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Abstract

Three 2D spin models made of frustrated zig-zag chains with competing interactions which
by exact summation with respect to some degrees of freedom can be replaced by an effective
temperature-dependent interaction were considered. The first model, exactly solvable Ising chains
coupled by only four-spin interactions does not exhibit any finite temperature phase transition,
nevertheless temperature can trigger a frustration - no frustration crossover accompanied by gi-
gantic specific heat. A similar effect was observed in several two-leg ladder models [Yin Weiguo,
arXiv:2006.08921v2 (2020), 2006.15087v1 (2020)]. The anisotropic Ising chains coupled by a direct
interchain interaction and competing with it indirect interaction via spins located between chains
are analyzed by using exact Onsager’s equation and linear perturbation renormalization group
(LPRG). Depending on the parameter set such a model exhibits one antiferromagnetic (AF) or
ferromagnetic (FM) phase transition or three phase transitions with reentrant disordered phase be-
tween AF and FM ones. The LPRG method was also used to study coupled uniaxial X X Z chains
which, for example, can be a minimal model to describe the magnetic properties of compounds in
which uranium and rare earth atoms form zig-zag chains. As with the Ising model for a certain
set of parameters the model can undergo three phase transitions. However, both inchain and in-
terchain plain interactions s7 sy, + 8?7 js%J can eliminate the reentrant disordered phase and then
only one transition takes place. Additionally, the X X Z model can undergo temperature-induced

metamagnetic transition.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In statistical physics a phase transition is rigorously defined as a point of non-analyticity
of free energy which is only possible in the thermodynamic limit. However, in practice in
experimental studies or computer simulations, the phase transition point is often taken to
be the "anomaly” point of the response function on either side of which the states of the
system can be distinguished. Such a definition is most commonly accepted outside physics (
e.g., in sociophysicﬁ) but also sometimes in condensed matter. Thus, it is useful on the one
hand to have a tool that allows to distinguish between a crossover and phase transition in
models that are not exactly solvable (e.g. attempt propose in Ref. B) and, on the other hand,
understand mechanisms that can lead to the peculiarity of the response function despite the
absence of a phase transition. Such peculiarities, namely the entropy jump and a gigantic
peak in specific heat, have recently been observed in several decorated one dimensional spin
models with short range interactions and frustrationmE at low but finite temperatures. A
paradigm is a two-leg spin laddeIH with s; spins in the legs and with an additional frustrating
rung spins b;. This behavior resembles a phase transition, contrary to the strict theory which
clearly indicates that in the one-dimensional models considered in the above papers, a phase
transition is not possible. In these decorated models after removing redundant spins b; an
effective interaction between remaining spins s; depends on temperature and can vanish at a
certain temperatureﬁ T =T* as a result of the competition of direct interaction between s;
spins and indirect via b; spins. Consequently, the system may be frustrated for temperatures
on one side of the 7™ and unfrustrated on the other side. Thus, it can be assumed that the
decisive reason for the peculiar behavior of thermodynamic quantities near 7™ is frustrationH.
Studying the two-leg ladder Ising model with trimer rungs Hutak at allg stated that to the
emergence of anomalous behavior in such a model ”frustration is not vitally necessary; the
only demand is to have a suitable J, (T')” - effective, temperature-dependent interaction
which vanishes at 7" = 7™ and then "the effective model reduces to the standard Ising-
chain”. So the peculiar low-temperature behaviors of the considered model "are related to
the criticality of the standard Ising chain at zero temperature”. However, to our knowledge
the frustration has been present in all one-dimensional models exhibiting singular behavior
of thermodynamic quantities despite the absence of a phase transition, hereinafter referred

to as the crossover. Moreover, it seems that the existence of the temperature 7™ at which



the effective interaction parameter changes sign is a necessary but not sufficient condition
for the crossover. The singularity emerges when 7™ coincides with the temperature of
bounding between some subsystems of spins accompanied by maximum of the specific heat
and inflection point of the spin-spin nearest neighbor (NN) correlation function.

The purpose of this paper is to study the effect of the temperature-dependent effective
interaction discussed above on the thermodynamic properties of the two-dimensional Ising
and X X Z models. To do so we consider systems of the coupling chains with zig-zag struc-
ture. First in Sec.II, the exactly solvable Ising model with only four-spin coupling which by
a simple transformation can be formally reduced to a one dimensional system, nevertheless
the four-spin interaction is crucial for crossover to occur. Such a system does not, of course,
exhibit a phase transition. The phase transitions are analyzed in Sec.IIl in the systems
of Ising chains with zig-zag interaction and standard two-spin coupling and in Sec. IV, in
X X7 zig-zag chains with easy axis. Our motivation to consider this model comes also from
studies indicating that taking into account the presence of zig-zag chains of uranium or rare
earth atoms in crystal structures of several magnetic compounds, seems to be crucial for

explaining the character of the magnetic phase transition@.

