Spin frustration of a spin/2 Ising-Heisenberg three-leg tube as an indispensable
ground for thermal entanglement

Jozef Streckd, Raphael Cavalcante AléioMarcelo L. Lyr&, Onofre Roja%

apepartment of Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, EamflScience, P. Bafarik University, Park Angelinum 9, 040 01 Kogice, Sloa
PInstituto de Fisica, Universidade Federal de Alagoas, 7970, Maceio-AL, Brazil
¢Departamento de Ciencias Exatas, Universidade Federaladeds, 37200-000, Lavras-MG, Brazil

Abstract

The spin-12 Ising-Heisenberg three-leg tube composed of the Heisgrapén triangles mutually coupled through
the Ising inter-triangle interaction is exactly solved imexo magnetic field. By making use of the local conservation
for the total spin on each Heisenberg spin triangle the moadelbe rigorously mapped onto a classical composite
spin-chain model, which is subsequently exactly treatealttph the transfer-matrix method. The ground-state phase
diagram, correlation functions, concurrence, Bell fumatientropy and specific heat are examined in detail. It is
shown that the spin frustration represents an indispeaggiolund for a thermal entanglement, which is quantified
with the help of concurrence. The specific heat displaysrdeseemperature dependences, which may include a sharp
low-temperature peak mimicking a temperature-driven-firsier phase transition. It is convincingly evidenced that
this anomalous peak originates from massive thermal giariafrom the doubly degenerate ground state towards an
excited state with a high macroscopic degeneracy due talaegrees of freedom of the Heisenberg spin triangles.
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1. Introduction to negligible interactions in other two spatial dimensions
[5,1€]. It should be emphasized that 1D Heisenberg spin

Quantum spin models in one dimension traditionalfjpodels display more prominent quantum features than
attract a great deal of attention, because they often &eir higher-dimensional counterparts on account of re-
hibit unique magnetic properties closely connected to dRforced quantum spin fluctuations. If the geometric spin
otic quantum ground states [1-5]. Although all real-worf@ustration is absent, the fundamental properties of quan-
magnetic materials are essentially three dimensional atléth Heisenberg chains basically depend on the parity of
of them can befgectively described by the notion of onespin. The Heisenberg chains with half-odd-integer spins

dimensional (1D) quantum Heisenberg spin models dd@ve a gapless excitation spectrum and algebraic decay
of correlations, while the Heisenberg chains with integer

spins have an energy gap and exponential decay of corre-
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tems, the spin/R Heisenberg tubes have recently at-
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erally refers to an-leg (n > 3) spin ladder with peri-
odic boundary conditions along a rung (inter-chain) di-
rection. The antiferromagnetic coupling along the rung
direction obviously causes a geometric spin frustration
whenever the odd-numbered tube is considered. Ow-
ing to this fact, the antiferromagnetic spiri2zLHeisen-
berg three-leg tube has a spin gap in contrast to the spin-
1/2 Heisenberg three-leg ladder with an open boundary
condition along the rung (inter-chain) direction [20-23].
The Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem [24] would suggest that
the spin gap must be accompanied with at least doubly-
degenerate ground state with a spontaneous breaking of
the trans_latlonal symmetry S_Ince the u_mt ceII_conS|sts lggure 1: A diagrammatic representation of spj-Ising-Heisenberg
three spins. From the experimental point of view, 1D C@wee-leg tube. Thick solid lines represent the XXZ Heigegtintra-
ordination polymers [(CuGtachH}CI|Cl, (tach=1,3,5- triangle interaction I, J;), while thin broken lines correspond to the
triaminocyclohexane) [25-27] and @B, - DgCsSO, 'sing inter-triangle coupling,.

[28] provide unique experimental realizations of a spin-

1/2 Heisenberg three-leg and four-leg tube, respectivel&_ Mode and method

In the present work, we will exactly examine a spin
frustration and thermal entanglement of the spi-1 Let us consider the spin/2 Ising-Heisenberg three-
Ising-Heisenberg three-leg tube, which accounts for theg tube with a cross-section of equilateral spin trian-
Heisenberg intra-triangle and Ising inter-triangle integles, whereas the spins belonging to the same triangular
action. This simplified but still highly non-trivial 1D unit are mutually coupled through the Heisenberg intra-
guantum spin system is exactly tractable by adapting tiiengle interaction and the spins from neighboring trian-
approach worked out previously for the spif21sing- gular units are coupled through the Ising inter-triangle in
Heisenberg tetrahedral chain [29/ 30]. The exotic quarraction (see Fid.1). The Hamiltonian of the spif21
tum ground states along with a mutual interplay of splaing-Heisenberg three-leg tube is then given by
frustration and quantum entanglement will be the main

subject matter of our investigations. In particular, wd wil .. NS Ax Ax ay ay Ay Az

compare a frustration temperature![31] with a threshold® = _ Z [‘]X (Si,isi,j+1 + Si,jsi,j+1) + ‘]Zsi,jsi,j+1]

temperature of thermal entanglement, which will be cal- =1 )=t

culated from a disappearance of the concurrence serving A [

as a measure of bipartite entanglement [32, 33]. Besides, + 1 21: Z; Si,j z; Si+1,j ’ 1)
i=1\j= i=

we will also calculate the non-locality function in order to
test whether or not the Bell inequality is violated|[34], be-

