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We investigate the behavior of quantum coherence of the ground states of 2D Heisenberg XY model and 2D

Ising model with transverse field on square lattices, by using the method of Quantum Renormalization Group

(QRG). We show that the non-analytic behavior of quantum coherence near the critical point, can detect quantum

phase transition (QPT) of these models. We also use the scaling behavior of maximum derivative of quantum

coherence, with system size, to find the critical exponent of coherence for both models and also the length

exponent of the Ising model. The results are in close agreement with the ones obtained from entanglement

analysis, that is while quantum coherence needs less computational calculations in comparison to entanglement

approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum coherence, as one of the most important properties of quantum systems, has attracted much attention in the

last decade. That is due to the fact that quantum coherence is a key feature in many informational and computational tasks

[1] and in different areas of physics such as spin models [2–4], solid state physics [5, 6], condensed matter [7], quantum

optics [8], quantum metrology [9], quantum biology [10] and many other relevant fields. Due to the advantages that are

based on this property, quantum coherence is regarded as a quantum resource and the resource theory of coherence is well

established [11, 12]. Conditioned on the resource theory, various measures are defined to quantify quantum coherence [13–19].

For instance, the l1 norm of coherence [20] and the relative entropy of coherence [20] are the earliest defined coherence measures.

On the other side, quantum phase transition (QPT) is a quantum phenomena which occurs at absolute zero temperature (or

near that) and is due to quantum fluctuations of the ground state of system. In contrary to regular phase transitions which

appear on temperature line, QPTs occur by varying some specific parameters of the Hamiltonian, like magnetic field or coupling

constants [21]. For any QPT, there is a quantum critical point (QCP), where an abrupt change happens in the ground state, and

thence some physical quantities are seen to have singular behaviors. Any measurable quantity which shows singular behavior in

the QCP, can be regarded as a QPT-detector, and some critical exponents of the system can be derived by studying its changes

near the critical point.

Recently a great interest is devoted to study the connections between QPTs and quantum mechanical features like entangle-

ment [22–25], quantum discord [26] and quantum coherence [27–34]. The sudden change of correlations near the QCP, leads

to a singular behavior for some of the mentioned features, and hence they can be used as QPT-detectors. Specifically, quantum

discord is shown to be an effective QPT-detector at finite temperatures, where entanglement is unable to show QPT because of

thermal fluctuations [26, 32]. A preferable QPT-detector is the one which is easy to calculate or measure, and is able to detect

the QPT of more systems, and also is useful to calculate critical exponents. It has been shown that quantum coherence is an

appropriate quantity to study the QPT of some one dimensional models, such as Heisenberg XY, Ising, and XXZ Heisenberg

spin- 12 chains [28–31]. That is while the only two dimensional model (up to our knowledge) which studies coherence in this

context is [34], which considers QPT of two dimensional Ising model on a triangular lattice.

In fact most analysis of the properties of quantum systems in QPTs of higher dimensional systems are made by using Monte

Calrlo simulations or other numerical methods [35–40], and exact diagonalization is only performed for some limited models

like spin-1/2 ladder with four spin ring exchange [41]. In contrary, the quantum renormalization group (QRG) method is an

analytical technique for studying the ground state behaviors of large-site systems. The QRG method was used to exactly solve

many of the above mentioned one dimensional models, for example the Ising model [28, 30] , XY [29], XXZ [31, 33, 42, 43],

and XYZ model in the presence of magnetic field [44], are studied completely in this context. The idea of QRG has also been

applied to some limited two dimensional systems, like Ising [34, 45] and XY models [46, 47], by dividing the lattice of spins

into blocks which span the entire lattice. The authors of [46, 47] have also used their QRG results to investigate the behavior of

quantum entanglement near the critical point.

In this article, we use the approach of quantum renormalization group (QRG) to investigate if the l1 norm of quantum coher-
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ence can be regarded as a preferable detector for QPT of two dimensional XY and Ising (with transverse field) Hamiltonians

on square lattices. We show that, not only the coherence of multi-site states, but also the coherence of subsystems, even two

site state, have non-analytic behavior in the vicinity of the critical point for high RG steps. Thence these coherences can show

the QPT of the mentioned models. We also demonstrate that the derivative of quantum coherence has a local maximum, which

its position tends to the critical point for high RG steps. The critical exponents and the correlation length are also derived

by studying the scaling behavior of maximum derivative of l1-norm of coherence near the QCP, and our results are in proper

agreement with the ones obtained from entanglement studies and also exact values. That is while the calculations of quantum

coherence is much easier than that of quantum entanglement.