II. GIANT SPECIFIC HEAT. EXACT RESULTS.

Let us consider 2D Ising model made of spin chains with zig-zag structure interacting via

four spin interactions (Fig.1). The model corresponds to a Hamiltonian

H=-J, Z SijSi+1,5 — J1 Z(Si,j + 3i+1,j)bi,j —Ja Z Si,58i+1,551,j4+15i+1,5+1; (1)
] ? 4,3

where s; (full circles in Fig.1) and b; (open circles) denote spins £1, the label ¢ refers to rows

and j to columns. The interaction of the spins s; in a chain is J, and "zig-zag” interaction

between spins s; and b; is j;. The chains interact only via four-spin coupling j,. Because

there is not interaction between b; spins one can rigorously performed summation over b;

spins degrees of freedomHE which leads to an effective Hamiltonian in the form

1

H="3

NA — j; E Si,jSi+1,5 — Ja E Si,5Si4+1,554,j4+15i4+1,5+1 (2)

i,J 1]



FIG. 1: Ising model with inchain J,, interchain four-spin js4 couplings and zig-zag structure. Full
and open circles denote Ising spins 1 s; and b;, respectively. j; indicates an effective inchain

interaction after summing over b; spins.
where j; = J, + %B effective interaction between s; spins in a chain andH
1 , 1 4
A= 5 In(4cosh2pj,) B = 5 In(cosh 23j). (3)

The free energy of the model described by the Hamiltonian (2) can be easily found exactly

by the simple transformation s;s;,1 = €2;

H= —%NA — js Z Qj — Z Qi Qi (4)
i\j i\j
which is in fact one dimensional model with an exact free energy per spinIE F=—f/5.
f = A+ Infexp(85s) cosh(8) + \/ exp(28j4) sinh? (85) + exp(~265) (5)
As shown in Fig.2 for the original antiferromagnetic interaction J, = —1 the Hamiltonian

(4) describes three possible ground state phases defined by the NN correlation functions:

of of
Gos = (Qig) = (sigsinrg) = 57 and G = (sijbiy) = i, (6)
Yy

As seen in the phases AF (Ggs = —1,Gg = 0) and FM (G, = 1,Gg = 1) the long
range (LO) ground state order in individual chain is antiferromagnetic with extinction of
the moments b; ; (AF) due to frustration, and fully ferromagnetic (FM), respectively. In the

third phase alternate chains are ferro- and antiferromagnetic. A positive four-spin interaction
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FIG. 2: Zero temperature phase diagram of the 2D Ising model in the plane (ji, j4) (1) with

inchain interaction J, = —1 and zig-zag structure (Fig.1)

ja > 0 does not affect the ground state, not coupling individual chains, while negative can
trigger zero-temperature phase transition from AF or F'M phases to M with correlations on
the borderline AF — M, G, = —1/v/5,Gg = (1 —1/+/5)/2 and on the borderline FM — M,
G =1/V5,Gg = (1 +1/V5)/2 (Fig.Q)H. Of course the temperature destroys the LO
and there is no finite temperature phase transition in the considered model. Nevertheless for
ja > 0 the specific heat shows peculiar behavior - huge increase at some finite temperature,
which resembles singularity at the critical point, as with the aforementioned spin ladders.
Differentiating the free energy (5) with respect to temperature ¢, J,, and j; we obtain
the specific heat C' and correlation functions G, and Gy, respectively. The temperature

dependences of these quantities for j; = 0.5 and several values of j; are shown in Fig.3,



C, Gss Gsb, jt C; Gs& GSba jz

& 0.2} c
-/T/“‘——————GSbt
50 25 3 B 05 10 15 20 25 30
-0.2f
-06f T '
-0.8 , "‘.,m,.-' Jt
D S g
' ‘ (d)
C, Gss Gsp Ji C, Gss Gspy Ji
800 M
600; C
400;
; 0000y,
200+
of ‘ ‘ ‘ lOO(htt
; 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
72002 100G5§

FIG. 3: Temperature dependences of the specific heat (solid bold lines), NN correlation functions
Gss (dotted), G, (dashed) and effective interaction j; (thin) for J, = —1,j4 = 0.5, and several
values of ji: 0 (a), 0.9 (b), 1.039076 (c), and 1.3 (d).

and for fixed value of j; = 1.1 and several values of j; in Fig.4. We should emphasize
that all formulas used for the thermodynamic quantities are exact, however, the estimates
of the values given e.g. in Fig.4 are numerical and approximate. Thin lines represent the
effective interaction j,. We always assume original s; ;s;;1; antiferromagnetic interaction
J, = —1. As seen for j; < —J, (Fig.3a and 3b) the effective j; interaction is negative over
the entire temperature range and specific heat shows the typical one-dimensional maximum.
The correlation function G4 tends to —1 and Gy, due to frustration to zero, as expected.
For j; > —J, (Fig.3c and 3d) the effective interaction parameter changes sign for some
temperature ¢ = ¢, accompanied always by a change in the sign of the correlation G5 =
(sijSit1,5), which is a necessary condition for a giant jump of the specific heat. However as
seen in Fig.3(d) it is not the sufficient one.