A(Y 1
cause the nonlocality and entanglement captulfie réint WhereSi!j (a. € {xy,2]) mark spatial compone__nts of the
. standard spin-2 operator, the former subscriptieter-
aspects of quantum correlations|[35, 36].

mines a position of a triangular unit within a spin tube

The organization of this paper is as follows. The spiand the latter subscrigt specifies a position of individ-
1/2 Ising-Heisenberg tube will be introduced in S&d. @al spin within a given triangular unit by imposing cyclic
along with basic steps of its exact analytical treatmetbundary conditionS, = S¢;, S, = S7 | (see FiglL).
Sectior B deals with the most interesting results obtain€de interaction termd, andJ, stand for the XXZ Heisen-
for the ground-state phase diagram, correlation functiobgrg intra-triangle interaction between three spins from
spin frustration, bipartite entanglement, non-localitgla the same triangular unit and the coupling constina-
specific heat. Finally, several concluding remarks abels the Ising inter-triangle interaction between all spin
mentioned in Sectidnl 4. from neighboring triangular units.



The total Hamiltonian [{1) of the spinfl Ising- factorized into the following form
Heisenberg tube can be alternatively rewritten in terms of

composite spin operatorsvhich determine the total spin [3NS . -
of the Heisenberg triangles and #somponent Z = exp|—g= (2% + ) Trl_[ exp-AHi)
L 1 e
3 3 [ 3NB ] N
=~ & S az = exp|——(2Jx + J,) W(Ti, T Tiz1, T2 )
Ti = ; S,J and Ti = JZ:; Si,j' (2) | 8 X z | {T%’zﬁ D bl i+l Tigg
>3Nﬁ 1 N
: : . . = —(23x+ J) | Trw™, 5
It can be proved by inspection that the composite spin op- eng 8 (@t Z)_ ' ©)

erators'f'i2 andT? commute with the total Hamiltoniaf(1), ) _
e [, 7] = [A. 2 = 0, which means that the toWheref £ 1/(keT). e is the Bolzmanns constart s
tal spin of the Heisenberg triangles andZsomponent P ’ fim)

represent conserved quantities with well defined uzstonv-er all possible values of the quantum spin numbers
P . q nfiTiz. The expressioilV = exp(BH;), which depends

tum pum_bers. Consequently, the elgenyalues of the t Rthe composite spin operators from two neighboring tri-
Hamiltonian [1) can be related to the eigenvalues of thggyjar units, can be alternatively viewed as the transfer
composite spin operato'rl'§ andTiZ. Using the spin iden- matrix with the following elements
tity (T)? = 3 - 2(82,S¢, + 57,57, + S,S1), the total )
Hamiltonian [1) can be rewritten into the following form W 7T, T ) = G im0, T ) - ®
><3y929 x5y523 x5y52’3 x3y92’9 x2y523 x2y52’3 x2y523 x2y52’3
><5y5z3 ><7yz x7yz’1 ><5)r‘32’3 ><4yz >f1yz’1 ><4yz >(1yz’1

3N $ AR S PR S PR R SO ¥
1 q Yoz~ z z z- X
H= _§(2JX + JZ) + Z Hi? (3) x2yPA3 XPyz Byzr 1 X203 xyz xyz1 xyz xyzl |
i=1 ®Rypzr3 byl xyz RyPB xz'1 xyz xyzl xyz
2y Kyz Byzrl  x@y53 xyz xyzl xyz xyzl

x2y52’3 ><4yz’1 ><4yz >gy523 xyz’l Xyz XyZ 1 Xyz
which depends on the Hamiltoni&h of two subsequent

triangular unit cells wherex = exp(-5Ji/4), y = exp(-J,/8) andz =

exp(pJi/4). As usual, the partition function is in the
thermodynamic limitN — oo solely determined by the

