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Abstract

This article investigates the pseudo transitions of the Blume-Capel model on two-dimensional finite-size lattices.

By employing the Wang-Landau sampling method and microcanonical inflection point analysis, we identified the

positions of phase transitions as well as higher-order phase transitions. Through Metropolis sampling and canonical

ensemble analysis, we determined the geometric characteristics of the system at these transition points. When the

crystal field parameter D exceeds 1.965, crossing the tricritical point, no third-order dependent phase transition is

observed. However, a fourth-order independent transition was identified in the high-temperature region, and through

Metropolis sampling analysis, a phase transition from the ordered paramagnetic phase to the disordered paramagnetic

phase was confirmed, enhancing the phase diagram. Furthermore, the positions of the third-order phase transition

obtained from both microcanonical and canonical analyses are consistent and mutually corroborative. We speculate

that third-order dependent transitions vanish in the presence of strong first-order phase transitions.

Keywords: Wang-Landau Sampling, Metropolis Sampling, Third-order transitions, Microcanonical Inflection-point

Analysis, Geometric Analysis

1. Introduction

Phase transitions are ubiquitous in nature and represent a fundamental topic in classical statistical physics and

thermodynamics. They are among the most striking collective phenomena in many-body systems [1] and can also be

interpreted as abrupt changes in the topology of the N-body configuration space [2, 3]. These sudden transitions can

have catastrophic consequences, such as irreversible climate change [4, 5] or ecological collapse [6, 7]. Consequently,

the precise identification of critical points and the development of early warning systems have become key research

priorities. Studies have shown that systems exhibit distinct behaviors in both temporal [8, 9, 10] and spatial dimensions

[11, 12, 13] as they approach critical transitions. Furthermore, early warning signals have been explored through

approaches such as thermodynamic quantities [14] and machine learning-based methods [15]. In this study, we aim to

identify characteristic indicators of early warning signals for phase transitions in spin systems, providing a foundation

for critical early-warning methodologies and potential real-world applications.

In recent developments, microcanonical analysis has increasingly been utilized for identifying phase transitions

[1, 16]. This method was further generalized by Qi and Bachmann [17] to identify higher-order transitions, where

independent and dependent transitions were distinguished. Independent transitions are similar to traditional phase

transitions, occurring independently of other processes within the system. Dependent transitions rely on the occur-

rence of lower-order transitions. Independent and dependent transitions occur on either side of the phase transition

point, indicating potential for early warning signals of phase transitions. By applying this method, researchers have

demonstrated their effectiveness in the Ising [18], Potts [19], and Baxter-Wu models [20], including the detection of
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signals indicative of third-order transitions. The use of these analytical tools has revealed early signs of phase transi-

tions, offering a strong basis for predicting critical shifts in spin systems. A recent study on ice premelting by Tian

et al [21] has attracted significant attention. Ice premelting occurs when water molecules migrate from beneath the

ice surface to the surface, disrupting the initially ordered structure. This disturbance is analogous to the way isolated

spins perturb the ordered state in spin systems. The discovery of this phenomenon demonstrated the existence of

third-order transitions in real-world systems, thereby further validating the theoretical framework. This discovery not

only deepened the understanding of third-order transitions, but also introduced new perspectives for future research.

Building on these foundations, we aim to explore phase transition behavior through the Blume-Capel model.

The Blume-Capel model, originally proposed independently by Blume [22] and Capel [23], has become a foun-

dational framework for studying tricritical behavior [24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31]. One of its distinguishing features

is its capacity to model the transition from second-order to first-order phase transitions, thereby revealing intricate

critical behaviors. Researchers have investigated this model using diverse approaches, including mean-field theory

[22, 23], renormalization group techniques [32], and Monte Carlo simulations [33, 34, 35]. Research on this model

has covered a wide range of materials, including metallic alloys [36, 37, 38, 39], magnetic thin films [40], and su-

perconducting thin films [27]. In addition to its applications in physics, the model has been employed in sociology,

particularly in recent studies on depolarization [41, 42]. Given its critical importance and its capacity to capture a

wide range of phase behaviors, the Blume-Capel model has generated numerous publications [43, 44, 45, 46]. This

model was selected because it enables the simultaneous observation of the relationships between second-order and

first-order phase transitions, each with the behaviors of third-order independent and dependent transitions.