The crossover accompanied by a gigantic increase in specific heat is not a phase transi-

tion and has no precise thermodynamic definition. Nevertheless, in a previous pape, we
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FIG. 4: Temperature dependences of the specific heat (solid bold lines), correlation functions G
(dotted), G4 (dashed) and effective interaction j; (thin) for J, = —1, j; = 1.1, and several values
of j4: 0, 0.5, 1.0 and 1.88. For comparison in the bottom right plot (d) the specific heat for two

cases jy = 1 and j;, = 1.88 ~ jj is presented.

proposed defining such a point in the case of a two-leg spin ladder with triple rungs as the
point where the temperature at which the effective interleg interaction vanishes coincides
with the temperature of bounding spins between the ladder legs. Such a definition for the
case under consideration is described in Fig.5. In Fig.5a and 5b the temperature depen-
dences of the specific heat C for j, = 0.5 and j; = 1.1,1.08,1.06, 1.033 and for j; = 1.04 and
74 = 0.2,0.25,0.4, 05 are presented, respectively, and in Fig. 5¢ the specific heat derivatives
% for j; = 1.04 and several values of j, are shown. As seen in Fig.4 the zig-zag chain with
Ja = 0 shows two maxima instead of the standard one-dimensional one. The low tempera-
ture maximum marks the temperature at which the spins s;, s; become unbound which we
denote as t = t,,4,. With increasing j, this maximum increases and moves towards higher
temperatures (Fig.5bb) up to a certain value of j;. A further increase in j, changes only

infinitesimally the temperature of the position of the specific heat maximum. In Fig.5¢ the
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FIG. 5: (a) The temperature dependence of the specific heat C' for j;4 = 0.5 and several values
of ji, dashed lines denote the effective interaction j; for j; = 1.1,1.08,1.06 and 1.033 from top
to the bottom, (b) C for j; = 1.04 and several values of jy and (c) specific heat derivatives 2<
for j1 = 1.04 and j4 = 0.1,0.2,0.25,0.4 and 0.5. The intersections of the vertical lines with the

abscissa axis mark the positions of the specific heat maxima. Solid thin line indicates the effective

interaction j;.



FIG. 6: The temperature dependence of the correlation functions G (solid lines) and G, (dashed),
t* ~ 0.115415603

temperature ¢,,,,(j4) is indicated by the zero of the specific heat derivative %. As seen this
temperature with increase of j, tends to the temperature at which the effective interaction
parameter j, changes sign t = t¢,,. Fig.ba shows the temperature dependences of the effective
interaction j, (dashed lines) and specific heat (solid lines) for several values of j;. As can be
seen, changing the sign of the effective interaction j; is not a sufficient condition for gigantic
heat to occur. Thus, it is possible to take as the characteristic crossover point such a value
of j1 = ji for given value of j4 for which ¢,,,, = t, = t*. So, to define a characteristic
temperature of crossover we propose t = t* which can be found from the set of equations
ji = 0 and dC/dt = 0. This is shown in Fig.5c where the vertical lines mark the points of
the low temperature specific heat maximum on the abscissa axis. The analytical form of
both equations is of course known but analytical solutions cannot be found. At temperature
t = t*, the specific heat shows a giant peak and the correlation functions a very sharp jump
Ggs from =~ 1 to ~ —1 , and G from ~ 1 to =~ 0 (Fig.6). However, the effect is not abrupt
and a very noticeable increase of the specific heat is observed in the finite range of j;, and
for example for j; = 0.2 the value of the specific heat maximum is an order greater than for
ja =0, for j; = 0.4 by two orders, and for j; = 0.5 by three orders, etc (Fig.5b).

The crossover frustration-no frustration is not a phase transition, so the correlation length
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FIG. 7: The temperature dependence of the inverse correlation length 1/¢ for j; = 1.04 and
j4 = 0.0,0.2 and 0.5. The inset shows the inverse correlation length near the temperature of the

peculiarity for j4, = 0.3,0.5 and 0.9

defined by

L cxpBi) cosh(5) + fexp @) sinh e+ exp(—205n) .

$ exp(B) cosh(Bji) — /exp(28) sinh? B + exp(—2a)

is huge but finite at crossover tamperature (¢*). Fig.7 shows how inverse crorrelation length
1/¢ decreases as j; — ji ~ 0.9 at t = t* ~ 0.115415 (for J, = —1,7; = 1.04).

The effective inchain interaction j; depends on Jy,j; and temperature and does not
depend on j4, nevertheless a finite and positive j, > 0 is a sine qua non condition for the
occurrence of the giant specific heat (Figs.4 and 5) allowing to control the position of ¢,,.,.

In papers Ref. EB the crossover (quasitransition) temperature is defined as a point in
which the diagonal elements of the corresponding transfer matrix are equal to each other.
For the present model it means the temperature in which the effective interaction parameter

Jj¢ changes sign. As shown above, this is a necessary condition for the peculiarities in response

functions to occur, however for the considered model this is not a sufficient condition.