N an I np  n
H = W17, + ZX(TiZ +T2, largest eigenvalue of the transfer matikgiven by Eq.
-3 . A (6). By inspection, four out of eight transfer-matrix eigen
+ %[(Tiz)2+ (T2 )% (4) values equal zerol§ = 1 = 17 = Ag = 0), because

the second, fifth and seventh (third, sixth and eigth) rows

The first term in Eq. [{3) is the less important constafife linearly dgpendent. The qtherfou_r eigenvalues can be
term and the second one is expressed as a sum over@Hgd by solving two quadratic equations

symmetrically defined cell Hamiltoniand;, which de- 2 2 3

pend according to Eq{4) on the composite spin operators (" -al+ (1" -cl+d)=0 )
from two neighboring triangular units. The eigenvalu
of the composite spin operatoT$ andT? are quantized
according to_the rule3;(T; + 1) with T; = 1/2 or 3/_2 a= DAL +79+ @+ H2+ ),

and, respectlvely',l'iZ = -Ti,-T; +1,...,T;. From this VNI 1y 4 79 5, 792
point of view, the spin-2 Ising-Heisenberg tube defined =Xy 2( +X )[(?- z7) J;Z )_6( +Z7)7
by the Hamiltonian[{lL) can be rigorously mapped onto ¢ = XYX*Y¥(Z - 2°) + (z- 21)(2+ X°)],

some classical composite spin-chain model, which can bej = x*y'°(2 + x®)[(z— z )2 - %) - (Z - 23)?].(8)
further treated by the transfer-matrix method [37]. Owing

to a validity of the commutation relation between the cellhe remaining four eigenvalues of the transfer matfrix (6)
Hamiltonians H;, Hj] = 0, the partition function can becan be therefore acquired by solving two quadratic equa-

fWith the codficientsa, b, c andd given by



tions [1) between two spins from the same Heisenberg triangle can
95 83 be calculated by diierentiating the Helmholtz free energy
A = x50 cosl—(—l) +Xxy(2 + x5) cosl‘(—l) + /D1, (@2) with respect to the coupling constahtor J,. This
4 4 procedure yields for the respective spatial components of
_ - (9PBA 6y cirp( B the pair correlation function the following simple expres-
Aag = Xy° smh(T) + Xy(2 + X )smh(T) + /Do, Sione

9) o 1 .. i
where Cli = (SfiSf = zTr[Sf,iS,ﬁl,i expBH)]
2 1@ -0)(0+%)+ 2 +(0-%)o
D, = [X‘°’y9 cosf(%) - xy(2 + x°) cosk(ﬂ%l)] =2 © (g 7 +34)g +3(g J(rg )gs) ,(14)
1- 02 3+ (01 + G2) Oa
+ A2+ %) cosﬁ(@) Cli = (S8t = (S}iST.10)
4 ) 1 oy .
= ZTr[S};S%, 1 expBH)]
(9B o (BIN 7 T1S)ioji
D, = |:X3y9 smh(T) - XY(Z + X )Slnh(T)] _ 1 Os (91 — 92) — 296 — 0405 (15)

6 (01— 02)° + 403 + (1 + 02) Oa

+

4102 + x8) sini? (%) . (10)

which contain two new functiongs—ges given by
p [[1- enof- 22| cost(
exp[4 (3, +23y) [1 exp( > cosk( ) )

exp[’g (Jy — JZ)] [1 - exp(— 3ﬁ23x )] cosit (%) )
(16)

In thermodynamic limitN — oo, the Helmholtz free en-
ergy per unit cell is determined just by the largest transfeg5
matrix eigenvalu@max = 1,

3(2)c + Jy)
8
After substituting the largest transfer-matrix eigenealu

(©) into Eq. [11) and straightforward algebraic manipye ;.component of the pair correlation function between
lations one obtains an explicit form of the Helmholtz freg, spins from the neighboring Heisenberg triangles can

f=-p"lim % INZ = - glina,. (11 9%

energy o in turn be calculated by fferentiating the Helmholtz free
f=-=B7In(g1+0g2+04), (12)  energy[[ILL) with respect to the coupling constant
which is expressed in terms of the newly defined functions 1
01—04 given by C = (S]?YiS]?,Hl) = 2Tr [S]?YiS]?,Hl expaH)]
G = exp(_si‘]z)cos)—(%), 1@ (@ F) g (o %)94(17)
4 (-9 + 405+ (0 + G2 O
% = eXp[é (3, + ZJX)] 2+ exp(— %JX)} cosr('B_‘]l), . .
4 4 whereas the functiong—go are defined as
e 32 .
= exp|Z (I - )||2 + exp| - cosif [ =],
O3 p[2( x = J2) p 3 2 g = exp(— 3ﬁ4\]z)sinh(9,84\]1),
01 = /(01— 02)* +4gs. B 383\] ., (Bh
(13) Os = exp[zr (I, + ZJX)] 2+ exp(— > )] smh(T),

Now, let us calculate pair correlation functions betweefa _ exp[’g (Je - Jz)] 94 exp(— %Jx)] sinh(SﬂJl).
two spins from the same Heisenberg triangle. Both dif- 2 2 2
ferent spatial components of the pair correlation function (18)




At this stage, one may employ two spatial componertan be written as a tensor product over the lowest-energy
of the pair correlation functiofi {14) and {15) between thegenstate of the cell Hamiltoniahl (4). One finds by in-
spins from the same Heisenberg triangle in order to capection just three fierent ground states, namely, the

culate the concurrence [33] classical antiferromagnetic phase (CAF)
1 N/2
c-maoiaca-[3 420l a9 AR = [ [T 1@llila,  (21)
=1

i q\ . . .
and the Bell function [34] the symmetric quantum trimerized phase (SQT)