Exploring the changes in higher-order phase transitions across a system’s transition from second-order to first-

order phases is an intriguing problem. Specifically, understanding how the system’s geometric characteristics evolve

during higher-order phase transitions is crucial for devising effective early warning strategies in complex systems,

including artificial swarms [47] and active bacterial colonies [48, 49]. The density of states (DOS) of the Blume-

Capel model was obtained using the efficient Wang-Landau algorithm [50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56], while the geometric

properties of the Blume-Capel model were examined through Metropolis sampling. Using these data, we examined

phase transition behavior through both microcanonical and canonical methods, identifying the locations of higher-

order transitions. In the second section, the model and analytical methods are introduced. The third section presents

and discusses the results, and the final section provides a summary and outlines future research directions.

2. The model and the method

2.1. Blume-Capel Model

The spin-1 Blume-Capel model is a generalization of the Ising model, with the Hamiltonian defined on a two-

dimensional L × L lattice as follows:

H = −J
∑

〈i j〉

σiσ j + D
∑

i

σ2
i , (1)

where σi represents the spin located on the two-dimensional square lattice, and 〈i, j〉 denotes the sum over nearest-

neighbor sites. σi can take the values -1, 0, or +1. Here, J represents the coupling constant and D denotes the

single-spin anisotropy parameter. A key advantage of this model is its ability to capture both first-order and second-

order phase transitions simultaneously. The model transitions from a second-order to a first-order phase transition as

D increases. The widely recognized transition point for this change is D/J = 1.965 and kBT/J = 0.609 [35], which

is commonly known as the tricritical point. For simplicity, we set the Boltzmann constant kB = 1, and similarly set

J = +1 for the remainder of our study.

2.2. Wang-Landau Sampling

The Wang-Landau (WL) algorithm [51] is a highly efficient and broadly applicable method for directly estimating

the density of states, g(E), for a system. Utilizing g(E) obtained through this method enables the direct investigation of

higher-order phase transitions while avoiding additional processing, thereby minimizing errors and enhancing result

accuracy. The density of states g(E) is estimated through a random walk in energy space, with the histogram flattening

as a key criterion, using the Wang-Landau (WL) sampling method. As the exact values of the density of states are
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Figure 1: (Algorithm Comparison Graph). The density of states obtained from two different algorithms was compared. To improve clarity, the data

from the serial calculation is displayed with slightly larger symbols and highlighted at the base using light yellow markers. The data computed

in parallel on two cores is represented by red and blue dots. Additionally, vertical red and blue lines were added to indicate the energy level

boundaries calculated by each core. These adjustments enhance the visualization, making it easier to observe the overlapping energy levels and

their distribution, thereby improving the readability and comparative effect of the results.

unknown at the beginning of the simulation, all entries are initially set to g(E) = 1 and subsequently refined according

to a specified probability distribution.

p(Ei → E j) = min

(

g(Ei)

g(E j)
, 1

)

, (2)

where Ei and E j are the energies before and after a spin flip, the density of states is modified by

g(E)→ g(E) f , (3)

where E represents the energy level of the accepted state and f is the modification factor, initially set to f = f0 =

e = 2.71828. Simultaneously, the energy histogram H(E) is incremented by 1. The random walks continue, flipping

spin values in the lattice configuration to generate new energy values for each iteration, until the energy histogram

becomes “flat”. A flat histogram is defined as the minimum value of any energy level’s histogram being at least 80%

of the average value. The modification factor is then reduced to fi+1 =
√

fi, and the histogram is reset to zero for the

next iteration process. The simulation concludes when f falls below the threshold of ffinal = 1 + 10−8.