10



FIG. 8: Temperature dependences of the specific heat for J, = —1,j; = 1.04, and j; = 0 (dashed

line), —0.1,—0.2, —0,4, —0.7, —1.04, from left to right. Dotted line indicates the effective interaction
Jt-
A. Renormalization Group Approach.

In this subsection we apply to the model under consideration described by the Hamil-
tonian (4), the Linear Renormalization Group (decimation) method. Because the model is
in fact one-dimensional such a transformation should reproduce the exact result. Let us

consider 4-spin block of the model (4)
Hy = 2A+ ke (0/2 4 Qo + Q3+ Q4/2) + ka (192 + Q003 + Q38). (8)

Now the factor (—f) has been absorbed in the Hamiltonian, k; = —fj; and A =
1 1n(4 cosh 2k;).

The RG transformation has the form

Hli = ln(TTQ2793€H4) = Z() + Jt(Ql + Q4) + J4QlQ4, (9)
where
1 1
ZO = —ln)\l)\g)\g, Jt = —IH&, J4 = —ln)\l—i\z (10)

11



and
)\1 — eA—3kt—k4(2€2kt +€4kt +€4k4) )\2 — eA—kt—k4)(1 +262kt +€4(kt+k4)>

)\3 _ eA—3k:4 +€A+k4 +€A—2k‘t+k‘4_'_eA+2kt+k4. (11)

It is easy to check that the transformation (10-11) has only trivial fixed points at 7" = 0 and
T = oo and the considered model does not exhibit any finite temperature phase transition.

Evaluating numerically the RG transformation, one can find the free energy per site
> Z(")
ey )

and then the temperature dependence of the specific heat which reproduces exactly rigorous

results as expected.

In conclusion in this section we focused on the Ising chains coupled by four-spin inter-
action j, > 0 with J, = —1 and j; > —J,. The ground state of such a model is a fully
ordered ferromagnetic in a chain, however the spins of the individual chains may be parallel
(ferromagnetic) or antiparallel (antiferromagnetic) to each other. The positive four-spin in-
teraction j, > 0 does not order the chains. At any finite temperature the long range order
is destroyed, the correlation function Gz > 0 (Fig.3c and 3d) and the system is unfrus-
trated up the the temperature ¢ = t*(j1, j4). At this point the effective inchain interaction
7¢ changes sign, the specific heat shows giant growth, the correlation function G4 a jump
from ~ 41 to &~ —1 and the system becomes frustrated. So, the giant specific heat indicates
triggered by temperature a crossover from unfrustrated to frustrated state which in numerics
could be confused with critical phase transition. As shown in Fig.8 the effect of the giant
specific heat does not occur for a negative j; where the spins from b subsystem are not fully
frustrated at any temperature even though there is a point at which the effective interaction

7+ changes sign.

III. 2D ISING MODEL WITH ZIG-ZAG INTERACTION.

In this section we consider a genuinely 2D Ising model with different two-spin interactions
Jp and jp in the z and y directions and zig-zag interaction j; (Fig.9) described by the

Hamiltonian

H=—j, > sijsivrg — 1 Y _(Sij+ Sige0)bij — j2 3 Sijsije1. (13)
'7j '7j '7j

12



As before one can perform a strict summation over the spins b; ; degrees of freedom and
obtain the Hamiltonian of the standard Ising model on the square lattice with temperature-

dependent interchain interaction parameter j;

H=-NAt — .jp Z SijSi+1,j — jf, Z Si,5 54,541, (14>
i,7 2
where
jt :j2 +Bt7 (15>

A and B have been defined in (3), t = kgT'/ | j, |, and in numerical calculation we will
always assume j,/kp = 1.
In order to find a critical temperature of the model (14) one can use the known exact

Onmnsager’s solution formula for the anisotropic 2D Ising model

sinh % sinh Qt—‘zt = 1. (16)
It is easy to check that due to the temperature dependence of j;, for a given value of jo < 0
there is a range of j; values for which instead of one solution the equation (16) has three
solutions. These solutions are presented in Fig.12 for j, = —1 as thin solid lines. The
same result, three successive phase transitions has already been found by using the Onsager
equation (16) for decorated Ising lattice?d,

To study the character of the singularity indicated by the equation (16) we use the linear
perturbation renormalization group (LPR) technique which for the Ising-type models

starts with exact decimation of one chain Hamiltonian
HO = AN + ]fp Z Si,jSi+1,5- (17)

We should emphasized that as usual when using RG methods the factor —f has been
absorbed in the Hamiltonian, k; = —f8j;, and k; = ko + B, A = %ln(4cosh2k1),B =
5 In(cosh 2k;). Then, on the basis of it the interchain interaction
H =k Z SijSij+1 (18)
2y
is renormalized in a perturbative way. Denoting by o subsystem of decimated spins s; ; the

renormalized Hamiltonian can be written in the form
H' = In(Tref) 4+ In{e”1), (19)