The paper is organized as follows: In the next section, we briefly review the quantum renormalization method. The

connections between quantum coherence and QPT are investigated in section III for the XY model in 2D, and in section IV for

the Ising model with transverse field. Finally the paper ends with a conclusion in section V.

II. QUANTUM RENORMALIZATION GROUP

It is not usually convenient to find the critical points and critical exponents by analytical eigenvalue solutions, and calculation

by numerical methods is also computationally expensive. Quantum renormalization method is an alternative analytical method

which is generally used to study the quantum phase transitions and scaling behavior of many body systems [42–44]. The idea is

to use an iterative method for keeping the most important degrees of freedom of the system, while excluding the others. Here,

by presenting the Kadanof’s approach, we briefly review the general points of this method.

Consider the HamiltonianH which is defined on a square lattice. In Kadanof’s approach, the lattice is divided into blocks and

the total HamiltonianH can be written as

H = HB +HBB, (1)

whereHB is the Hamiltonian of all individual blocks andHBB is the interaction Hamiltonian of blocks. For example a five-site

blocking can be applied to a square lattice, as it can be seen in Fig. 1.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 1: (a) A two-dimensional square lattice with five-site blocking. (b) The sketch of one basic block.

Each block is then treated individually to build the projective operator onto its lower energy subspace, namely, the subspace

spanned with |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉. Projecting H onto the derived subspaces, maps it to an effective Hamiltonian which acts on the

renormalized subspace [42–44], i.e.

Heff = P †
0HP0 = P †

0H
BP0 + P †

0H
BBP0, (2)
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with the projective operator

P0 =
∏

L

(| ⇑〉L〈ψ0|+ | ⇓〉L〈ψ1|), (3)

where | ⇑〉L and | ⇓〉L are the renamed states of block L which represent the effective site degrees of freedom, and the product

over L runs over all blocks. Different block structures can be considered on a square lattice, but in the QRG method, one should

consider a structure for which Heff has exactly the same form as the original H , and it differs only in coupling constants. For

example, for the XY Hamiltonian which will be studied in the next section, the effective site is derived from five primary sites

as shown in Fig. 1 [46]. That is while for the two dimensional Ising model of section IV, it is more convenient to map four sites

to an effective site [45].

After deriving the iterative relation between the renormalized coupling constant (namely g′) and the original one (g), the

critical point can be obtained by finding the fixed point of that iterative relation (i.e. g′ = g). More details can be found in

[45, 46], and we will use the results of these papers in the next two sections, in order to investigate the behavior of quantum

coherence near the critical point of XY and Ising models.

III. XY MODEL

The two dimensional XY model for a square lattice is described by the Hamiltonian

H(J, γ) =
J

4

∑

i,j

[(1 + γ)(σx
i,jσ

x
i+1,j + σx

i,jσ
x
i,j+1) + (1 − γ)(σy

i,jσ
y
i+1,j + σy

i,jσ
y
i,j+1)], (4)

where J is the exchange coupling, γ is the anisotropy parameter, σα
i,j with α = {x, y} is the Pauli α operator for the spin in

row number i and column j of the square lattice, and the summation over i and j spans the lattice horizontally and vertically

respectively. The model corresponds to the spin fluid phase for γ −→ 0 and is called the XX model, while it reduces to Ising-like

model for γ −→ ±1. To apply the QRG method, we partition the lattice into blocks of five spins as depicted in Fig. 1. Hence

the block Hamiltonian is

HB =
J

4

∑

L

[(1+γ)(σx
L,1σ

x
L,2+σ

x
L,1σ

x
L,3+σ

x
L,1σ

x
L,4+σ

x
L,1σ

x
L,5)+(1−γ)(σy

L,1σ
y
L,2+σ

y
L,1σ

y
L,3+σ

y
L,1σ

y
L,4+σ

y
L,1σ

y
L,5)], (5)

where σα
L,m is the Pauli α operator of spin number m of block L. The lowest eigen-energy of the single-block Hamiltonian is

