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We investigate the spin dynamics of the cuprate ladder Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 to elucidate the be-
havior of its intrinsically doped holes. Combining high-resolution neutron spectroscopy and density
matrix renormalization group calculations enables a comprehensive analysis of the collective mag-
netic dynamics. We find a general absence of magnetic signatures from unpaired charges, indicating
holes within the system form strongly bound localized Cooper pairs. A one-band Hubbard model
fails to match the spectral features but a straightforward extension to a large attractive nearest-
neighbor interaction quantitatively explains our results. Our finding shows the significance of addi-
tional interactions beyond the long-predicted quantum spin pairing in the (d-wave) charge pairing
process. Considering the parallels between ladders and two-dimensional cuprates, these results are
potentially relevant for square lattices as well.

Cuprate ladders were introduced in the 1990’s as
stripped-down models of high-temperature (high-Tc) su-
perconductivity [1]. These materials share many simi-
larities with the two-dimensional cuprates, including su-
perconductivity under pressure, yet are more amenable
to theoretical modeling. Ladder behavior has also been
invoked as a key component of recent theories of hole-
doped planar cuprates based on intertwined stripes and
pair-density-waves [2, 3]. However, the details of the un-
derlying pairing mechanism in cuprate ladders remains
an open question. While the general belief is that strong
electronic correlations play a crucial role, research on
doped cuprate ladders has generated perplexing and con-
tradictory outcomes when comparing theory and experi-
ments, to the extent that even the doping levels of these
materials have been a subject of controversy [4].

An essential challenge in understanding these mate-
rials is to identify minimal Hubbard Hamiltonians that
capture the high energy excitations associated with the
underlying bare interactions, as well as the low-energy
collective modes. The measured structure of the mag-
netic excitations thus imposes a stringent test for candi-
date models. Motivated by this, here we reexamine the
case of Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 (SCCO). This material has

long been the focal point of research as its magnetism and
strong correlations are believed to be responsible for the
formation of a possible charge-density-wave (CDW) [5]
and pressure-induced superconductivity [6]. Here we un-
dertake high resolution inelastic neutron scattering (INS)
measurements with matching density matrix renormal-
ization group (DMRG) [7] calculations of the dynamical
spin structure factor of an extended single-band Hubbard
model. Through this, we pinpoint the principal interac-
tions of a low-energy effective model for this prototypical
ladder system and shed new light on the behavior of its
doped holes.

The SCCO family comprises Cu2O3 ladder layers sep-
arated by layers of Sr/Ca ions and CuO2 chains, which
serve as charge reservoirs. The Cu2O3 planes form a trel-
lis lattice of spin-1/2 Cu sites, as shown in Fig. 1a [8].
Here, a subset of Cu ions are connected by 180◦ bonds to
form two-leg ladders, with strong super-exchange inter-
actions mediated by O ions. Neighboring ladders in the
plane are displaced by c/2 (c is the Cu-Cu distance along
the leg) and connected by 90◦ bonds that are also geomet-
rically frustrated. This structure leads to a weak effective
inter-ladder coupling such that the material’s low-energy
sector is dominated by contributions from largely inde-
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FIG. 1. Ladder structures and magnetic dynamics of cuprate ladder Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41. (a) A sketch of the ladder structure
with the copper 3dx2−y2 and oxygen 2pσ orbitals. The strong hybridization between the Cu and O orbitals leads to a strong
superexchange coupling along both the ladder legs and rungs but weak coupling between the ladders. In a down-folded single-
band Hubbard ladder description, these orbitals lead to hopping along the leg (t), rung (t⊥), and diagonal direction (t′), as
indicated. (b) The expected one-triplon magnetic excitations for an undoped ladder with spin singlets on all rungs. When
mobile charges are doped into the system, simulations show that they result in incommensurate split dispersions. As is shown
below, the experimental Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 spectrum more closely resembles the undoped case, despite the fact that the ladder
subsystem is doped.

pendent ladder subsystems [9, 10].