During the sequential simulation process, when the value of D exceeds 1.9 (approaching a first-order phase tran-

sition), we encountered a problem in which a significant portion of the simulations only explored the negative energy

levels, while only a few simulations captured the entire range of energy levels. This result clearly did not align with

physical expectations, leading to significant inaccuracies in the simulation outcomes. As the system size increases and

more information is revealed, metastable states emerge, making it difficult for serial simulations to escape the process,

ultimately causing the simulation to display only negative energy levels. To address this issue, we utilized two cores

for parallel computing, assigning each core a portion of the energy levels, with a 0.75 overlap between the portions

managed by the two cores. Additionally, we modified the initialization method of the two-dimensional lattice. At

the start of the simulation, instead of initializing the entire array with a value of 1, we initialized the energy levels

of the lattice within the range of one-third to two-thirds of each core’s responsibility. Upon the completion of the

simulation, we merged the data obtained from both cores to achieve a complete density of states. In Fig. 1, we present

the comparison between the two algorithms. The data from parallel computation on two cores and serial computation

on a single core perfectly overlap, confirming the correctness of our algorithm.

2.3. Microcanonical infection-point analysis method

Qi and Bachmann integrated microcanonical analysis with the principle of minimum sensitivity to identify and

classify first-order and higher-order transitions in complex systems [17]. Their analysis revealed that the phase tran-
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sition signals from the two-dimensional ferromagnetic Ising model indicated not only straightforward second-order

transitions but also more complex behaviors. Moreover, both independent and dependent third-order transitions were

observed in the system.

In a physical system, macroscopic behavior is governed by entropy and energy, while microcanonical entropy,

which encapsulates all information about the system’s phase behavior, is defined as follows:

S (E) = kB ln g(E). (4)

Here, kB denotes the Boltzmann constant, while S (E) represents entropy; its derivatives maintain consistent concavity

within the energy region associated with a single phase. However, phase transitions disrupt this consistent concavity,

resulting in an evident inflection point in the graph. According to the principle of minimal sensitivity, only the least

sensitive inflection points hold physical significance. If S (E) exhibits a least sensitive inflection point, then its first

derivative is given by:

β(E) = T−1(E) =
dS (E)

dE
, (5)

where β(E), representing the microcanonical inverse temperature, is expected to exhibit a positive minimum. This

indicates a first-order phase transition. If β(E) also displays a least sensitive inflection point, we can further analyze it

by obtaining its first derivative:

γ(E) =
dβ(E)

dE
=

d2S (E)

dE2
, (6)

where γ(E), describes the rate of change of the microcanonical inverse temperature, and provides insights into first-

order and second-order phase transitions. In addition,

δ(E) =
dγ(E)

dE
=

d3S (E)

dE3
. (7)

Here, δ(E), representing the third derivative of S (E) with respect to E, can provide insights into third-order phase

transitions. This allows for the distinction between both independent and dependent third-order transitions. Building

upon this foundation, we also calculated the fourth derivative of S (E), denoted as ǫ(E) in this paper. On one hand,

this enables a more in-depth analysis of the characteristics of the third derivative; on the other hand, we explore the

potential for detecting higher-order signals. By studying the fourth derivative, we aim to uncover more subtle changes

in the system’s energy states, thereby enhancing our understanding of the phase transition mechanism. Using this

method, further classification can be obtained in Table 1.

Table 1: Signal of the order of the transitions

Categories Even order transitions Odd order transitions

Independent
d2kS (E)

dE2k < 0
d2k−1S (E)

dE2k−1 > 0

Negative maximum Positive minimum

Dependent
d2kS (E)

dE2k > 0
d2k−1S (E)

dE2k−1 < 0

Positive minimum Negative maximum

Derivatives obtained directly from discrete microcanonical entropy are influenced by numerical noise present in

the data. To minimize this noise, we processed the data using a denoising procedure. Initially, we computed the

density of states (DOS) five times and averaged the results to obtain a smoother curve. Subsequently, we applied the

Bézier algorithm to generate a smooth function [57]. This was also mentioned in our previous work. Repeating the

above steps, we obtained four sets of data and calculated the error bars.