B=8max{ C2 +C2; ZCZ}, (20) NZ o

Gk G 2% sQn = [ | DD 1T D)
which may serve as a measure of bipartite entanglement =1

and quantum non-locality at zero as well as non-zero tem- 1 . 29
perature. The Heisenberg spins from the same triangu- ® \/§(| WD+t + |”l>)2" (22)

lar unit display a thermal entanglement just if the con- . . :
. . : and the macroscopically degenerate chiral antiferromag-
currence is greater than zero, i.e.>C0, otherwise they

become disentangled. On the other hand, the violationnc()aftIC phase (DCA)

the Bell inequality B< 2 can be used in order to prove N2 (1 iz ji '

a non-local character of quantum correlations. The ofPCA) = { \F(HTT) i e;'T”) * engTl>)21‘l
tained exact results for the thermal entanglement will be j=1 ﬁ(HTT) +ESITIT) + €53 |T”>)2j—1
confronted with the ones for non-locality, because the en- LAY +€31110) + ei%lTll»z'
tanglement and non-locality capture closely related yet in ® { \F 4 20 o (23)
dependent features of quantum correlations|[34, 36]. AU +ETUTD + €511,

Owing to the time-reversal symmetry, the alternative rep-
3. Resultsand discussion resentation of the ground states CAF, SQT and DCA can

be obtained from Eqgs.[(21)=(23) by inter-changing the

Let us proceed to a discussion of the most interesti@@enkets on odd and even Heisenberg triang|e3, respec-

results for the spin+/2 Ising-Heisenberg three-leg tube byively. Hence, it follows that the ground states CAF and
considering the particular case with the antiferromagne8QT are two-fold degenerate in contrast to the ground
inter-triangle interactiod; > 0, which will henceforth state DCA, which is 2 2N degenerate due to the time-
serve as an energy urlf = 1 (the Boltzmann’s constantreyersal symmetry and two chiral degrees of freedom on
is also set to unitkg = 1 for easy notation). It should beeach Heisenberg spin triangle. The spin arrangement in-
mentioned that another particular case with the ferromagrent to the three available ground states is consistent
netic inter-triangle interactiod; < 0 behaves quite anal-with the following asymptotic values of the pair correla-

ogously, because the spin states on each second Hei§gR-functions as calculated from EqE._(14).](15) 4nd (17)
berg triangle are merely inverted under the transformatipna zero-temperature limit

Jl i —J]_. 1 1

CAF:C{f = 0, C#%=_Z, C#Z=-2;

3.1. Ground state 1 ) g . 12 41
A diagonal form of the Hamiltonia{4) can be straight-  SQT:C{} = & Cli= - CiZ= “36

forwardly used in order to obtain all possible ground 1 1 1

states, since the lowest-energy eigenstate of the cell DCA: CJ¥ = ——, Cll=-=, Ci=-—.(29)
Hamiltonian [4) can be readily extended to the whole 12 12 36

spin-1/2 Ising-Heisenberg three-leg tube. Consequently,The ground-state phase diagram involving all three
the ground state of the spin2llsing-Heisenberg tubeavailable ground states is depicted in Fig. 2. The CAF



with increasing temperature. Interestingly, the longitud
nal correlation function between the spins from the same
| Heisenberg triangle shows a peculiar crossover at a so-
[3/2,15%?2,401 [1/2,1]/32%2,.1/2] called frustration temperatuilg, at whichz-components
2b ] of the spins become completely uncorrelated (i.e. the rel-
- evant correlation function equals zero). The longitudi-
1+ 1 nal correlation between the spins from the same Heisen-
CAF berg triangle would suggest that ta@omponents of the
or 32,3123 3/2,30] T spins are ferromagnetically correlated below the frustra-
4 . . . . . tion temperatureT < T¢) and antiferromagnetically cor-
30020 - }) 1 2 3 related aboveit{ > T;). The transverse correlation func-
Figure 2 The ground-state p?]ase diagram of the sfniging- t|on_between the spins from the same Heisenberg trla}n—
Heisenberg three-leg tube in tlig — J, plane. The numbers quotedgle is zero at absolute zero temperatu_re_ due_ toa C_laSS|CaI
in square brackets determine the total spin and-ésmponent on two Character of the CAF ground state, but itimplies antiferro-
consecutive Heisenberg trianglél 1, T3 _;; Tai, T3] magnetic (ferromagnetic) correlation at non-zero temper-
atures provided that the-component of the Heisenberg
, coupling is antiferromagnetic (ferromagnetic).
phase becomes the ground state in a parameter space d&y [3(b) demonstrates thermal variations of the cor-
limited by the conditions), < 2+ JxandJ; < 2~ Jx/2, rejation functions, which are quite typical for the SQT
which are consistent with the ferromagnetic Heisenbeghng state. The correlation function between the spins
interaction ( < 0) or the sificiently weak antiferromag- .o the same Heisenberg triangle serves in evidence
netic Heisenberg interactiodf < 2). If the conditions o¢ the antiferromagnetic (ferromagnetic) correlation in