In the absence of doping (e.g., in La4Sr10Cu24O41),
these systems are Mott-Hubbard insulators in a quan-
tum cooperative-paramagnetic state [9] consisting of a
resonant superposition of singlet spin-pairs with short-
range entanglement and gapped triplon modes (see Fig.
1b). This physics is most easily understood by examin-
ing the strong rung coupling limit, where the dominant
Heisenberg exchange coupling J⊥ leads to a ground state
with dominant spin singlet character on each rung [1, 11].
A finite energy ∆T is required to break such a singlet
and form a triplet (T) excited state carrying spin S = 1
and charge 0 (i.e. a triplon quasi-particle). For cuprate
ladders like SCCO, the leg and rung couplings are com-
parable, J ≈ J⊥, and the ground state includes pairs
of singlets that resonate between different configurations
to decrease energy. All excitations can be classified by
the parity with respect to reflections about the center-
line of the ladder: states with an odd (even) number
of triplons have odd (even) parity. Consequently, the
INS intensity of one-triplon excitations, associated with
a q⊥ = π/c, wavevector, is modulated as 0.5[1−cos(q⊥c)],
while the two-triplon scattering intensity, associated with
the q⊥ = 0 wavevector, is modulated as 0.5[1+ cos(q⊥c)]
[9]. INS measurements on the undoped ladder material
La4Sr10Cu24O41 confirm the expected singlet ground-
state, gapped triplon excitations, and parity behavior [9].
The triplon dispersion is characterised by a highly disper-
sive mode with an energy gap ∆T ≈ 30 meV, which is
lower than the spin gap expected for a nearest-neighbor
spin Hamiltonian. This reduction in the spin gap is due

to the cyclic exchange Jcyc and further neighbor exchange
interactions arising from significant charge fluctuations.
(The ratio between the on-site Hubbard repulsion U and
the dominant hopping amplitude is U/t ≃ 8.) Indeed,
a quantum phase transition is predicted for a strong
enough cyclic exchange (Jcyc ≈ J⊥/3), which has been
observed in the related compound CaCu2O3 [12].

The SCCO family is intrinsically charge doped with a
formal valence on the copper sites of +2.25. While the
majority of the 0.25 holes per Cu site reside in the chains,
some holes are present in the ladder subsystem even with-
out Ca doping. Although substitution of Ca for Sr does
not alter the formal valence, the associated chemical pres-
sure transfers additional holes to the ladders from the
chains. However, the precise amount of charge transfer
remains debated [4]. Nevertheless, different experimen-
tal approaches consistently place the ladder doping in the
range δ = 0.06− 0.21 for the heavily Ca doped systems.
Moreover, Raman scattering [13, 14], electrical conduc-
tivity [13, 15], and x-ray diffraction measurements [5, 16]
have all conclusively shown ladder charge order across
Ca concentrations with superconductivity (x = 11− 13),
consistent with the presence of doped holes in the ladder
subsystem.

Hubbard ladder calculations show that doped holes
form pairs [8, 11, 17, 18], which will either exhibit charge
ordering or enter a superconducting state, depending
on the interaction details. Doped holes will also affect
the low-energy magnetic response, as each generates
an anti-phase boundary in the antiferromagnetic cor-
relations [19]. This leads to incommensurate magnetic
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FIG. 2. A comparison of the measured spin excitation spectrum and predictions from an extended Hubbard model. (a), (b)
The measured INS spectra along the q = (q⊥, 0, L) direction for q⊥ = 0 and 0.5 (r.l.u.), respectively, where the lattice spacing
has been taken to be the Cu-Cu distance along the ladder leg. (c) and (d) The dynamical spin structure factor S(q, ω) obtained
from DMRG calculations for an undoped Hubbard Hamiltonian without any nearest-neighbor interactions (V = 0). (e), (f)
DMRG results for S(q, ω) obtained for a δ = 6.25% hole-doped Hubbard Hamiltonian, again with V = 0. (g), (h) S(q, ω)
for a δ = 6.25% hole-doped Hubbard Hamiltonian with an attractive nearest-neighbor interaction V = −t. Note, the theory
spectra shown in panels c-e and d-h have been convoluted with a Gaussian lineshape to reflect the experimental resolution (see
methods).

fluctuations at q∥ = π(1 ± δ)/c (q⊥ = π/c), where δ
is the effective hole doping of the ladder, as shown in
Fig. 1b. (Such incommensurate magnetic fluctuations
are intrinsic to the doped AFM state, and are also
observed in the magnetic excitations of doped pd-models
for the cuprates [20].) However, as demonstrated in
this study, we observe a remarkable absence of these
incommensurate fluctuations in the INS data, despite
the presence of doped holes in the ladder subsystem.
We will show that this observation implies the presence
of a strong Cooper pair localization that preserves the
dominant commensurate fluctuations at q∥ = π/c via
annihilation of opposite anti-phase boundaries. The
presence of a stronger pairing than the one resulting from
the bare repulsive Hubbard interaction suggests that
other effects, such as ionic displacements, play a deci-
sive role in the stabilization of high-Tc superconductivity.