2.4. Geometrical analysis methods

To attain a more comprehensive understanding of this model, we conducted a further analysis from a geometric

perspective. The spin configuration of the system was generated using Metropolis sampling [58]. The geometric order

parameter, defined to characterize the system’s phase transition, was subsequently extracted from the configuration
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data. The first order parameter we used is the isolated spin. Our definition of isolated spins differs slightly from

that in the work of Sitarachu and Bachmann [18]. In this study, an isolated spin is defined by two conditions: first,

the spin’s state must differ from all its nearest neighbors; second, these neighboring spins must belong to the same

cluster. Only when both conditions are met can the spin be classified as an isolated spin. The role of isolated spins

is to disrupt both ordered and disordered states; thus, they may also be referred to as “disruptors”. In the vicinity of

the third-order independent transition, the number of isolated spins tends to increase. In this paper, we denote IS O

to represent isolated spins. The second quantity is the average perimeter of clusters. Initially, we attempted to study

the average cluster size, but we were unable to extract information related to the third-order dependent transition. We

hypothesized that analyzing information from different dimensions within the same system would provide distinct

insights into the phase transition. However, given that our model is constrained to a two-dimensional plane, we were

unable to increase its dimensionality. As a result, we chose to apply dimensional reduction, focusing on the average

perimeter of clusters. Using this approach, we successfully extracted signals associated with the third-order dependent

transition.

We define Π as the average perimeter of clusters composed of more than one spin within a specific spin configu-

ration X. Specifically, for a spin configuration X, we first identify all clusters composed solely of more than one spin

and then calculate the average perimeter of these clusters.

Π =
1

n

∑

l

Cl. (8)

In this context, n represents the total number of clusters in X that contain more than one spin, l denotes the clusters

with more than one spin, and Cl refers to the number of spins in cluster l. Thus, the statistical average obtained is

〈Π〉 =
1

Z

∑

X

Π(X)e−E(X)/kBT , (9)

where T is the canonical temperature and Z =
∑

X exp [−E(X)/kBT ] is the canonical partition function. However,

our primary interest lies in the rate of change of this quantity. Consequently, we performed a first-order derivative

calculation to obtain its rate of change. We denote this quantity as D〈Π〉, which represents its rate of change, expressed

as:

D〈Π〉 =
d〈Π〉

dT
. (10)

When a peak in D〈Π〉 is observed, we define its position as the critical point. The region beyond the critical point is

termed the disordered region or the high-temperature region. If a local minimum is observed in this region, we identify

it as the location of the third-order dependent transition. This definition is consistent with the one used by Sitarachu

and Bachmann in their article [18] for assessing the average cluster size. Through further analysis and subsequent

results, we have verified the accuracy and applicability of this definition, ensuring its reliability across different system

parameters and conditions.

3. Results

3.1. Traditional transitions

In this study, we simulated systems of sizes L = 20, 30, 40, 50, and 60 under various values of D. We obtained the

density of states data through Wang-Landau (WL) sampling and identified the phase transition points using canoni-

cal methods and microcanonical inflection point analysis. The specific heat of the system was calculated using the

following formula:

CV =
〈E2〉 − 〈E〉2

NkBT 2
, (11)

where 〈En〉 =
∑

E Eng(E)e−E/kBT and N = L × L. We divide the specific heat by N to enable the plotting of specific

heat graphs for different sizes on the same chart, thereby facilitating our observation. In Fig. 2, we present a plot

determining the phase transition points using specific heat for D = 1.0 and D = 1.965 in the canonical ensemble. We

clearly observe that the specific heat exhibits a peak, with the temperature corresponding to this peak indicating the
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Figure 2: (Specific heat graph obtained under the canonical ensemble). The specific heat calculated at various D values is presented here, with the

peak of the specific heat serving as an indicator of the phase transition point. Figure (a) shows the specific heat analysis for D = 1.0, while Figure