Jx > 0 andJ, > 2 - J,/2 are met, however, the spin, |ongitydinal (transverse) direction, whereas a relative
frustration arising out from the stronger antiferroma@neyrangth of the ferromagnetic transverse correlation is
Heisenberg interaction gives rise to the macroscopicallygnty stronger than that of the antiferromagnetic lon-
degenerate DCA ground state with two (right- or el ginal correlation. Furthermore, ttzecomponents of
hand-side) chiral degrees of freedom on each Heisenbgfg gpins from the neighboring Heisenberg triangles are
triangle. As long as the conditiods < 0 andJ; > 2+ J« gntiferromagnetically correlated within the SQT phase.
are fulfilled, the SQT phase with a regular alternation | st pyt not least, the correlation functions plotted in
of the symmetric quantum superposition of three Up-Upyy [3(c) illustrate typical temperature dependences for
down and down-down-up states on odd and even triangligs pca ground state. As one can see, the longitudi-
(or vice versa) becomes the relevant ground state. ) and transverse correlation functions between the spins
) ) from the same Heisenberg triangle are antiferromagnetic.
3.2. Correlation functions While the longitudinal and transverse correlation are of
To gain an overall insight into a character of spin aequal strength at zero temperature, the transverse corre-
rangements emerging within the individual ground statéation overwhelms over the longitudinal one at non-zero
let us explore in detail temperature dependences of all damperatures. It is noteworthy that theomponents of
culated pair correlation functions. The pair correlatiche spins from the neighboring Heisenberg triangles are
functions are plotted against temperature in Fid. 3(alvays antiferromagnetically correlated when the investi
(c) for three diferent sets of the interaction parametergated spin system starts from the DCA ground state.
which drive the investigated system towards the CAF,
SQT and DCA ground states, respectively. It is qui3. Spin frustration
clear from Fig.[B(a) that-components of the spins from It is obvious from previous discussions that the SQT
the neighboring Heisenberg triangles are perfectly ardird DCA ground states have frustrated character in con-
correlated at zero temperature, whereas a relative strerigast to the unfrustrated CAF ground state. According to
of the antiferromagnetic correlation gradually decreash® frustration concept developed by Toulouse [38], the




rion for testing whether or not a spin system is frustrated

03— i R at finite temperatures [31]. Hence, the antiferromagnetic
L 02r o C‘;- (negative) correlation function betweatomponents of
_§ o1l | "] the spins from the same Heisenberg triangle indeed veri-
s N~ T €, fies the frustrated character of the SQT and DCA phases
$ 00 e —— e at non-zero temperatures [see . 3(b)-(c)]. On the other
< hand, the longitudinal correlation function between the
S . 1 spins from the same Heisenberg triangle shown in Fig.
0.2+ J =10 - [B(a) changes its sign from positive (at lower temperatures)
P T . /=10 to negative (at higher temperatures), which confirms an
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 outstanding thermally activated spin frustration abowe th
@ T unfrustrated CAF ground state on assumption that the an-
o2 tiferromagnetic intra-triangle coupling, > 0 is consid-
’ ' J=-20 ered.

pair correlations

-0.1

(®) T i
0.00 : : 4
« _0.02 - | Figure 4: The frustration temperafLTe as a function of the transverse
§ ’ component of the Heisenberg couplidg for a few fixed values of its
3 longitudinal componend,.
% -0.04
N 0.06 With this in mind, it might be quite interesting to inves-
2 tigate how the thermally activated spin frustration above
008k the unfrustrated CAF ground state depends on a relative
' strength of the Heisenberg intra-triangle interactionr Fo

this purpose, we have depicted in Fig. 4 typical depen-
) ) . . ) dences of the frustration temperatdreon the transverse
Figure 3: The pair correlation functions as a function of penature . . .
for the coupling constants supporting threéetient ground states: (a)componenﬂx of the I-!elsenberg COUP“”Q for a few Tlxed
Je = 1, 3, = 1 (CAF phase); (b)lx = -2, J, = 2 (SQT phase); (c) values of its longitudinal componed. It is worthwhile
Jx = 2,3, = 2 (DCA phase). to recall thatzcomponents of the spins from the same
Heisenberg triangle are ferromagnetically (antiferromag
netically) correlated below (above) the frustration tempe
spin systemis said to be geometrically frustrated if a proakure T¢. In this regard, the spinf2 Ising-Heisenberg
uct of signs of the exchange couplings along an eleméhree-leg tube is free of frustration inside of the region
tary plaquette becomes negative. Analogously, the prdmbunded from above by the line of frustration tempera-
uct of signs of the pair correlation functions along an edres, while it becomes frustrated outside of this region. |
ementary plaguette can be used as another useful cigesvident from Fig[¥ that the unfrustrated region gradu-