We measured the neutron scattering spectrum of
Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 using the SEQUOIA spectrometer
[21, 22] at the ORNL SNS [23] at T = 5 and 120 K, below

and above the charge ordering temperature TCO ∼ 80 K
[8]. Details about our sample and preparation and INS
measurements are provided in the Methods section.

Figs. 2a and 2b show the dynamical spin structure fac-
tor S(q, ω) at 5 K for q⊥ = 0 and q⊥ = π/c, respec-
tively, after the data has been treated for background
and magnetic form factor. To obtain a detailed image of
the magnetic scattering, we overlay data from several in-
cident energies to enhance the visibility of low-energy fea-
tures. For an undoped ladder, these spectra probe two-
and one-triplon scattering processes, respectively. The
resolution into two parity components modulated by a
cosine form factor in q⊥ is also evident in the spectra,
indicating that parity largely remains a good quantum
number for x = 11.5.

To model SCCO’s magnetic response, we performed
DMRG simulations of an effective single-band extended
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Hubbard Hamiltonian (see also Methods)

H = −
∑

i,j,σ

tij

(
c†i,σcj,σ +H.c.

)
+U

∑

i

ni,↑ni,↓+V
∑

⟨i,j⟩
ninj ,

(1)

where c†iσ (ciσ) creates (annihilates) a spin-σ electron on

site i, ni,σ = c†i,σci,σ is the spin-resolved number oper-
ator, ni =

∑
σ ni,σ, tij are the hopping amplitudes be-

tween sites i and j, and U (V ) is the on-site (nearest-
neighbor) density-density interaction. Throughout, we
restrict the hopping tij ≡ t = 400 meV for nearest-
neighbor hopping along the legs, tij ≡ t⊥ = 0.84t for
hopping along the rungs, and tij ≡ t′ = −0.3t for next-
nearest-neighbor hopping along the diagonal. Further,
we vary U and V as indicated throughout the main text
such that the exchange interactions J = 4t2/(U − V )
remain fixed. These parameter choices are identical to
those also used in a recent resonant inelastic x-ray scat-
tering study on the parent compound Sr14Cu24O41 [24].

The predicted S(q, ω) for the undoped Hubbard lad-
der with U = 8t and V = 0 are shown in Figs. 2c and 2d.
If we instead assume a hole doping of δ = 0.0625 (on the
lower end of the experimental estimates) we obtain the
spectra in Figs. 2e and 2f, with the expected low-energy
incommensurate spin fluctuations featuring a consider-
ably reduced gap. Surprisingly, the measured spectra
show a striking degree of similarity with the undoped
model, despite the expected hole doping of the Ca doped
ladder.

Our results, at first glance, suggest that the SCCO
ladder system has a much lower effective doping than
inferred from prior experiments. There are, however, no-
table differences between the INS data for SCCO and un-
doped Hubbard model predictions. First, the wavevector
broadening of the dispersive magnetic excitations q⊥ = π
remains wider than resolution and becomes even more
pronounced at higher energies. Second, there is a kink-
like structure in the triplon dispersion, as shown in more
detail in Figs. 3l and 3m. This dispersion kink is absent
in the measured response of the related undoped ladder
material Lac4Sr10Cu24O41 [9] and very weak in the cal-
culated spectra for the undoped Hubbard model. Third,
the measured energy gap is not resolution limited and
exhibits broadening, with subgap states extending down
to ∼ 5 meV. These states are sharp in q and are cen-
tered at the commensurate wave vector q∥ = π/c, with
no resolved incommensurate peaks.

The discrepancies between theory and experiment are
deeply perplexing. It is well documented that doping the
Hubbard ladder (V = 0) leads to a Luther Emery liquid
with a gapless charge mode and gapped spin excitations
(∆s ≃ 14 meV for δ = 0.0625), whose holes form pairs
with a binding energy |∆B | ≃ 33 meV for δ = 0.0625 (see
SM). For small doping and V = 0 the superconducting
state is strongly favored; however, charge order and su-
perconductivity compete once the doping gets to around

10% [25]. Nonetheless, the crucial aspect of the ground
state, which makes spin fluctuations highly sensitive to
doping, is the minimization of hole kinetic energy when
the spins located on both sides along the leg direction
are anti-aligned. In other words, each doped hole in the
Hubbard ladder carries an anti-phase boundary of the
staggered magnetization favored by the effective antifer-
romagnetic Heisenberg interactions [26]. This induces
a modulation of antiferromagnetic correlations with a
wavelength equal to the average inter-hole distance that
results in the dominant dynamical susceptibility occur-
ring at incommensurate wave vectors q∥ = π(1 ± δ)/c.
This is in clear contradiction to experiment.