13
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FIG. 9: 2D Ising model with zig-zag structure.

where

Tr, Aeflo
A= -2 — .
(Ao Tr,eto

It was shownIE that LPRG method with the cluster presented in Fig.10 used to obtain

(20)

the renormalized Hamiltonian leads to satisfactory results for the standard Ising model on
the square lattice. For example in the third order cumulant expansion the LPRG gives the
inverse critical temperature k; &~ 0.443 which should be compared with the exact result
kj, =~ 0.4407, and for the anisotropic case with inchain interaction j, = 1 and interchain
0.35 < j; < 1 the deviation from the exact result is about 0.5%.

In the third order of the cumulant expansion, transformation (19) for the cluster presented

in Fig.10 has the form

H' = Zy+ Jo(S152 + ViVa) +

1 1
(Hr) + §(<H12> — (Hp)*) + 6(<H?> — 3(Hp)(HF) + 2(H))?), (21)
where S; and V; spins which survives in the RG procedure (Fig.10), and
1 _ak, sk 1. e (3 + ethr)
Z() = iln(lo—l-?)e +3€ ), J() = iln W (22)

The spin averages required to evaluate the transformation (21) for a decimated row (first

and fourth in Fig.10) read
<O’1> = a151 + CLQSQ, <O'2> = CLQSl + ang, <O’10’2> = ay + CLQSlSQ, (23)

14
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FIG. 10: Cluster used to obtain the renormalized Hamiltonian of the model (13). Open circles

denote decimated o and full squares survived S quantum spins .

where
8ky _ dky _ 1)2
0 = 2(e 1) = (e 1) ‘ (24)
(34 e»)(2 4 3etkr) (3 4 etkr)(2 + 3etkr)
and for the removed rows (second and third in Fig.10)
(0:) =0, (0:0i4n) =7, and r = tanhk,. (25)

As usually the RG transformation generates new interaction which have to be included in
the original Hamiltonian (14). In this case, these are two-spin diagonal interactions j; and

four-spin j, .

kq Z Si,jSi+1,j+1 ky Z Si,5Si4+1,554,j4+15i4+1,5+1 (26)
.3 .3
(kg = —fBja, ks = —0js). Now it is very easy to determine all the averages from equation
(21) for example
<H[> = 3&27“/{54 + (14&1 + 97“)7"]{?4(5152 + Vi%), (27)

although the final formulas for renormalized interaction parameters are rather complicated.

Finally, the renormalized Hamiltonian takes the form
H' = 7 + J,(5155 + ViVa) + Jy(S1Vi + SoVa) + Ja(S1Va + Sa Vi) + JuS1.9:ViVa, (28)

15



The recursion relations of the LPRG transformation read
Ja = fa(kpu ]ft, ]fd, ]{?4), Wlth ]{Zt(jg, jl, t), (29)

and the free energy can be calculated from the formula (12). We should emphasize that
RG approach relies on nonsystematic approximation and must be treated with caution.
However, with respect to the existence of singularities, it seems plausible and confirmed by
strict results for models for which such results are available.

We have evaluated numerically the RG transformation from the original set of coupling
parameters j, to the set of renormalized parameters J, and for j, = —1 and j; <1 (j; <0
over the entire temperature range) have found two stable trivial fixed points at J, = 0
and J, = oo and the critical point corresponding to the continuous phase transition to
an ordered phase. The applied RG method does not allow to conclusively determine the
character of the ordered phase due to divergence of the interaction parameters however
one can assume a partially frustrated antiferromagnetic system of the ferromagnetic chains
(jp = 1). For 1 < j; < j¢ the RG transformation exhibits two nontrivial fixed points as
shown in Fig.11. In the used LPRG approximation j{ ~ 1.185 and the exact result from
the formula (16) is j¢ &~ 1.212. With the increase of j; from 1 the temperature {" and

¢ (Fig.12) approach each other and at j; = jf, M= = ty,.

The relevant phase
diagram in the plane (¢,j;) is shown in Fig.12. For —j, < j; < ji the system undergoes
three continuous phase transitions from the disordered phase (D) to the ordered ("AF")
then reentrant transition back to the disordered phase and finally to the ordered phase
('FM'). In Fig.13 the temperature dependence of the specific heat which diverges at three
critical temperatures is presented. As mentioned above on the basis of LPRG calculation
we are not able to identify the type of spin order nevertheless it seems clear that phase
ordered ("F'M’) is fully ferromagnetic. The existence of the '"F'M’ phase, the only one
ordered for j; > 77, obviously has a connection with a change in the sign of j; from negative
to positive. However, the phase transition between disordered and 'F'M’ phases is not a
transition between frustrated - unfrustrated phases and as seen in Fig.13 the temperature

of this transition is not the same as the temperature of the sign change of the interaction

parameter 7j;.
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FIG. 11: Tllustration of the lines of flow in the plane (j;,1/t) for the 2D Ising model (13) with

j1 = 1.17 and j3 = —1 from nontrivial antiferromagnetic fixed point (full square) and ferromagnetic

fixed point (full circle) to disordered point (dashed lines) and to ordered ones (solid lines).