©



in a close neighborhood of its lower-edge boundary [Fig.
[B(a)] along with the corresponding thermal variations of
the correlation functions [Fig[15(b)]. If the transverse
component of the Heisenberg interaction is selected suf-
ficiently close but slightly below the ground-state bound-
ary CAF-SQT, then, the longitudinal correlation function
non-frustrated between the spins from the same Heisenberg triangle ac-
tually shows a weak ferromagnetic correlation within a
relatively narrow range of moderate temperatures and an-
tiferromagnetic correlation out of this temperature range

0.6

frustrated

-1.00 -0.98 -0.96
@ . 3.4. Thermal entanglement
The concurrence, as calculated from EQ.](19), repre-
sents a feasible measure of bipartite quantum entangle-
ment at zero as well as non-zero temperatures. Although
the absence of quantum correlations in the CAF ground
state could be anticipated on the grounds of the fully clas-
sical character of this phase, it is somewhat more sur-
prising that the concurrence equals zero also within the
ST T i DCA ground state. According to this, the SQT phase is
I the only ground state for which the calculated concur-
ol o . . rence C= 1/3 at zero temperature indicates thg substan-
®) 0.0 02 0.4 ’ 06 08 1.0 tial but not full quantum entangl_eme_nt. To clarify the ef-
fect of temperature upon the bipartite entanglement, we
have plotted in Fig.16 the concurrence against temperature
Figure 5: (a) A reentrant behavior of the frustrated tempeedlt ina  for two different values of the longitudinal compondat

vicinity of the ground-state phase boundary CAF-SQT fortheicular . . . .
caseJ; = 1.0; (b) Temperature dependences of the correlation fum:tioﬂf the He|senberg 'mra_mangle COUpI'ng and several val-

for the parameter sk = —1.002 andJ, = 1.0 serving in evidence of UeS Of its transverse componeft In agreement with
the reentrant behavior (a thin dotted line at zero is guideyes only). the general expectations, thermal fluctuations gradually

destroy the quantum entanglement, i.e. the concurrence

generally decreases upon increasing temperature until it
ally diminishes upon increasing of the longitudinal cominally disappears above a certain temperature referred to
ponent of the Heisenberg coupling until it completely digs the threshold temperatuFe Apart from this standard
appears for any, > 2. This is agreement with absencgependence, one may also found a peculiar reentrant be-
of the unfrustrated CAF phase in the parameter regiRAvior of the concurrence, which is illustrated in Fijy. 6(b)
J; > 2. It should be pointed out, moreover, that the uppejn the particular example with, = 1.8 andJ, = —0.19.
and lower-edge boundaries of the unfrustrated region @der this circumstance, the concurrence evolves from
actly coincide at zero temperature with the ground-statero just at a certain lower threshold temperature, then
boundaries CAF-DCA and CAF-SQT, respectively (C.f shows a peculiar thermally-induced increase followed
Fig.[4 with Fig.[2). by a successive thermally-induced decrease until it com-

Another interesting point to observe from Fil]l 4 ipletely vanishes at an upper threshold temperature.

that the frustration temperature exhibits a notable reen-To gain an overall insight into the entangled part of the
trant behavior near its lower edge closely connected to fherameter region, we have depicted in Eig. 7 the threshold
ground-state boundary between the CAF and SQT phagesperature as a function of the transverse compahent
To clarify this issue in a more detail, we have plotted iof the Heisenberg intra-triangle coupling for several fixed
Fig. [3 typical dependence of the frustration temperaturalues of its longitudinal componedt. The spin-12
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Figure 6: Thermal variations of the concurrence for seveafiles of
the transverse component of the Heisenberg intra-triacgleling Jx
and two diterent values of its longitudinal component: (a)= 2.0; (b)
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Figure 7: The threshold temperétu'l’eas a function of the transverse.
component of the Heisenberg couplidg for a few fixed values of its

J

Ising-Heisenberg tube is entangled inside of the param-
eter region bounded from above by displayed lines of the
threshold temperature, where the concurrence as a mea-
sure of the thermal entanglement is non-zero. If the lon-
gitudinal component of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg
coupling is stficiently strongJ, > 2, then, the threshold
temperature monotonically decreases with increasing its
transverse componedj until it tends to zero afl = 0.

On the other hand, the dependence of the threshold tem-
perature terminates fal, < 2 at the ground-state phase
boundary between the SQT and CAF phasés at J,—2.
Moreover, it can be observed from Fig. 7 that the thresh-
old temperature shows the most striking dependence with
a pronounced reentrant region when the longitudinal com-
ponent of the Heisenberg intra-triangle interaction iselo
enough but slightly below, 5 2.