The required annihilation of opposite anti-phase
boundaries can be achieved by a stronger hole-hole at-
traction, which reduces the coherence length ξ of each
Cooper pair and reinstates dominant commensurate an-
tiferromagnetic (AFM) fluctuations at q∥ = π/c. Such
an increased attraction can be achieved by introducing
a nearest-neighbor attractive interaction V < 0 of order
the hopping t. Notably, such a strong attractive interac-
tion has recently been inferred in doped 1D spin-chain
cuprates [27], although without the Cooper pairs ob-
served here, and has been attributed to electron-phonon
coupling [27, 28]. We find that reducing ξ to the scale
of a few lattice spacings necessitates a combination of an
attractive potential with |V | ≈ t, along with localization
induced by pinning centers generated by impurities. This
behavior is consistent with the fact that SCCO is insulat-
ing at low temperatures, implying that indeed the holes
are localized. We can simulate these effects by intro-
ducing attractive pinning centers, mimicking impurities
or disorder in the actual material. Interestingly, we find
that the presence of such pinning centers reinforces the
role of V by further reducing the coherence length ξ. The
small density δ′ of holes that remain in the bulk (with
a localization length scale longer than the inter-impurity
distance) are still expected to produce incommensurate
peaks at wave vectors q∥ = π(1±δ′)/c. For small enough
δ′, the incommensuration would become smaller than the
experimental resolution, explaining the similarity with
the spectrum of the undoped compound.

This proposed scenario can be directly corroborated
by the DMRG simulations presented in Fig. 2g and
2h, which introduce an attractive Hubbard interaction
V = −t. In this case, the function of the pinning cen-
ters is emulated by employing open boundary condi-
tions, which generate an attractive boundary potential
for Cooper pairs when V < 0. As anticipated, the com-
bination of the pinning potential at the boundaries and
a sizable attractive interaction localizes a large number
of Cooper pairs near the ends of the cluster, significantly
suppressing the hole density across the remainder of the
ladder. The splitting ∆q∥ = 2πδ/c of the former incom-
mensurate peaks now reduces to ∆q∥ = 2πδ′/c with a mo-
mentum space broadening caused by charge fluctuations.
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FIG. 3. Lack of incommensuration in the low energy scattering. (a) the experimental [π, 0, L] scattering at 5 K. (b)-(d) DMRG
calculated scattering for the undoped, doped, and extended Hubbard models, respectively. (e)-(h) cuts of the above panels
between 22 meV and 26 meV (shown by the horizontal red lines). According to DMRG simulations, as the doping increases
the peak at L = π splits to become incommensurate, but the addition of attractive interactions V causes the peaks to come
together again. Convolved with the experimental resolution (blue lines in panels (i)-(k), the slightly incommensurate peaks in
the Hubbard+V model become a single broad peak. As shown in panels i-k, the experimental scattering is resolution limited
commensurate at L = π, indicating no observable incommensurability. (l), (m) the fitted dispersion of magnetic excitations for
q⊥ = π (red circles and line). DMRG results for undoped (gray lines) and the doped Hubbard+V model (black lines) are also
shown. The kink in the dispersion at q∥ = π(1± 0.125)/c is reproduced by the doped Hubbard+V model but not the undoped
Hubbard model model.

The comparison between Figs. 2a and 2g also shows that
the model reproduces the observed two-triplon contin-
uum.