(b) illustrates the specific heat analysis for D = 1.965. Different colors and markers are used to distinguish various system sizes.

location of the phase transition point. To verify the accuracy of our data, we conducted a finite-size analysis. However,

during the simulation, we approximated the energy level spacing to be 1, which resulted in the loss of some detailed

information. Consequently, the specific heat was adjusted using the following formula [59] when the primary phase

transition of the system is of the first order:

Cv = aLα/ν
(

1 + bL−ω
)

. (12)

Here,ω denotes the primary correction exponent, while a and b are non-universal constants. This correction enhanced

the accuracy of the specific heat in the first-order phase transition, thereby increasing the reliability of the results.

When the primary phase transition of the system is of the second order, the classical 2D Blume-Capel model is

categorized within the same universality class as the 2D Ising model. Consequently, we conducted a single-logarithmic

analysis, as shown in Figure 3(a), which indicates that the system exhibits logarithmic divergence. However, during

first-order phase transitions, the critical behavior markedly deviates, and the system ceases to adhere to the universality

class of the 2D Ising model. According to Ref. [28], the expected critical exponent at the tricritical point is α/ν = 1.60.

The figure in Ref. [26] shows that the critical exponent near the tricritical point is approximately α/ν ≈ 1.608. These

reference values provide important theoretical support for our analysis. In this study, when D = 1.965, the critical

exponent obtained from Fig. 3(b) was α/ν = 1.57(1), which is in close agreement with the reference values, further

validating the accuracy of our data and the reliability of our analytical methods.

To more thoroughly validate our assessment of the type of phase transition, we present the canonical distribution

P(E, T ) ∼ g(E)e−E/kBT near the phase transition temperature, as illustrated in Fig. 4. In Fig. 4(a), the canonical

distribution exhibits a single-peaked shape, clearly indicating that the phase transition at this point is of second order.

As the temperature increases, the peak position shifts to higher energy levels, and the energy level corresponding to

the peak is precisely the energy level at which the system undergoes the phase transition. However, in Fig. 4(b), the

canonical distribution displays a double-peaked shape, clearly indicating that the phase transition at this point is of

first order. In contrast to the second-order phase transition, the phase transition energy level of a first-order transition

is located at the valley between the two peaks. The double-peak structure reflects phase coexistence in a first-order

phase transition, where the energy level corresponding to the valley represents the phase transition energy level.

This observation aligns with the transition energy level identified through subsequent microcanonical inflection-point

analysis.

Additionally, we conducted a microcanonical inflection point analysis on the data. In Figs 5(b), 6(b), and 7(b), we

similarly determined the critical and first-order phase transition points. In Table 2, we compile the phase transition
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Figure 3: (Finite size analysis of the Blume-Capel Model). Figure (a) displays a semi-logarithmic analysis conducted when the primary phase

transition of the system is of the second order, revealing that its critical behavior follows logarithmic divergence, where k represents the extracted

slope. Figure (b) illustrates a log-log analysis performed when the primary phase transition is of the first order, incorporating the extracted critical

exponent into the legend, where the tricritical point is characterized by a critical exponent of α/ν = 1.57.