3.5. Frustration vs. entanglement

At this stage, it might be of particular interest to inves-
tigate a mutual interplay between the thermally activated
spin frustration and entanglement, which do not bear at
first sight any direct relation. To this end, we have plotted
in Fig.[8 the threshold and frustration temperature against
the transverse component of the Heisenberg intra-triangle
coupling Jy for several fixed values of its longitudinal
componentl,. It is quite apparent from this comparison
that the threshold and frustration temperatures coincide
at low enough temperatures, because they both converge
to the identical zero-temperature asymptotic limit though
they show completely éierent behavior at higher tem-
peratures. It can be also understood from Eig. 8 that the
thermal entanglement occurs just outside of the parame-
ter region bounded by the line of frustration temperatures,
which means that the spin frustration is in the spig-1
Ising-Heisenberg tube indispensable for a presence of the
thermal entanglement. Another interesting point is that
the reentrance in the threshold temperatures gives rise to
the thermal entanglement above the unfrustrated parame-

longitudinal componend,. The inset shows a detail from the reentranrter space fod, é 2 [See F|g[B(a)], while the reentrance in

region for the particular cask = 1.8.

the frustration temperatures makes possible to detect the
unfrustrated region above the entangled parameter space
[see Fig.[B(b)]. Both types of reentrances are apparently

antagonistic and cannot emerge simultaneously.



guantum correlations are in the spif21sing-Heisenberg
tube strictly local in spite of the fact that the thermal en-
tanglement is evidently present within the SQT ground
state. The cuspate dip of the Bell function at the tempera-
tureT ~ 0.55 of the particular case with the CAF ground
states thus represents the most striking feature of the dis-
played dependences. A presence of this kind of singular-
ity can be attributed to a crossing of absolute values of the
transverse and longitudinal pair correlation function be-
tween the spins from the same Heisenberg triangle, which
indicates according to Ed._(R0) twoffirent analytic pre-

scriptions below and above a relevant crossing point.

4 : .
—T
t
rrrrrrrrr T
3 J=025 o
21 ]

0

(®) .
Figure 8: The dependence of threshold (solid lines) andrftisn (bro-
ken lines) temperatures on the transverse component ofdfsehberg
intra-triangle couplingJy for several fixed values of its longitudinal
componentJ,. The panel (a) shows reentrant behavior of the thresh-

old temperature and the panel (b) reentrant behavior ofrtistrétion
temperature.

3.6. Quantum non-locality

Next, it could be quite interesting to answer the ques-
tion whether or not the spin/ Ising-Heisenberg tube
may violate the Bell inequality, because the entanglement
and non-locality capture closely related but independent
features of quantum correlations. A comprehensive anal-
ysis reveals that all three available ground state do not

J
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violate the Be_|| inequality, since the calculated value Qfgure 9: (a) The Bell function versus temperature for trolggerent
the Bell function never exceeds the largest value B  Heisenberg intra-triangle interactions correspondinghtee available
allowed for classical correlations. To support this statground statesl, = Jx = 1.0 (CAF phase)J, = —Jx = 2.0 (SQT phase),

ment, we have depicted in Fig] 9(a) typical temperat

= Jyx = 2.0 (DCA phase); (b) Thermal variations of absolute values
of the longitudinal and transverse pair correlation funttbetween the

variatiqns of the. Bell fL_mCtion_ for thr?e fd]eiare_nt set_s of spins from the same Heisenberg triangle for the parametiel, sely =
the Heisenberg intra-triangle interaction, which drive th.o (CAF phase).

investigated model to the CAF, SQT and DCA ground
states, respectively. Altogether, it could be concluded! th

10



3.7. Specific heat and entropy

The substantial thermal variations of the correlation 0.3
functions near the ground-state phase boundaries may
manifest themselves also in unusual temperature depen- =
dences of basic thermodynamic quantities, so let us ex- <
plore in the following typical thermal variations of the ©
zero-field specific heat. It can be seen from Higl 10(a) 0.1
that the specific heat can exhibit a peculiar double-peak
temperature dependence when the SQT phase constitutes
the ground state, whereas the low-temperature peak pre-
dominantly comes from thermally-induced breakdown of @
the longitudinal correlation between the spins from the
neighboring triangles. Note furthermore that the low-
temperature peak gradually merges with the round high-
temperature maximum, which shifts to lower tempera- 0.8
tures when the spin system approaches the ground-state =
phase boundary between the SQT and CAF phases (at < 0.6
Jx = =1 whenJ, = 1 is fixed). ©