While the peak in the spin intensity of measured
(∆T ≈ 32 meV) and calculated spectra (38 meV) are
at comparable energies, very weak “subgap” scatter-
ing extends downwards from the broadened gap at ∆T .
Figs. 3a-k examine the low-energy subgap states of both
the measured and calculated magnetic responses. It is
essential here to differentiate between ladder and chain
signals. The scattering from the latter manifests as a dis-
cernible band around 10 meV due to their significantly
lower superexchange interaction. Given the distinct lat-
tice spacing of the chains of approximately c/

√
2, their

scattering can also be identified by its lack of symmetry
around q∥ = π. The lack of signal below the chain scat-
tering points to even this small subgap signal having a
quantum spin gap (∆subgap

>∼ 5 meV). The momentum
resolution is finite in these data, which makes it challeng-
ing to distinguish a single feature from two very close
features. However, as Fig. 3i-k shows, the resolution-
convolved S(q, ω) obtained from the doped Hubbard
model without V has a visible double-peak structure,

which allows us to rule out this scenario. Meanwhile the
best match is obtained by the Hubbard+V model broad-
ened by the experimental resolution. (We estimate mo-
mentum resolution using the lowest energy 120 K data,
assuming that the L = π feature is resolution-limited.
It is notable that at 120 K the gap feature at 32 meV
strongly weakens and the scattering extends to zero en-
ergy as would be expected for thermal delocalization,
see SM). The Hubbard+V model also produces a better
overall description of the higher-energy features at low
temperature in the triplon dispersion, including both its
bandwidth and its kink around q∥ = π(1 ± 0.125)/c, as
shown in Figs. 3l and 3m.

Our results indicate that the magnetic response of the
doped SCCO family can be understood in a scenario
where the doped holes experience enhanced Cooper-pair
localization. To further validate this hypothesis, Fig. 4
presents results obtained from simulations where the pin-
ning centers are distributed across the ladder instead of
being induced by the open boundary conditions of the
cluster. Fig. 4a provides a schematic representation of
the scenario emerging from the results presented in the
subsequent panels. Fig. 4b shows the rung densities of
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the ladder when a strong pinning potential Upin = 10t
is displaced from the boundary (positioned on the 20th

rung). If V = 0, this pinning potential only captures
two holes, leaving the remaining holes free in the bulk of
the cluster. The resulting magnetic excitations, shown in
Fig. 4e resembles that of a doped ladder and are incon-
sistent with our observations. Disorder averaging over
a distribution of impurities does not improve the situa-
tion [29]. Instead, if an attractive V term is added, then
tightly bound Cooper pairs are collected around the pin-
ning center. This result shows that Cooper pair localiza-
tion, amplified by an enhanced pair binding, is required
to explain the observed experimental spectra. This am-
plification effect is attributed to the expected increase of
the effective mass of the Cooper pair resulting from the
reduction of the coherence length ξ.

The results shown in Fig. 4c further confirm that the
attractive V term amplifies the localization produced by
an attractive pinning center. Here, we place much weaker
attractive potentials Upin = t/2 at different rungs of
the ladder and find that each traps a similar amount
of charge within its vicinity. Fig. 4d shows the dynami-
cal spin structure factor S(q, ω) along q⊥ = π for one of
the cases depicted in Fig.4c, which confirms this weak
potential is sufficient to suppress the incommensurate
fluctuations (see also SM). Direct comparison of 2d and
Fig. 4d demonstrates that the attractive V = −t inter-
action is crucial for explaining quantitatively the experi-
mental data for the doped ladders using an effective sin-
gle band model. We also note that moving to a three
band description will not solve the problem as incom-
mensurate peaks also appear in the magnetic spectrum
of those models when doped [20]. We have explicitly
checked the dominant pairing correlations have a d-wave
form when V < 0 [1, 30], consistent with other recent
studies [18, 24, 31, 32].

Applying pressure may cause further delocalization
explaining why pressure induces the superconducting
transitions in Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41. Further work on
pressure effects and electron-phonon couplings in the
ladder materials can be expected to shed new light on the
detailed charge-pairing mechanisms and the supercon-
ducting transition, including how the incommensurate
wavevector changes going into the superconducting state.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Our experimental findings suggest that cuprate ladders
exhibit a tendency towards superconducting correlations,
but experience localization of paired holes. A central
conclusion drawn from our study is that an additional
attractive interaction V between nearest neighbor sites
is essential to explain the minimal disruption observed in
the dynamical spin correlations induced by hole doping.

While the attractive V term may be effectively mimick-
ing the role of degrees of freedom that are not explicitly
included in the Hubbard model (e.g. electron-phonon
coupling [27, 28]), it is important to highlight the crucial
role of this term in favoring localization of small Cooper
pairs around weak pinning centers by simultaneously re-
ducing the coherence length ξ and increasing the pair
effective mass.
Cuprate ladders, as long proposed, provide a fascinat-

ing platform to understand the interplay of charge and
spin degrees of freedom as a stripped down model of high-
temperature superconductivity, albeit with localization
effects from their intrinsic composite structure.