-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.06 0.12 0.18 0.24 0.30
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0 T=1.3
 T=1.4042
 T=1.5

g(
E)

e-E
/k

BT

E/N

L=50 D=1.0

(a)

 T=0.5954
 T=0.5978
 T=0.5994

g(
E)

e-E
/k

BT

E/N

L=50 D=1.969

(b)

Figure 4: (For the Blume-Capel model with L = 50, the canonical distribution P(E,T ) ∼ g(E)e−E/kBT is examined at the transition temperature

T ). (a) For D = 1.0, the distribution of P displays a single-peak form, suggesting that the primary phase transition is of the second order. (b) For

D = 1.965, the distribution of P shows a double-peak form, implying that the primary phase transition is of the first order. The red points represent

data corresponding to the phase transition temperature, the black points represent data slightly below it, and the blue points represent data slightly

above it.
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Table 2: Microcanonical and canonical analysis results for different D values

D L = 20 L = 30 L = 40 L = 50 L = 60

1.0

1/βc 1.4097(0.0004) 1.4079(0.0004) 1.4055(0.0005) 1.4042(0.0002) 1.4036(0.0001)

1/βm 1.4281 1.4178 1.4113 1.4085 1.4067

E/N -0.2625 -0.2589 -0.2631 -0.2644 -0.2658

1.5

1/βc 1.1569(0.0009) 1.1571(0.0002) 1.1564(0.0003) 1.1555(0.0003) 1.1551(0.0002)

1/βm 1.1743 1.1661 1.1614 1.1592 1.15801

E/N 0.0950 0.09889 0.0975 0.0968 0.09667

1.965

1/βc 0.6110(0.0001) 0.6118(0.0003) 0.6122(0.0001) 0.6120(0.0001) 0.6120(0.0001)

1/βm 0.6171 0.6152 0.6140 0.6129 0.6122

E/N 0.1725 0.1833 0.1944 0.1976 0.2022

1.969

1/βc 0.5975(0.0005) 0.5983(0.0003) 0.5980(0.0003) 0.5978(0.0001) 0.5978(0.0001)

1/βm 0.6171 0.6051 0.5995 0.5980 0.5967

E/N 0.1725 0.1533 0.1800 0.1832 0.1875

1.97

1/βc 0.5940(0.0034) 0.5947(0.0002) 0.5942(0.0004) 0.5938(0.0002) 0.5937(0.0001)

1/βm 0.5995 0.5979 0.5958 0.5938 0.5926

E/N 0.1575 0.1700 0.1756 0.1976 0.1825

point information determined through microcanonical inflection point analysis and the heat capacity peak method.

1/βc represents the phase transition temperature calculated in the canonical ensemble, while 1/βm represents the

phase transition temperature obtained using the microcanonical method. In the last column of the table, we have also

added the energy level position E/N where the phase transition occurs, and the numbers in parentheses indicate the

error range of our calculations. Through this information, we can more clearly observe the accuracy and differences

between the phase transition temperatures and their corresponding energy levels. A detailed comparison reveals that

the phase transition temperatures obtained from the two methods are highly consistent, demonstrating the reliability

and accuracy of our calculated results. Furthermore, when we compare our results with the phase transition points

mentioned in the literature Refs. [35, 26] and [60], we find that the numerical values are very close.

3.2. Higher order transitions

We use the δ(E) curve to identify third-order phase transition points. In Figs. 5, 6, and 7, we present the derivative

graphs of the density of states at various orders for different system sizes and D values. To ensure data accuracy and

improve visualization, error bars were added to every fixed number of data points in the figures. From these graphs, we

can observe that the type of phase transition changes with varying D values, and we can also identify the occurrence

of higher-order phase transitions. Identifying higher-order transition types helps further analyze and optimize data

utilization, thereby enhancing our overall understanding of the system.

In Fig. 5, we present the analysis for D = 1.0. Figures 5(a)-(d) respectively display the first, second, third, and

fourth derivatives of the density of states. In Fig. 5(a), a least-sensitive inflection point is observed, indicating the

phase transition point under these conditions. In Fig. 5(b), a significant negative peak is observed in the region,

indicating that the phase transition is of second order. In Fig. 5(c), we can observe a positive minimum and a

negative maximum over the entire interval, representing signals for independent and dependent third-order transitions,

respectively. Based on the analysis of Figure 5, we conclude that when D = 1.0, the primary phase transition in the

system is of second order, and the signals for third-order transitions, along with their corresponding temperature and

energy information, are also identified.