E0 = − 1
2J

√

5 + 5γ2 + α1, and the two corresponding eigenvectors are

|ψ0〉 =γ1(| ↑↑↑↑↓〉+ | ↑↑↑↓↑〉+ | ↑↑↓↑↑〉+ | ↑↓↑↑↑〉)
+ γ2(| ↑↑↓↓↓〉+ | ↑↓↑↓↓〉+ | ↑↓↓↑↓〉+ | ↑↓↓↓↑〉)
+ γ3| ↓↑↑↑↑〉+ γ4(| ↓↑↑↓↓〉+ | ↓↑↓↑↓〉+ | ↓↑↓↓↑〉
+ | ↓↓↑↑↓〉+ | ↓↓↑↓↑〉+ | ↓↓↓↑↑〉) + γ5| ↓↓↓↓↓〉,

(6)

and

|ψ1〉 =γ6| ↑↑↑↑↑〉+ γ7(| ↑↑↑↑↓〉+ | ↑↑↓↑↓〉+ | ↑↑↓↓↑〉
+ | ↑↓↑↑↓〉+ | ↑↓↑↓↑〉+ | ↑↓↓↑↑〉+ γ8| ↓↓↓↓↑〉
+ γ9(| ↓↑↑↑↓〉+ | ↓↑↑↓↑〉+ | ↓↑↓↑↑〉+ | ↓↓↑↑↑〉)
+ γ10| ↓↑↓↓↓〉+ | ↓↓↑↓↓〉+ | ↓↓↓↑↓〉+ | ↓↓↓↓↑〉),

(7)

in which | ↑〉 and | ↓〉 are eigenvectors of σz Pauli operator with eigenvalues +1 and −1 respectively, and explicit expressions

of constants γi are presented in Appendix. The eigenvectors (6) and (7) are chosen such that 〈ψ0|σz
1σ

z
2σ

z
3σ

z
4σ

z
5 |ψ0〉 = +1 and

〈ψ1|σz
1σ

z
2σ

z
3σ

z
4σ

z
5 |ψ1〉 = −1, and hence each state belongs to one half of the total Hilbert space. PL

0 = |ψ0〉L〈⇑ |+ |ψ1〉L〈⇓ |
is now used to map the original Hamiltonian to the effective one, with the renormalized constants, i.e.

H(J
′

, γ′) =
J ′

4

∑

i,j

[(1 + γ
′

)(σx
i,jσ

x
i+1,j + σx

i,jσ
x
i,j+1) + (1 − γ

′

)(σy
i,jσ

y
i+1,j + σy

i,jσ
y
i,j+1)], (8)
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with

J
′

=j(γ210(9γ
2
4 + 6γγ4γ5 + γ25) + 9γ22γ

2
7 + γ21(γ

2
6 + 6γγ6γ7 + 9γ27) + 6γγ22γ7γ8 + γ22γ

2
8 + 6γγ2γ3γ7γ9 + 18γ2γ4γ7γ9

+ 2γ2γ3γ8γ9 + 6γγ2γ4γ8γ9 + γ23γ
2
9 + 6γγ3γ4γ

2
9 + 9γ24γ

2
9 + 2γ1{γ2[ 3γ7(3γγ7 + γ8) + γ6(3γ7 + γγ8)]

+ (γγ3γ6 + 3γ4γ6 + 3γ3γ7 + 9γγ4γ7)γ9}+ 2γ10{γ1(γ5γ6 + 9γ4γ7) + γ[ 9γ2γ4γ7 + 3γ1(γ4γ6 + γ5γ7)

+ γ2γ5γ8 + 9γ24γ9] + 3[ γ2(γ5γ7 + γ4γ8) + γ4(γ3 + γ5)γ9] })

(9)

and

γ
′

=[ 2(3γ10γ4 + 3γ1γ7 + γ2γ8 + γ3γ9)(γ10γ5 + γ1γ6 + 3γ2γ7 + 3γ4γ9) + γ(γ210(9γ
2
4 + γ25) + 9γ22γ

2
7 + γ21(γ

2
6 + 9γ27)

+ γ22γ
2
8 + 18γ2γ4γ7γ9 + 2γ2γ3γ8γ9 + γ23γ

2
9 + 9γ24γ

2
9 + 6γ1[ γ2γ7(γ6 + γ8) + (γ4γ6 + γ3γ7)γ9]

+ 2γ10{γ1(γ5γ6 + 9γ4γ7) + 3[ γ2(γ5γ7 + γ4γ8) + γ4(γ3 + γ5)γ9] })] /[ γ210(9γ24 + 6γγ4γ5 + γ25) + 9γ22γ
2
7