METHODS

Sample Growth — Single crystals of
Sr14−xCaxCu24O41 (x = 11.5) (see also Supple-
mentary Fig. 1) were grown in an image furnace using
the traveling solvent method following the procedure
described in Ref. [33]. As a starting material, we used
CaCO3 and SrCO3 (purity better than 3N5) from Alpha
Aesar and CuO (purity 4N) from Sigma Aldrich. Parts
of all grown crystals were checked by X-ray powder
diffraction and verified to have a single phase. The
single-crystallinity of the sample was checked by E5
four-circle neutron diffractometer (Helmholtz Zentrum
Berlin, Germany).

Neutron experiments — We measured the inelastic
neutron spectrum of Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 using a 5 gram
single crystal, mounted in the 0KL plane with the ladder
legs (c direction) extending in the horizontal plane and
the ladder rungs (a direction) extending in the vertical
plane (Fig. 1). We measured the spectra with incident
energies of 30 meV, 60 meV, 120 meV, 300 meV, and
450 meV in a fixed orientation with the ladder legs per-
pendicular to the incident beam. The instrument settings
for each energy configuration are given in Tbl. 1 below.
Measurements were carried out at 5 K and 120 K, al-
though the 450 meV setting was only measured at 5 K.
The complete data set is shown in Supplementary Figure
2.

TABLE I. Chopper frequencies for the various SEQUOIA set-
tings, run in High-flux mode.

Ei (meV) T0 (Hz) Fermi 1 (Hz)
30 60 120
60 90 180
120 90 240
300 120 420
450 150 480

The Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 magnetic scattering is inde-
pendent of the k reciprocal space direction due to the
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FIG. 4. Figure 4: The combined role of enhanced pairing and impurities in reducing the effective doping. a
The distribution of doped holes in the ladder. The attractive interaction V enhances hole pairing, increases the effective mass
of the carriers, and makes them prone to localization. Pair localization reduces the effective doping of the ladder and minimizes
the disruption to the antiferromagnetic correlations. b The electron rung density of a 64 × 2 Hubbard ladder with a hole
pinning potential Upin placed on the 20th rung. The holes are distributed uniformly throughout the cluster when V = 0 and
Upin = 0. When V = −t but no potential is applied (Upin = 0), the open ends of the cluster act as pinning centers that reduce
the carrier concentration in the center. When V = −t and a strong Upin = 10t is introduced, holes instead collect around both
the impurity potential and open boundaries. Finally, a strong Upin = 10t without V localizes two holes on the rung. c The
rung electron densities for an extended Hubbard model with V = −t and a weak Upin = t/2 placed on different rungs. Due to
the large value of V , even a weak pinning potential is sufficient to trap many holes near the impurity sites. d S(q, ω) along
q⊥ = π for one of the cases shown in panel c, as indicated by the red arrow. e S(q, ω) along q⊥ = π for the V = 0, Upin = 10t
case shown in panel b.

decoupled ladder planes, so we can gather all the rele-
vant information about the magnetic spectrum in the H
and L directions from a fixed angle scan. To verify this,
we also measured the inelastic spectra at Ei = 60 meV
rotating 180◦, and found that the magnetic scattering
did not vary with K (see Supplementary Figure 3).

To determine the background, we also measured the
scattering in the same configurations (incident energies
30, 60, 120, 300, and 450 meV) with the sample removed.
We then smoothed this background data with a Gaussian
profile to make up for smaller counting statistics and sub-
tracted it from the sample scattering, shown in Supple-
mentary Figure 4. After subtracting the background, we
corrected for the anisotropic dx2−y2 Cu2+ form factor [34]

f(Q) =⟨j0⟩+
5

7
(3 cos2 β − 1)⟨j2⟩

+
3

56

[
35 cos4 β − 30 cos2 β

+ 35 sin4 β cos 4α+ 3
]
⟨j4⟩,

where β is the angle between Q and the dx2−y2 orbital’s
z axis (which in this case is the b direction), and α is the
xy-plane angle measured from the x axis. The ⟨jn⟩ con-
stants for Cu2+ were taken from Ref. [35]. In this case,
the difference between the isotropic and anisotropic form

factor is dramatic at high energies because the dx2−y2 or-
bitals order in the Cu ladder planes; see Supplementary
Figure 5. After subtracting the background and correct-
ing for the form factor, we were able to stitch together
the five different incident energies to produce the plots
shown in the main text Fig. 2. The overall intensities
of the spectra taken at different energies were re-scaled
by comparing constant-energy integrated intensity of
the dispersive magnetic modes to ensure that the overall
intensity is consistent across the different energy settings.