In Fig. 6, we conduct an in-depth analysis of the region near the tricritical point. A reference line at y = 0 is

added to Figs. 6 (b) and (c) to clarify the trends. In Fig. 6(b), we observe a positive peak, indicating that the primary

phase transition of the system is first-order. The observed peak value of γ is relatively small, suggesting that the

system’s primary phase transition recently shifted from second-order to first-order. In Fig. 6 (c), we observe two

distinct positive minima on the left side of the transition point. However, as the system size increases, the minimum

near the ground-state energy flattens and shows signs of disappearing. This suggests that the appearance of this point

is likely due to noise in the simulation and boundary effects. The fluctuations observed in Fig. 6 (d) further support
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Figure 5: (Microcanonical inflection point analysis of the derivative data for D=1.0). The detailed results for the Blume-Capel model within the

microcanonical ensemble at D = 1.0 are presented. Figure (a) shows the variation of the first derivative of entropy, β(E), while Figure (b) depicts

the trend of the second derivative, γ(E). Figure (c) highlights the evolution of the third derivative, δ(E), with a positive minimum and a negative

maximum identified as indicators of third-order independent and dependent transitions, and Figure (d) reveals the changes in the fourth derivative,

ǫ(E).
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Figure 6: (Microcanonical inflection point analysis of the derivative data for D=1.965). The detailed results for the Blume-Capel model within the

microcanonical ensemble at D = 1.965 are presented. Figure (a) shows the variation of the first derivative of entropy, β(E), while Figure (b) depicts

the trend of the second derivative, γ(E). Figure (c) highlights the evolution of the third derivative, δ(E), with a positive minimum at higher energy

levels identified as an indicator of a third-order independent transition, and Figure (d) reveals the changes in the fourth derivative, ǫ(E).
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Figure 7: (Microcanonical inflection point analysis of the derivative data for D=1.97). The detailed results for the Blume-Capel model within the

microcanonical ensemble at D = 1.97 are presented. Figure (a) shows the variation of the first derivative of entropy, β(E), with an inset depicting its

extended part. Figure (b) depicts the trend of the second derivative, γ(E). Figure (c) illustrates the evolution of the third derivative, δ(E), with the

positive minimum identified as an indicator of a third-order independent transition, and Figure (d) showcases the changes in the fourth derivative,

ǫ(E), with an inset showing its extended part and an orange vertical line indicating the identified position of the fourth-order independent transition.

this hypothesis, providing strong evidences for our interpretation. Therefore, the minima observed at higher energy

levels are identified as indicators of third-order independent transitions.

In Fig. 7, there is a certain distance from the tricritical point. As shown in Fig. 7(b), the height of the positive

peak at this point is significantly higher than the peak in Fig. 6, indicating that the phase transition characteristics

of the system are more pronounced. Similar to Figs. 6(c) and 7(c), we observe only a positive minimum and do not

detect any signal of a negative maximum. This suggests that when the primary phase transition of the system is of the

first order, there is no signal for a third-order dependent transition. However, our exploration of the high-temperature

region has revealed a signal for a fourth-order independent transition, indicated by an orange vertical line in the inset

of Figure 7(d), complemented by a corresponding inset in Figure 7(a) to facilitate temperature determination. By

comparing Figs. 5(b), 6(b), and 7(b), we observe that as the value of D and system size L increase, the peak of γ(E)

increases progressively but eventually converges to a fixed value. In fact, γ(E) is related to a thermodynamic property

associated with the specific heat phase transition. It is observed that for D = 1.0, the peak of γ(E) changes very little

with system variation, whereas for D = 1.97, the peak changes significantly but eventually approaches a fixed value.

This occurs because a first-order phase transition is accompanied by latent heat, and as the system size increases, the

latent heat gradually approaches the thermodynamic limit, eventually converges to a stable value. We summarize the

analysis results for all parameters in Table 3. In the table, 1/βd represents the temperature of the third-order dependent

transition, while 1/βi denotes the temperature of the third-order independent transition. “NF” indicates cases where

no signal was found. The corresponding energy levels are also provided in the table to clearly illustrate the correlation

between each signal and the system’s energy states.

