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Figure 4. Homogeneous, 𝜒𝛼(0), lighter colors and staggered
(multiplied by 10−2), 𝜒𝛼(ẑ𝜋/𝑐), in darker colors dielectric sus-
ceptibilities due to the dipole component 𝑝𝛼.

The specific heat is calculated by definition as the
derivative of energy with respect to temperature, 𝐶 =
𝑁𝐴𝑁

−1𝑑[⟨𝐸⟩𝑇 ]𝑆/𝑑𝑇 , and in terms of energy fluctuations
as 𝐶 = 𝑁𝐴(𝑁𝑘𝐵𝑇

2)−1[⟨𝐸2⟩𝑇 −⟨𝐸⟩2𝑇 ]𝑆 , where 𝑁𝐴 is the
Avogadro constant (Fig. 3). It shows two maxima at
about 𝑇 𝑎

cap = 3 K and 𝑇 𝑏
cap = 23 K, and their smooth-

ness also indicates the spin-glass transition [31]. At sev-
eral temperatures below 1 K, the specific heat values cal-
culated from fluctuations are unreasonably high due to
large rare energy fluctuations during the finite simulation
time and can be considered as artifacts. At these points,
the specific heat calculated by definition can be negative.

The polarization 𝑃𝛼(k) and susceptibility 𝜒𝛼(k) in the
𝑎𝑏-plane (𝛼 = 𝑎, 𝑏), both homogeneous (k = 0) and
staggered along the 𝑐-axis (k = (0, 0, 𝜋/𝑐)) are calcu-
lated as 𝑃𝛼(k) = 𝑣−1𝑝𝛼(k), where 𝑣 is the unit cell vol-

ume, and 𝜒𝛼(k) = 𝑁(𝑘𝐵𝑇 )−1[⟨𝑃𝛼(k)
2⟩𝑇 − ⟨𝑃𝛼(k)⟩2𝑇 ]𝑆 .

The staggered susceptibility 𝜒𝑎,𝑏(ẑ𝜋/𝑐) has an anomaly
at about 𝑇 𝑎

𝜒(𝑐) = 2 K and 𝑇 𝑏
𝜒(𝑐) = 14 K, while for the

homogeneous susceptibility 𝜒𝑎,𝑏(0), 𝑇 𝑎
𝜒(0) = 4 K and

𝑇 𝑏
𝜒(0) = 2, 12, 15 K (Fig. 4). In the absence of defects,

𝜒𝑏(0) has only a very smooth maximum and decreases
rapidly below the maximum temperature of 𝜒𝑏(ẑ𝜋/𝑐),
which is typical for the antiferroelectric phase transition.
This means that the sharp peaks of 𝜒𝑏(0) arise solely
from defects. At high temperatures, both susceptibili-
ties follow the Curie-Weiss temperature dependence with
the Curie-Weiss temperature of about 𝑇 𝑎

CW ≈ ±5 K and
𝑇 𝑏
CW ≈ ±30 K, positive for the staggered and negative

for the homogeneous susceptibility.
The space correlation function for each dipole compo-

nent 𝑝𝛼 along the direction given by the Bravais lattice
vector r𝑛 is calculated as

𝐶𝛼(r𝑛) = (1 − (𝜂𝛼AF)2)−1
(︀
[|⟨(𝑓𝑁)−1(𝑝𝛼)−2

×
𝑁∑︁

𝑚=1

𝑝𝛼(R𝑚)𝑝𝛼(R𝑚 + r𝑛)⟩𝑇 |]𝑆 − (𝜂𝛼AF)2
)︀
, (2)

when r𝑛 ̸= 0 and 𝐶𝛼(0) = 1. The filling factor 𝑓 is
introduced in Eq. (2) to make the result independent
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Figure 5. Correlation length, 𝜉𝛼𝛽 , of the dipole vector compo-
nent 𝑝𝛼 along the 𝛽-axis in units of the dipole lattice constant
along the 𝛽-axis.

of the dipole concentration. The correlation along the
𝑎-axis is hardly visible over the statistical noise. For
the other axes, it turns out to be best fitted by a sim-
ple exponent, which corresponds to the Ornstein-Zernike
form for the asymptotic behavior of the correlation func-
tion [36–38], 𝐶(𝑟) ∝ 𝑟−(𝑑−1)/2 exp(−𝑟/𝜉), in one dimen-
sion. The rather unexpected value of 𝑑 = 1, for the
three-dimensional dipole lattice, is probably due to the
anisotropic nature of the dipole interaction (the correla-
tion length is much larger in the direction of the dipole
component) and the lattice itself (the correlation grows
faster along the c-axis, along which the distance between
the dipoles is minimal).