1.5+

1.0+

1D

disorde

0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2 13 J1

FIG. 12: Phase diagram in the plane (., j;) of the 2D Ising model with inchain j, = 1, interchain

jo = —1 and zig-zag j; interactions. The solid lines denote exact results from formula (16) and

dashed lines from LPRG approximation.

17



w
T

I I L I I I | I I I I I I I I I I I I t
3 2 1
" )o.\s\tg) L0 4D 15 2.0 25

FIG. 13: Temperature dependences of the specific heat C (solid lines) and effective interchain

interaction j; (thin) for the 2D Ising model with jo» = —1 and j; = 1.117 .
IV. THREE PHASE TRANSITIONS IN XXZ MODEL.

In several uranium and rare earth compounds the magnetic atoms form zig-zag chains.
The mechanism responsible for the magnetic properties of such materials is a competition of
interactions. In this paper we consider models whose structure makes it possible to sum over
some degrees of freedom, reducing this competition of interactions to a single temperature-
dependent interaction. The Ising model analyzed in the previous sections satisfactorily
describes the basic features of phase transitions however, in real materials transition scenario
can, of course, be much more complex. Therefore, in this section we study the more general
2D quantum X X Z model made of zig-zag chain with easy axis along z direction described
by the Hamiltonian

Hxxz = Hy+ H;ps. (30)

where one chain part reads

_ T LT Yy Y z .z
Ho =k, E (8ij8ie1,5 T Si3Siv1,) T k= E Si3Siv1,4 (31)

1,J 1,J
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whereby for simplicity a zig-zag structure is adopted only for the z spin component, and

interchain coupling is

— x x y y z z z z z
Hiny = ka1 Z(Si,jsi,j—l—l + Si,jsz',j+1) + ka1 Z 5iiSij+1 T ka1 Z(Sm + 8i,j+1)bi,j7 (32)

i\j irj irj

where §; = (s7,s?, s7) are Pauli spin operators, s; = +1, the factor —f has already absorbed
in the Hamiltonian (k; = —f7;, t = kgT/ | j. | and |j.| > |jz|. In the isotropic case
(Jo = J2yJe1 = Jo1) and j; = 0 according to the Mermin-Wagner theorem the long range
order of the model (31-32) is constrained to zero temperatur. While the easy axis model
studied in this paper exhibits finite temperature Ising type phase transition for all values
of anisotropy cf., e.g., Ref. 21. Since j; only changes the value of the effective interaction
between chains, and does not change the symmetry of the problem cannot change the nature

of the transition, if any takes place.

After rigorous summation over b; degrees of freedom the Hamiltonian takes the form

— T T Yy Y Z L2

Hing = AN + ka1 ) (875875401 + 50551 j11) + ke E SRLINESE (33)
2 E,J

where

1 1
ky =k + B, A= 3 In(4 cosh2j,), B= 5 In(cosh 2j,). (34)

To study the X X7 model we use the LPRG methodIE which starts with an approximate
decimation of one dimensional systemlﬂ. Then, similarly as for the Ising spins in the previous
section, the interchain interaction is renormalized in a perturbation way. We use the cluster
presented in Fig.10 in third order of cumulant expansion. As usual, the RG transformation

from the original spins §; to effective S; is defined by
') = TryP(S, §)eH® (35)
and the weight operator P (§ ,§) is chosen in the linear form for four spin block (Fig.10)
PS5 = 3(1 + 8501+ 5:5). (36)

In such a procedure the renormalized Hamiltonian of a single chain has the form

2 2
Hy =1Zy, Zy=1Lo+Loy (S'S%+SISha) + J) Y SiSi, (37)

i=1 i=1
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where

1 1 1
Ly = ZTrseHO, L,= ZTrss:fsieHo, L, = ZTrssfsjeHo
thus
2 2
Hy = Go+ Jon Y _(SPS7 + SISV) + o > SESE,
i=1 i=1
where
1 1. N 1 A2
Go = = In(A Ao )\2 Joo=-In—, Jo=-1 3
0= pInAds), oo = gInsm oo = glnsm,
and

)\1:L0+2Lx—LZ, )\QILO—QLQU—LZ, >\3:L0—|—LZ.