+ γ21(γ
2
6 + 6γγ6γ7 + 9γ27) + 6γγ22γ7γ8 + γ22γ

2
8 + 6γγ2γ3γ7γ9 + 18γ2γ4γ7γ9 + 2γ2γ3γ8γ9 + γ23γ

2
9

+ 6γγ3γ4γ
2
9 + 9γ24γ

2
9 + 2γ1{γ2[ 3γ7(3γγ7 + γ8) + γ6(3γ7 + γγ8)] + (γγ3γ6 + 3γ4γ6 + 3γ3γ7 + 9γγ4γ7)γ9}

+ 2γ10(γ1(γ5γ6 + 9γ4γ7) + γ[ 9γ2γ4γ7 + 3γ1(γ4γ6 + γ5γ7) + γ2γ5γ8 + 9γ24γ9 + γ3γ5γ9]

+ 3[ γ2(γ5γ7 + γ4γ8) + γ4(γ3 + γ5)γ9] )] .

(10)

Having the iteration relations, the next step is to choose a quantum coherence measure to quantity the coherence of intended

states. Here we have used the l1 norm of coherence which, for an arbitrary density matrix ρ, is the summation of all off-diagonal

elements,

QCl1(ρ) =
∑

i6=j

|ρi,j |. (11)

To investigate the behavior of quantum coherence, we consider the ground state density matrix ρ0 = |ψ0〉〈ψ0| and plot the

quantum coherence and its first derivative as functions of γ, for different renormalization steps (see Fig. 2 and Fig. 3). Note that

a large system with N = 5n+1 spins can be depicted by a block with 5 effective sites for n−th renormalization step.

It is clear in Fig. 2 that γ = 0 is a candidate of critical point, since the curves become sharper in γ = 0 while the renor-

malization iteration steps increase (or alternatively, the number of spins increases). This can also be seen in Fig. 3, where the

non-analytic behavior of

∣

∣

∣

dCl1

dγ

∣

∣

∣
is more evident. These observations, show that quantum coherence can be regarded as a QPT-

detector for the XY model. In fact, after three steps, quantum coherence of ρ0 attains two fixed values, the maximal possible

value, 15, for γ 6= 0 and a fixed non-maximal value for γ = 0 [50]. These values clearly show the difference between symme-

tries of γ = 0 and γ 6= 0. The points γ = 1 and γ = −1, correspond to two Ising phases in x and y directions and then the

state |ψ0〉 reduces to 1√
2
(|x−x+x+x+x+〉+ |x+x−x−x−x−〉) or 1√

2
(|y−y+y+y+y+〉+ |y+y−y−y−y−〉) respectively which

clearly show the long range order of the system. In contrary, the non-maximal value of coherence at γ = 0 confirms that the

system is coherent with no long range order, due to the presence of quantum fluctuations.
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FIG. 2: (Color Online) Quantum coherence of five-site ground state ρ0 of the XY model, as a function of γ and for J = 1.
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γ
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|d
C
l 1
/d
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0th step RG
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FIG. 3: (Color Online) The first derivative of quantum coherence of ρ0, for XY model and as a function of γ, we have considered J = 1.

A similar singular behavior is also seen for quantum coherence of marginal density matrices ρ0, namely the states ρ1234 =
tr5(ρ0), ρ123, ρ12 and etc. The quantum coherences of marginal states and their derivatives are plotted in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5

respectively. It is seen that, for the general behavior of coherence, there is no difference between the partitions which contain the

central site 1 and the ones which do not. For all marginal states, after three renormalization steps, the quantum coherence tends

to a two-value function, the maximal possible value for γ 6= 0 and a non-maximal value for γ = 0. Note that the coherences of

two-site marginal states (ρ12 or ρ23) have also singular behavior and show the critical point, it is while they are easy to calculate.

As a matter of fact, the global properties of the system are effectively included in the quantum coherence of two sites. It is

valuable to notice that calculations of quantum coherence are computationally more convenient than multi-partite or two-partite

entanglements [46].
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FIG. 4: (Color Online) First three renormalization steps for quantum coherence of different reduced density matrices obtained from ρ0 of XY

model.
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FIG. 5: (Color Online) The first derivative of quantum coherence of different reduced density matrices of ρ0, for the first three renormalization

steps.

To investigate the scaling behavior of f :=
∣

∣

dC
dγ

∣

∣

max
, with respect to the system size N , in Fig. 6, we plot Ln(f) as a function

of Ln(N) for different subsystem density matrices. All curves show similar linear behavior and hence
∣

∣

dC
dγ

∣

∣

max
∼ Nθ with
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the coherence exponent θ = 1.36, which is very close to entanglement exponent 1.35 that is obtained by entanglement analyses

[46]. In the next section we will consider the Ising model with the transverse field and we show that two critical exponents of

the model can be obtained by coherence analysis.