The corresponding correlation length, 𝜉𝛼𝛽 , where the
superscript denotes the dipole vector component, and the
lower one is the axis along which the length is measured,
is calculated as 𝜉𝛼𝛽 = −𝑟𝛽𝑛/ ln𝐶𝛼(𝑟𝛽𝑛) [38]. For the cor-
relation along the 𝑏-axis, it is sufficient to take 𝑛 = 1,
for larger 𝑛 it is more prone to statistical errors. The
correlation length along the 𝑐-axis, however, is better

to calculate as 𝜉𝛼𝛽 = 1/ ln(𝐶𝛼(𝑟𝛽𝑛)/𝐶𝛼(𝑟𝛽𝑛+1)), where the
correlation function is taken at two successive sites of the
Bravais lattice along the 𝛽-axis (with 𝑛 = 1 as well), for
the following reason. At low temperatures, the dipoles
inside a cluster bounded by defects on both sides along
the 𝑐-axis are completely ordered (Fig. 1(a)), which im-
plies 𝐶𝛼(1 · ĉ) = 1 with its logarithm being zero. The
temperature dependence of the thus obtained correlation
lengths is shown in Fig. 5. Calculations with other rea-
sonable values of 𝑛 or fitting the correlation function do
not significantly change this result.

The correlation lengths are inversely proportional to
the temperature above the phase transition temperature,
saturate around it, and then have a finite value below it,
which corresponds to the frozen short-range dipole or-
der (Fig. 5). At high temperatures, they have a small
nonzero value due to statistical errors in calculations to-
gether with a nonzero value of the lattice constant. A
slight decrease in 𝜉𝑏𝑐 below the critical temperature can
be associated with the onset of the AFE order parameter
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𝜂𝑏AF, see Eq. (2). The slight kink in 𝜉𝑎𝑐 between 30 and
40 K is probably due to the presence of defects. At low
temperatures, the correlation lengths 𝜉𝛼𝑐 along the 𝑐-axis
are determined by the defect concentration and are about
half the average size of the cluster, which is bounded by
defects at both ends along this axis. At the same time,
the correlation length 𝜉𝑏𝑏 is slightly more than half the
average cluster size determined by a continuous sequence
of the same value of the dipole component 𝑝𝑏 along the
𝑏-axis calculated in [17] using the Monte Carlo method
with free boundary conditions.

The Monte Carlo simulation results for periodic
boundary conditions presented here are very close to
those obtained earlier for free boundary conditions [17].
Meanwhile, the phase transition temperatures that ap-
pear in the Monte Carlo simulation turns out to be about
four times lower than those predicted by simple MFA,
and about twice as low when the interaction along the
c axis is considered exactly as estimated above. This is
not surprising, however, since MFA is known to signifi-
cantly overestimate the critical temperature, especially
in low dimensions or for competing interactions [39].
At the same time, the replica method based on MFA
underestimates the critical dipole concentration for the
cordierite lattice, as was the case for the simple cubic
lattice mentioned above, since it was proved here that
for 𝑓 = 0.75 the AFE order parameter vanishes for large
sample sizes (Fig. 2).

The obtained results of the Monte Carlo simulation
are consistent with the available experimental data. In-
deed, one can observe a wide anomaly in the heat capac-
ity at a temperature of about 30 K in the experimental
data [17, 18], which corresponds well to the broad peak
in Fig. 3 due to the ordering of the 𝑝𝑏-component of the
dipoles. At the same time, the low temperature peak
at about 3 K in Fig. 3 is strongly flattened in the ex-
perimental data [17, 18], although it is quite visible in
𝐶/𝑇 data in [16]. In principle, this could be due to the
possible tunneling of water molecules between two states

with the same 𝑝𝑏-component, which are separated by a
smaller angle 2𝜙 (and, most likely, by a smaller energy
barrier). The maximum of the dielectric susceptibility
𝜒𝑎(0) at a temperature of about 3 K in Fig. 4 is in good
agreement with the peak of the dielectric susceptibility
obtained by fitting the soft mode [17] and with the kink
of the dielectric measurement data in [15–17]. The po-
sition of the broad maximum of 𝜒𝑏(0) at about 30 K
in [15, 16] is also close to that in Fig. 4. Although the
experimental values of 𝜒𝑏(0) appear to be about half the
calculated ones. Finally, an increase in the correlation
length (Fig. 5) can explain the frequency dependence of
the dielectric susceptibility observed in [15–17], as in the
case of one-dimensional single-chain magnets [40].

The singularities in the staggered dielectric suscepti-
bilities 𝜒𝛼(ẑ𝜋/𝑐) (Fig. 4) imply softening of the polar
relaxation mode at the boundary of the Brillouin zone,
which can be measured experimentally by inelastic neu-
tron ans x-ray scattering techniques [41]. The tempera-
ture dependence of the correlation lengths of the dipole
components (Fig. 5), in turn, can be measured in x-ray
and neutron diffraction experiments [22]. Together, this
could be a crucial test for the model of water molecules
in cordierite considered here.

In conclusion, the Monte Carlo simulations performed
within the four-directions model for dipoles of water
molecules in cordierite revealed anomalies in heat capac-
ity and dielectric susceptibility in accordance with the
available experimental data [15–18]. It was shown that
site defects in the dipole lattice of water molecules de-
stroy the long-range dipole order at low temperatures. At
the same time, with decreasing temperature, the short-
range order gradually appears, which can reflect the for-
mation of the polar nanoregions in relaxors, since the cor-
respondence between relaxors and dipole glasses is gen-
erally recognized [3–9].

I thank B. E. Vugmeister for useful discussions.
The reported study was funded by RFBR, project
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