Density Matrix Renormalization Group calcula-
tions — Zero-temperature DMRG [7, 36] calculations
were performed using the DMRG++ software [37] and
open boundary conditions. We kept up to mmax = 2000
DMRG states on 64×2 ladders for the ground state calcu-
lations. The dynamical spin structure factor S(q, ω) was
calculated using the Krylov correction-vector method
[38–40] using the center-site approximation. When calcu-
lating S(q, ω), we kept up to mmax = 1000 DMRG states
and used a Lorentzian energy broadening with half width
at half maximum equal to η = 0.03t, and a frequency
step ∆ω = 0.005t. All S(q, ω) DMRG results have been
uniformly scaled to match the experimental intensities.

The doping estimate for SCCO varies between
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6% − 20% [see Refs. [4] and supplementary Figure 4 of
Ref. [29]]. Supplementary Figure 6 shows the dynamical
spin structure factor for various doping values in this
range with V = 0. Even for the lowest doping estimate
of 6.25%, the incommensurate peaks are visible around
(π, π) in the DMRG simulations but absent in the exper-
iment. The differences between theory and experiment
only become worse with increased doping. We pick
6.25%, on the lower end of the estimated doping range,
to obtain a conservative estimate of the magnitude of V .
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Supplementary Figure 1. The single crystal of Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 and sample holder used for neutron

experiments. The ruler on the bottom marks mm, the ruler on the right marks inches.



3

(a) (b) (c)

(e) (f) (g)

(i) (j) (k)

(m) (n) (o)

(q) (r) (s)

(d)

(h)

(l)

(p)

(t)

Supplementary Figure 2. Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 scattering along chains collected with the incident energies in

Table 1, at both h = π and h = 0.
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Supplementary Figure 3. T = 5 K Rotation scans of Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 at Ei = 60 meV at incident energy

transfers between h̄ω = 0 and h̄ω = 40 meV. As shown in the two left columns, the magnetic scattering is

independent ofK, which justifies using fixed-angle scans which (when corrected for the magnetic form factor)

fully describe the magnetic spectrum. The right column shows the scattering along H and L, revealing the

short-range correlations between the ladder rungs. Note that, as opposed to the plots in the main text, the

units here are in unit cell lattice units, such that Lunit cell = 7Lladder and Hunit cell = 2Hladder.
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(a) (b) (c)(a) (b) (c)

(a) (b)

(a) (b)

(d) (e) (f)

(c) Ei = 30 meVEi = 30 meV

(g) (h) (i)

(j) (k) (l)

(m) (n) (o)

Ei = 60 meV

Ei = 450 meV

Ei = 300 meV

Ei = 120 meVEi = 120 meV

Supplementary Figure 4. Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 background subtraction routine, wherein a smoothed empty

measurement (sample removed) was subtracted from the measured spectra.
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(a) (b)

Supplementary Figure 5. Results are shown assuming (a) isotropic Cu2+ ions or (b) dx2−y2 orbital order.

There is a substantial difference between the two, especially at high energies. The dx2−y2 form factor was

divided by Sr2.5Ca11.5Cu24O41 scattering data in this study to obtain S(q, ω).

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Supplementary Figure 6. Dynamical spin structure factor for doped Hubbard model without extended

interactions. The first column (panels a and b) shows S(q, ω) results for 6.25% doping along q = (q⊥, 0, L)

with q⊥ = 0 and π, respectively. The second (c and d) and third (e and f) columns show the corresponding

dynamical spin structure factors results for 9.375% and 12.5% doping, respectively. All results were obtained

on 64× 2 site Hubbard ladders.
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 1: ADDITIONAL DMRG CALCULATIONS

To quantify the effect of V on ladder doping, we estimate the effective bulk hole concentration

using two different methods. Our first approach fits the density oscillations in the bulk region [?

? ] using

⟨nj⟩ = A cos (2πNhj/Lbulk + ϕ1) + n0 (1)

where ⟨nj⟩ is the total electron occupation on rung j, and the sum is restricted to a subset of

sites where bulk-like density modulations are observed. (Lbulk is the number of rungs included

in this region.) Our second approach estimates the doping by simply counting the average excess

hole occupation δ = 1 − 1
2Lbulk

∑
j⟨nj⟩ in the same regions. The estimated effective doping levels

obtained with these two methods are reported in Supplementary Figure 7. Both approaches

produce the same qualitative picture, with slight differences in the quantitative values of effective

doping.