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
ln(N)

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

ln
(|
d
C
l 1
/d
γ
| γ

m
a
x
)

ρ12345 
ρ2345 
ρ23 
ρ123 

FIG. 6: (Color Online) The scaling behavior of Ln| dC
dγ

|γ=0 in terms of Ln(N).

IV. ISING MODEL WITH TRANSVERSE FIELD

The other system which we consider is a spin- 12 transverse-field Ising system with Hamiltonian

H = −J
∑

〈i,j〉
σz
i σ

z
j − h

∑

i

σx
i , (12)

on a square lattice. Here J > 0 is the ferromagnetic exchange coupling, σα
i (α = x, z) are Pauli operators on site i, h ≥ 0

is the transverse magnetic field, and the summation runs over all nearest neighbors. The constant J can be factorized and the

normalized transverse field will be defined as g = h
J

.

In order to investigate the behavior of quantum coherence in the vicinity of the critical point of this model, we use the results

of the conventional RG method which is applied to 2D Ising model [45]. According to that scheme, the lattice is partitioned

into blocks of size 4, and each block is then divided in horizontal and vertical directions, which will be mapped to the effective

sites. To preserve the symmetry of the system, the order of both renormalization directions should be equivalent, and from there

the renormalized value of couplings are derived. After implementing this idea of RG, the effective normalized transverse field

g′ = h′

J′
of the 2D Ising model is obtained to be [45]

g
′

=
g4((1 + g2)3(4 + 4g2 + 2g4 + g6))

1

4

(2 + g2)
√

8 + 8g2 + 3g4 + g6
. (13)

As the basic cluster to study the coherence, we again consider the 5-site block of Fig. 1, and hence one-block Hamiltonian is

Hb = J
[

− (σz
L,1σ

z
L,2 + σz

L,1σ
z
L,3 + σz

L,1σ
z
L,4 + σz

L,1σ
z
L,5)− g(σx

L,1 + σx
L,2 + σx

L,3 + σx
L,4 + σx

L,5)
]

, (14)

and the effective block of n−th RG step is equivalent to a lattice of size N = 5× 4n. We numerically calculate the ground state

of Eq. (14), ρ0, and plot its l1 norm of quantum coherence for different values of g and different RG steps in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 7: (Color Online) The l1-norm of coherence for the ground state of Eq. (14), for different RG steps.

It is evident in Fig. 7 that, for the first two iterations, which correspond to small lattice sizes, the quantum coherence of ρ0
increases gradually. On the other hand, for higher iterations which represent larger lattices, the quantum coherence increases

suddenly when the parameter g tends to its critical value. Note that the ground state of Eq. (14) is dually degenerate for g = 0
and we have chosen the state 1√

2
(| ↑↑↑↑↑〉+ | ↓↓↓↓↓〉) to avoid mathematical discontinuity in g = 0. In fact minimal value 1

of coherence, corresponds this state and the maximal value stands for the state |x+x+x+x+x+〉 which shows the ferromagnetic

ordered phase. To inquire the behavior of coherence for reduced density matrices, we did the same calculations for the marginal

states, and the results are shown in Fig. 8. The figure clearly shows that, in the vicinity of critical point, the general behavior

of coherence is the same for all marginal states. Due to the non-analyticity which is seen in higher RG steps, the quantum

coherence of ρ0 and its marginal states can be regarded as QPT-detectors.
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FIG. 8: (Color Online) Quantum coherence of various marginal states of the Ising system ground state, for different QRG iteration steps.

To provide more precise results, we plot the first derivative of coherence as a function of g, for ρ0 and its corresponding

reduced density matrices, and for different RG iterations. The results are presented in Fig. 9 and Fig. 10. It is seen that there is
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a local maximum in
∣

∣

dCl1

dg

∣

∣ and the position of maximum tends to the critical point gc = 1.858 by increasing the number of RG

steps. Note that the value of gc is obtained to be the same for all figures.
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FIG. 9: (Color Online) The first derivative of quantum coherence for different QRG iterations steps of the ground state of Ising model.
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FIG. 10: (Color Online) First derivative of quantum coherence for different QRG steps and for some reduced states of the ground state of Ising

model.