In this approach the LPRG generates two new interactions

— T T Yy Y A1
Hy = ko E (87581441 T+ SiySiv1j41) T Kz § :Si7j5i+17j+j'
]

2

(42)

which must be included in the original Hamiltonian. Ultimately, the LPRG transformation

from the original interaction parameters k; to the effective J; has the form of six recursion

relations

[kxuk27km17km27k227kt(jzl7jl7t>] — (Jw7J27JIE17Jx27J227Jt)'

(43)

To evaluate the LPRG transformation perturbatively using cumulant expansion (21) we

have to know the averages of the spin components

(s1) =51, (si) =55, a=uwnyz

and
(s5) = (a7 S} +a359)Zy ", (s5) = (a5 7 +afS5) 2y,
with
al = ZTrgsgs?eHo, ay = ZTrgsg‘sZeHo
(5555) = (A + daaST'S5 + dapSTSy + dayS753) 25
where
1
ds = ~Tresysse™  du, = ~Tresysystsie™,  dog = “TresSsyst shetlo.

4 4 4
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Evaluating numerically the LPRG recursion relations, one can find the free energy per site
according to the formula (12) and Hamiltonian flow in six-dimensional parameter space
(effective coupling k; (34) is the function of j.;,7; and temperature). Henceforth, we will
determine the values of two original parameters j, = 1,7,; = —0.3 and two generated by
the LPRG transformation j,.» = 0 and j,, = 0, so the role of only three variables j,, j»1 and
71 will be studied.

In Fig.14 the specific heat for the system with j,; = —0.2 and j; = 0.4 as a function
of temperature is presented for several values of j, = 0,0.6,0.7 and 0.8. The thin dotted
line denotes the temperature dependence of the effective interchain s7;s7 . ; interaction j;.
As seen for j, < 0.8 the specific heat exhibits three very sharp peaks, corresponding to
the continuous phase transitions from disordered phase at high temperatures t = M to the
ordered phase "AF’, then reentrant phase transition to the disordered phase at t = tgz) and
finally to the ordered phase 'FM’ at t = ¥, For larger values of the inchain interaction j,
the system undergoes only one phase transition to the phase 'F'M’. In Fig.15 the specific
heat for fixed values of j, = 0.7 and 0.8 for several values of j,; is presented. For j, = 0.8
the system shows only one phase transition for the whole range of values of j,; whereas for
J= = 0.7 there is only one phase transition for a sufficiently large |j,1| > jt; (for used set of
parameters jt; =~ 0.34).

In this section, a model of spin chains with a magnetically easy axis along the z axis
(I7:] > |jz|) is considered. Thus, one could speculate that the effect of z and y terms in
the Hamiltonian on the nature of phase transitions is negligible. As you can see this is not
true because both inchain plain interactions j, and interchain j,; can significantly change
the phase transitions scenario. In Fig. 16 the phase diagrams in the plane (¢, j,) and (¢, j1)
with three possible phases are presented. For certain values of j; the line of the transition
between phase disordered D1 and phase called AF” and the line of the transition D2 - "F M’
coincide at point M;, which indicates a temperature-induced metamagnetic transition.

In Fig.17 the range of disordered reentrant phase for a model with j, = 0.7, j; = 0.34, and
several values of interchain coupling j,; is shown. This range decreases with the increase of
the parameter |j,1| and vanishes for a certain value of it. As seen for j,; > —0.25 model the
effective interchain interaction changes sign within the disordered phase while for j,; < —0.3
in ordered phase ' F'M’ which character cannot be studied in the frame of the present method.

Finally, we should emphasize that the LPRG transformation for quantum systems is
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FIG. 14: Temperature dependences of the specific heat of the 2D XXZ model with j; = 0.4, j,1 =
—0.2, and j, = 0 ((dotted lines), j, = 0.6 (solid), j, = 0.7 (dashed), and j, = 0.8 (thin).

j»=0.7 j»=0.8
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0 \ \ \ t
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FIG. 15: Temperature dependences of the specific heat of the 2D XXZ model: left plot for j; =
0.4,j, = 0.7, and j;1 = —0.05(dotted line), —0.2 (solid), —0.3 (dashed), —0.4 (thin), and right plot
for j3 = 04,7, = 0.8 and j,; = 0.0(dotted line), —0.15 (solid), —0.2 (dashed), —0.3 (thin). The

thin dotted lines denote temperature-dependent effective interchain interaction j; (15).

obtained by several approximationgﬁ: that is, (i) the approximate decimation of one di-
mensional model (this procedure takes quantum effects within single block and neglects the
effects of non commutativity of several blocks) which is not the case with an Ising like model,
(ii) the approximate calculation of chain averages, (iii) the abbreviation of the cumulant ex-
pansion. The approximations (i) is a high temperature approximation and for sufficiently
high temperature leads to the values of the free energy of XY model very close to those
found rigorously by Katsura. The approximation (iii) is justified for sufficiently weak in-

teraction between chains. In conclusion, as expected, the phase diagram of the quantum
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FIG. 16: Phase diagrams of the 2D XXZ model in the plane (¢, j,) for j,; = —0.2 and j; = 0.4

(left plot) and in the plane (¢, j;) for j,1 = —0.2 and j, = 0.7
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FIG. 17: Temperature dependences of the specific heat of the 2D XXZ model for j, = 0.7 and
j1 = 0.34, and j,; = 0 (thin line), —0.12 (dashed), —0.13 (dotted), and —0.135 (solid). The thin
dotted lines denote temperature-dependent effective interchain interaction j; (14) multiplied by

1000 for visualization.

uniaxial X X7 model resembles that of the Ising model with one difference. The point where
the "AF” and 'F'M’' phases meet (the metamagnetic transition) has been shifted from zero
temperature for the Ising model to finite temperature for the X XZ model. Given the ap-
proximate nature of the LPRG method this result requires confirmation by complementary

methods e.g. MC simulations.