For V = 0, a strong potential Upin = 10t localizes two holes at the impurity, leaving the

hole density on the remainder of the ladder (including the edges) nearly unchanged. In contrast,

introducing V = −t reduces the bulk doping by almost half and collects the holes near any pinning

center in the system. For a clean system, the open boundary conditions on the cluster behave

as pinning centers. If we introduce additional pinning sites, they will also collect holes similar to

the open edges of the cluster. Note that this occurs for strong and weak pinning potential placed

anywhere in the system, as shown in Fig. 4 of the main text.

(V, Upin) = (0, 0) (0, 10t) 
 (RungPin = 20)

( t, 0) ( t, 10t)
 ( 20)

( t, t/2)
 ( 20)

( t, t/2)
( 10)

( t, t/2)
(5)

( t, t/2)
(22)

(V, Upin) 
 (RungPin)

0

3

6

Bu
lk

do
pi

ng
es

tim
at

e
% 7.18 6.9

4

0.03

2.82

3.87

4.86

1.19

6.92 6.73

3.47

0.14

1.91

2.86

3.99

0.56

Cluster Doping

Sum
Fit

Supplementary Figure 7. Bulk doping estimates for the various cluster calculations. The RungPin is the

location of the pinning potential Upin when included. The bulk doping decreases when V is present.



8

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)

(h)

Supplementary Figure 8. Dynamical spin structure factor for doped extended Hubbard model with a weak

potential placed on different rungs. The top row shows results for q⊥ = 0 with a weak potential Upin = t/2

placed on rungs (a) −20, (c) −10, (e) 5, and (g) 22 of the cluster. The bottom row (panels b, d, f, and h)

shows the corresponding spectra for q⊥ = π. The main text also reports the case with pinning on rung −20.

Supplementary Figure 8 shows the S(q, ω) spectra for the four weak impurity configurations

used in Fig. 4 of the main text. The trend in doping estimates agrees with the locations of the

incommensurate structure in the dynamical spin structure factor measured along q⊥ = π; larger

doping corresponds to a larger separation in the incommensurate peaks.

For reference, Supplementary Figure 9 shows the same spectra as in Fig. 2 of the main text

but without the convolution using the estimated momentum resolution function.

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 1. BINDING ENERGY CALCULATIONS

We define the binding energy as ∆B(δ) = E2(δ) + E0(δ) − 2E1(δ), where En(δ) denotes the

ground state energy for a system with n holes introduced on top of a background with hole density

δ. We also define the spin gap ∆s(δ) = E(δ, Sz
tot = 1) − E(δ, Sz

tot = 0), where E(δ, Sz
tot) denotes

the lowest energy for a system with hole density δ in magnetization sector Sz
tot. These quantities

are plotted as a function of system size in Supplementary Figure 10 for the single-band extended

Hubbard Hamiltonian, Eq. (1) in the main text, with V = 0 and other parameters as given in the

main text. Up to m = 5000 DMRG states were kept in the calculations, yielding truncation errors
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below 10−6.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Supplementary Figure 9. The calculated dynamical spin structure factor without instrumental broadening.

(a), (b) S(q, ω) for an undoped Hubbard Hamiltonian without any nearest-neighbor interactions (V = 0)

along q = (q⊥, 0, L) with q⊥ = 0 and π, respectively. (c), (d) S(q, ω) for a ρ = 6.25% hole-doped Hubbard

Hamiltonian, again with V = 0. (e), (f) S(q, ω) for a ρ = 6.25% hole-doped Hubbard Hamiltonian with an

attractive nearest-neighbor interaction V = −t. All results were obtained with DMRG on a 64 × 2 ladder

and have not been broadened with the instrumental resolution.
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(a)

(b)

Supplementary Figure 10. Finite-size scaled energy gaps in the V = 0 single-band extended Hubbard

Hamiltonian calculated with DMRG. (a) the binding energy ∆B as a function of 1/Lx for a Lx×2 ladder at

half-filling (δ = 0) and finite doping (δ = 0.0625). The binding energy is negative, indicating the presence

of two-hole bound states. (b) the spin gap ∆s at half-filling and at finite doping.