Contrary to this, the specific heat shows a more com- 04
mon temperature dependence with a single maximum in 0.2
a majority of the parameter space, which corresponds to
the CAF ground state [Fig[—10(b)]. The only notable 290
exception from this rule is when the Heisenberg intra- (®)

triangle coupling drives the spin systenfitiently close
to the ground-state phase boundary with the DCA phase at
Jx = 2.0 assuming the fixed value df = 1.0 (see the sub-
sequent paragraph). Last but not least, one recovers the  0.15
more striking double-peak temperature dependence of the
specific heat on assumption that the DCA phase consti-
tutes the ground state [Fig.]10(c)]. Under this condition,
the low-temperature peak predominantly comes from the 0.05
thermally-assisted breakdown of the longitudinal correla
tion between the spins from the neighboring triangles.
0.00 ; : :
Let us turn back to the most spectacular temperature 0 1 2 3 4

dependence of the specific heat, which involves three sep- 1(5)T ; it r fth fic heat ( iy
. . . . _Figure 10: Temperature variations of the specific heat (pergpin) for
arate peaks as dlsplayed n FIE 11(a)'(b)' The mplfﬂé fixed value of the longitudinal component of the Heisegleeupling

peak thermal dependence of the zero-field specific hgat 1 and several values of its transverse compodgniThe selected
can be found when the Heisenberg intra-triangle cowpupling constantsy are consistent with the following ground states:
pling drives the spin/R Ising-Heisenberg tube toward$®) SQT phase; (b) CAF phase; (c) DCA phase.

the CAF ground state but still keeps it in a close vicinity

of the phase boundary with the DCA phase Jat= 2.0

for J, = 1.0). While thermal excitations of physically dif-decline of the longitudinal and transverse correlations be
ferent origin are responsible for an existence of the higfiveen the spins from the same triangle. The most surpris-
temperature maximum a ~ 1.0, the round maximum ing is of course a presence of the sizable low-temperature
at moderate temperatur@s~ 0.25 relates to a gradualpeak, which could be at first sight easily confused with a

11



around the temperatufie~ 0.072 by considering the par-
710 ticular case withl, = 1.9 andJ, = 1.0, can be ascribed to
massive thermal excitations from the two-fold degenerate
CAF ground state to the macroscopically degenerate DCA
excited state. As a matter of fact, the locus of the sharp
low-temperature peak is in a good concordance with the
formula

0.2F 4

B

C/3k

4-23,— I«
o=z

0'8,01 o 1 10 which follows from a direct comparison of the Helmholtz
free energies of the CAF and DCA phases provided that
thermal variations of the internal energy and entropy are
100 g ' o simply neglected. Thus, it could be concluded that the
’ sharp low-temperature peak of the specific heat appears
due to a high entropy gain, which originates from the chi-
ral degrees of freedom of the DCA phase lying in energy
just slightly above the doubly degenerate CAF ground
state. To support this statement, we have plotted in Fig.
[I1(c) the relevant thermal variations of the entropy, which
provides a convincing evidence for an abrupt but still con-
tinuous change of the entropy from almost zero to In 2 as-
sociated with the vigorous thermal excitations from the
CAF phase to the DCA phase. The abrupt entropy change
can be detected at the temperature, which is in accordance
with the position of the sharp low-temperature peak of the
specific heat given by the formul@a(25).

(25)

10

B

C/3k

0.1

0.01F

0.001
(b)

4, Conclusion

S/k

In the present work, we have exactly solved the spih-1
Ising-Heisenberg three-leg tube by taking advantage of
the local conservation of the total spin on each Heisenberg
. . 7Y spin triangle and the classical transfer-matrix method.
0.0 0.1 0T2 0.3 0.4 The elaborated rigorous procedure has enabled us to de-

! © _ o rive exact results for the ground-state phase diagram, ba-
Figure 11: (a) The semi-logarithmic plot for the temperatdepen- . th d . titi d | . lati
dence of the specific heat (per one spin) exactly at the grstatd Sic .ermo ynamlc quantiues and several pair correiation
phase boundary CAF-DCAJ = 2.0:J, = 1.0) and just below it functions, which were subsequently employed for a cal-
(I« = 1.9;J, = 1.0); (b) The low-temperature peak of the specific hegulation of the concurrence and Bell function. The latter
for the case with], = 1.0 andJ, = 19 in a log-log scale; (C) The y\yq quantities were used in order to quantify thermal en-
temperature dependence of the entropy (per one triangéexigxat the ¢ | tand | lit hich lated t t
ground-state phase boundary CAF-DC¥} & 2.0;J;, = 1.0) and just ang em_en and non-locall y'V_V Icharerelatedto quan um
below it (Jx = 1.9;J; = 1.0). correlations between two spins coupled by the Heisen-

berg intra-triangle interaction. While none of three avail

able ground states violates the Bell inequality, the SQT
temperature-driven first-order phase transition. Thephahase with a regular alternation of the symmetric quantum
and very narrow low-temperature peak, which emergasperposition of up-up-down and down-down-up on odd
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and even triangles (or vice versa) does exhibit the therrpabcedure elaborated in the present work can be straight-
entanglement. forwardly adapted to account for the non-zero external

It has been demonstrated that the SQT and DCA groumdgnetic field as well. Our future work will continue in
states are naturally frustrated unlike the unfrustrate& C#his direction.
ground state, above which the so-called thermally acti-
vated spin frustration can develop provided that the anéf
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