
of σ variables, namely σ2i−1,1, σ2i−1,2, σ2i+1,1 and
σ2i+1,2. Using these eigenvalues, we rewrite Ti as,

Ti =
∑
{S}i

< S2i,1, S2i,2 | e−βHi(σ,S) | S2i,1, S2i,2 >

=

4∑
k=1

e−βθk .

= 2e−βf
[
e−

βJq
4 cosh

(
β(a+ b)

2

)
+ e

βJq
4 cosh

(
βJq

2

√
1 +

(a− b)2

J2
q

)]

Further, we consider- e
βJq
4 = Q , e

βJc
4 = C

e
βh
4 = H ,

(Jcq+Jd)
2 = X

(Jcq−Jd)2

J2
q

= Y

and also, ∆1 =
√

1 + Y , ∆2 =
√

1 + 4Y

The Transfer matrix for one unit becomes -

P =

 p q q r
q s u v
q u s v
r v v w

 .
Where,

p = 2e−β(Jc/4+h)

×
[
Q−1cosh

(
β(2X + h)

)
+Qcosh

(
β
Jq
2

)]

q = 2e−β(h/2)

×
[
Q−1cosh

(
β(X + h)

)
+Qcosh

(
β
Jq∆1

2

)]

r = 2e−β(Jc/4)

×
[
Q−1cosh

(
βh
)

+Qcosh
(
β
Jq
2

)]

s = 2eβ(Jc/4)

×
[
Q−1cosh

(
βh
)

+Qcosh
(
β
Jq∆2

2

)]

u = 2eβ(Jc/4)

×
[
Q−1cosh

(
βh
)

+Qcosh
(
β
Jq
2

)]

v = 2eβ(h/2)

×
[
Q−1cosh

(
β(−X + h)

)
+Qcosh

(
β
Jq∆1

2

)]

w = 2e−β(Jc/4−h)

×
[
Q−1cosh

(
β(−2X + h)

)
+Qcosh

(
β
Jq
2

)]
From |P − λI4| = 0, we get the eigenvalues in the
form of

λ4 = (s− u)

λ3 −B0λ
2 − C0λ+D0 = 0 (11)

Here, λ4 is one of the eigenvalues, whereas, the other
three come from Eq.11. The coefficients of the equa-
tion are defined as:

B0 = (s+ u+ w)

C0 = [2(q2 + v2 − r2

2
)− pw + (p− w)(s+ u)]

D0 = [4qrv − 2pv2 − 2q2w + pw2 − (s+ u)(r2 + pw)]

For the polynomial equation 11, the eigenvalues λi
satisfy the relations-

3∑
i=1

λi = B0,

3∑
i=1

λiλi+1 = −C0 (12)

Now, let us make a very reasonable assumption to
make the calculation easy. We assume, λ1 � λ2 �
λ3 are in descending order and λ3 has the least con-
tribution in the partition function so that Eq.12 can
approximately be written as:

λ1 + λ2 = B0, λ1λ2 = −C0 (13)
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The Eq. 13 leads us to getting other two eigenvalues:

λ2
1,2 −B0λ1,2 − C0 = 0

=⇒ λ1,2 =
B0±
√
B2

0+4C0

2 (14)

We find Eq. 14 becomes much more simpler with
further approximation in β →∞ limit as-

λ1 = (w + s+ u)

= 2e
−β(Jc−4h)

4

×
[
Q−1cosh[β(h− 2X)] +Qcosh[

βJq
2

]

]
+2e

βJc
4

×
[
2Q−1cosh[βh] +Qcosh[

βJq∆2

2
] +Qcosh[

βJq
2

]

]
(15)

QN (h, β) takes the form as
QN (h, β) = [λ1 + λ2 + λ3 + λ4]n

For n → ∞, and λ1 being the largest, the partition

function for the entire system and one unit become
QN (h, β) ≈ [λ1]n and Q4(h, β) ≈ λ1 respectively.
Now, we write down λ1 as a polynomial function of
eβh as

λ1 = a0e
2βh + b0e

βh + c0e
−βh + d0 (16)

We define the system parameters as follows-

a0 = e−
β
4 (Jq+Jd+2),

b0 = 2e−
β
4 (Jq−1) + 2e

β
4 (Jq−1)Cosh[

βJq
2 ],

c0 = 2e−
β
4 (Jq−1),

d0 = 2Cosh[
βJq

2 ](e
βJq
4 +e

−β
4 )+2e

βJq
4 Cosh[

βJq∆2

2 ]+

e
β(7+8Jd+Jq)

4

By equating the differential of the free energy with
respect to magnetization to zero i.e, ∂F

∂m = 0, two
critical fields h± are obtained as

h± =
1

β
ln
[b0 ±√b20 − 3a0d0

3a0

]
(17)
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and R. J. Cava, Chemistry of Materials 32, 10670
(2020).

[3] D. C. Kakarla, Z. Yang, H. Wu, T. Kuo, A. Tiwari,
W.-H. Li, C. Lee, Y.-Y. Wang, J.-Y. Lin, C. Chang,
et al., Materials Advances 2, 7939 (2021).

[4] E. Dagotto and T. M. Rice, Science 271, 618 (1996).
[5] A. V. Chubukov, Phys. Rev. B 44, 4693 (1991).
[6] A. V. Chubukov, S. Sachdev, and J. Ye, Physical

Review B 49, 11919 (1994).
[7] M. J. M. Hutchings M T, Ikeda H, Journal of

Physics C, Solid State Physics 18, L739 (1979).
[8] S. Park, Y. J. Choi, C. L. Zhang, and S.-W. Cheong,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 057601 (2007).
[9] M. Mourigal, M. Enderle, B. F̊ak, R. K. Kre-

mer, J. M. Law, A. Schneidewind, A. Hiess, and
A. Prokofiev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 027203 (2012).

[10] S.-L. Drechsler, O. Volkova, A. N. Vasiliev, N. Tris-
tan, J. Richter, M. Schmitt, H. Rosner, J. Málek,
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