To further elucidate the effect of system size on scaling behavior of the maximum of
∣

∣

dCl1

dg

∣

∣, we plot the logarithm of
∣

∣

dC
dg

∣

∣

gmax

as a function of the logarithm of system size, ln(N ) in Fig. 11. As we discussed earlier, for the applied RG method

and the basic block that we have chosen, N = 5 × 4n and the scaling low is derived to be
∣

∣

dC
dg

∣

∣

gmax

∼ Nθ with θ = 0.84

. It is shown in [46] and [45] that, for a 2D lattice, the entanglement exponent θ is related to correlation length exponent ν,

by θ = 1/2ν. Following the same steps as [46], we see that the same relation holds for the coherence exponent θ, and thence

the divergent behavior of correlation length of the 2D Ising model in the vicinity of critical point reads ξ ∼ (g − gc)
−ν with

ν = 0.59, which is close to the result 0.63, obtained in [30].
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FIG. 11: (Color Online) The scaling behavior of Ln
(

| dC
dg

|gmax

)

versus system size Ln(N) for the ground state of the Ising model.

It is noteworthy that, the critical point gc can also be easily obtained by finding the non-trivial fixed point of the iteration

relation, i.e. g
′

= g. The value is obtained to be gc = 1.835 which is near the singularity point of coherence 1.858, but is

different from the actual accurate quantum phase transition point through Monte Carlo methods gc = 3.04 [45]. Equation (13)

can also be used to calculate the correlation length exponent ν as

ν−1 = log2
dg

′

dg
|g=gc , (15)

and the derived exponent ν = 0.63, is very close to exact result of numerical methods ν = 0.6211 [45]. The obtained values

again show that applying the renormalization method to quantum coherence can illustrate the long-distance critical properties

which are independent of the system details although this method cannot obtain the critical point exactly.

It is also worth to mention that all the numerical calculations has been carried out by using the open-source QUTIP package

[48, 49].

V. CONCLUSION

We studied the behavior of l1-norm quantum coherence near the critical point of two dimensional XY model and Ising

model in the transverse magnetic field, by using the quantum renormalization method. We show that the coherence of five

effective sites and also all its marginal states can be used to detect the QPT of these two models, this is while the calculations

of quantum coherence is computationally much easier than entanglement and quantum discord. The results indicate that, near

the critical point, the first derivative of quantum coherence is not continuous and hence quantum coherence is regarded as a

quantity which detects quantum phase transition of these models. We also analyzed the scaling behavior for the maximum of

coherence derivative, with system size. Therein we found the critical exponents for coherence of both models and the results are

in close agreement with the ones obtained by entanglement analysis. For the XY model, the quantum coherence tends to a two

value function for higher RG steps, a non-maximal value for γ = 0 and the maximal value for γ 6= 0, the values correspond to

spin-fluid and Ising phases respectively. For the higher RG steps of the Ising model, we have also a two value function, with the

minimum value for the disordered phase and the maximum possible value for the ferromagnetic phase. The connection between

the behavior of quantum coherence and QPT of other two dimensional methods is still an open problem which can be considered

for future works.
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Appendix

The explicit expressions of γi’s of Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) are given by

γ1 = − (−1 + α1 + γ2)
√

(5 + αα1 + 5γ2)

4
√
2α2

, γ2 = −
3
√

γ4(5+α1+5γ2)
α2

2γ
√
2

, γ3 =
(−1 + α1 + γ2)√

2α2
, γ4 =

γ(5 + α1 + γ2)

2
√
2α2

γ5 =
3
√
2γ2√
α2

γ6 =

√

γ2(5+α1+5γ2)
1+α1+34γ2−α1γ2+γ4 (−2− 2α1 + 17γ2 − 3α1γ

2 + 3γ4)

4(3 + 2γ2 + 3γ4)

γ7 = −

√

γ2(5+α1+5γ2)
1+α1+34γ2−α1γ2+γ4 (1 + α1 − γ2 + 6g4)

4γ(3 + 2γ2 + 3γ4)
, γ8 = −

3
√

γ2(5+α1+γ2)
(1+α1+34γ2−α1γ2+γ4 (5− α1 + 5γ2)

4(3 + 2γ2 + 3γ4)
,

γ9 =
(1 + α1 − γ2)

4γ
√

(34− α1 +
1+α1

γ2 + γ2)
, γ10 =

3

2
√

(34− α1 +
1+α1

γ2 + γ2)
,

where

α1 =
√

1 + 34γ2 + γ4, α2 = 2− 2α1 + 71γ2 + 17α1γ
2 + 104γ4 + 3α1γ

4 + 3γ6.
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