V. CONCLUSION

We have considered three spin models made of zig-zag chains: (i) Ising chains coupled

only by four-spin interaction (Fig.1), (ii) ferromagnetic Ising chains coupled by frustrated
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zig-zag two-spin interactions (Fig.9), and (iii) coupled X X Z chains with easy axis along ”z”
direction and zig-zag structure only for the z spin component (31-32). Common features of
these models are the frustration associated with the zig-zag structure and the possibility,
by strictly summing up with respect to some degrees of freedom, of replacing competing
interactions with an effective temperature-dependent interaction.

(i) Taking into account the character of the interchain coupling (only via four-spin in-
teraction), the first model is in fact one dimensional and does not exhibit any finite tem-
perature phase transition. Nevertheless it has been shown strictly that in the presence of
the negative, antiferromagnetic inchain interaction .J,, < 0 and positive interchain four-spin
interaction j4 > 0, temperature triggers a frustration-no frustration crossover accompanied
by gigantic specific heat. Huge specific heat and correlation length (close to zero but finite
1/€) are found not only in the characteristic point of the crossover j, = j; but also in its
surroundings (Fig.4 and Fig.7, respectively). Whereby this characteristic point is defined
by such a value of j;, for which the temperature at which the effective interaction j, (2)
changes sign ¢ = t,, equals the temperature ?,,,,, at which the spins in chain become un-
bound (t, = tme = t*). It was also rigorously shown that the giant specific heat does
not occur for negative j, where spins from the b; subsystem are not fully frustrated at any
temperature. The simple RG linear transformation reproduces exactly the rigorous results.

(ii) In the genuine 2D Ising model (13) with antiferromagnetic direct interchain cou-
pling j» < 0, the temperature-dependent effective interchain interaction j; = jo + Bt, B =
11In(cosh #) (15) obtained after strict summation with respect to the degrees of freedom of
spins b; can result in three in place of the standard one phase transition. For j; < —js the
system exhibits only one phase transition from disordered D phase to antiferromagnetically
ordered ferromagnetic chains (for j, > 0) "AF’. However, for —j, < j; < j{ the system
shows sequence of three phase transitions with reentrant transition to the disordered phase
D —"AF' — D —" FM'. For j; > j¢ the system undergoes directly from disordered to 'F M’
phase. Using the exact formula for the critical temperature of the 2D anisotropic Ising model
(16) one can find exactly phase diagram in the plane (¢, 7;) (Fig.12) with one or three phase
transitions. The three successive phase transitions were already found for exactly solvable
semi-decorated Ising model on the square lattice in Ref. 22. The above mentioned phase
diagram is reproduced satisfactory by the LPRG method (Fig.12).

(iii) The zig-zag structure has been found or is postulated in several uraniunid202d pg
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rear earth@ compounds. Particularly interesting are materials with competing interactions
and possible frustrations such as SrRy,O4 (R = Ho, Dy)lE or UNil_xGeQE@. In this con-
text, investigation of a minimal model showing the role of temperature-dependent inter-
actions in spin systems, beyond the single-component Ising model, may be the way to
explain the magnetic properties of such materials. In Sec IV simple easy axis X X Z model
with inchain ferromagnetic and interchain antiferromagnetic interactions and with zig-zag
structure adopted only for the z spin component is considered. As with the Ising model,
for a certain set of interaction parameters the model can undergo three phase transitions
'Dl'— >" AF'— >' D2'— >' FM' (Fig.15). However, in this case both inchain plain interac-
tions j,(s7 ;57,1 + 87 ;5711;) (in Fig.13 for j, > 0.8) and interchain j,1(s7 ;57,1 + 87,57 ;11)
(in Fig.15 for j, = 0.7 and j,; < —0.4) can eliminate the D2’ phase then the system shows
only one transition. The decrease of the disordered phase range 'D2’ with increasing |j,1| is
depicted in Fig.17. Although, as mentioned above, we are unable to determine the nature
of the ordered phases within this method in the case of the Ising model we can assume
that phases "AF’ and 'F'M’ correspond to a simple arrangement of antiferromagnetically
and ferromagnetically ordered spin chains, respectively. In the quantum X X Z model such
an assumption is not so obvious. Furthermore, while in the Ising model the lines of the
'D1" =" AF" and 'D2" —" FM' phase transitions coincide at t=0 (Fig.12), in the case of the
X X Z model this takes place at finite temperature at the point M, (Fig.16), which indicates

a temperature-induced metamagnetic transition.
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