To further investigate the underlying mechanisms of higher-order transitions, we conducted an additional analysis

from a geometric perspective. Since geometric properties may not be clearly exhibited in small systems, we performed

simulations with system sizes L = 30, 40, 50, 60 and values of D = 1.0, 1.5, 1.965, 1.97. These parameters were

selected to ensure that the relevant geometric features could be adequately captured and analyzed. In Figs.8(a) and

(b), we observe that isolated spins exhibit continuous changes and peak as the system undergoes a primary phase

transition of the second order. This phenomenon occurs as the temperature increases, leading to a gradual rise in

the number of isolated spins, which consequently causes the system to fragment. However, once the system reaches
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Table 3: Third-order transition positions in the Blume-Capel model from microcanonical analysis

D L = 20 L = 30 L = 40 L = 50 L = 60

1.0

1/βd NF 1.7719 1.4780 1.4962 1.4748

E/N - -0.0733 -0.1194 -0.0972 -0.1242

1/βi 1.3366 1.3512 1.3605 1.3512 1.3641

E/N -0.4650 -0.4167 -0.3919 -0.4068 -0.3792

1.5

1/βd NF NF 1.2580 1.2628 1.2336

E/N - - 0.2375 0.2324 0.2164

1/βi 1.0811 1.0956 1.1046 1.1179 1.1139

E/N -0.0675 -0.0356 -0.0175 0.0068 0.0011

1.965

1/βd NF NF NF NF NF

E/N - - - - -

1/βi NF 0.5940 0.6116 0.6041 0.6035

E/N - 0.1044 0.1475 0.1300 0.1308

1.969

1/βd NF NF NF NF NF

E/N - - - - -

1/βi NF 0.5935 0.5908 0.5936 0.5913

E/N - 0.1156 0.1144 0.1208 0.1181

1.97

1/βd NF NF NF NF NF

E/N - - - - -

1/βi 0.5640 0.5569 0.5855 0.5885 0.5890

E/N 0.0775 0.0833 0.1075 0.1144 0.1164

a certain level of fragmentation, these isolated spins begin to aggregate into smaller clusters, thereby reducing the

number of isolated spins, ultimately leading to the emergence of this peak. Thus, we define the peak of isolated

spins as representing the position of the third-order independent transition, marked by black lines in Figs. 8 (a) and

(b). By applying this approach, we determined the positions of the third-order independent transitions for D = 1.0

and D = 1.5 to be T = 1.207 and T = 0.968, respectively. Using microcanonical inflection point analysis, the

corresponding values were found to be T = 1.3641 and T = 1.1139. The temperature difference of about 0.2 between

the third-order independent transitions obtained by the two methods can be attributed to differences in the application

of canonical and microcanonical methods, along with the discrete nature of energy levels (with an interval of 1) in the

microcanonical analysis. These two factors together contribute to the observed systematic error.

In Figs. 8(c) and (d), we observe that isolated spins exhibit a discontinuous jump after reaching a certain proportion

when the system undergoes a first-order primary phase transition. In the insets of Figs. 8 (c) and (d), magnified views

show the regions where these discontinuities occur, with black and blue vertical lines indicating the positions where

the isolated spins begin to exhibit jumps and where the rate of change reaches its maximum, respectively. We identify

these positions as those of the third-order independent transition and the phase transition point, respectively. We define

these as the positions of the third-order independent transition and the phase transition point, respectively. This jump

phenomenon occurs because, as the crystal field parameter D reaches a certain value, bringing the system closer to

the phase transition, the fraction of spins in the 0 state rapidly increases, causing spins and clusters in the 0 state to

dominate the system. In this scenario, the energy required to break clusters in the 0 state is lower than that required to

break clusters in the -1 and 1 states. This is because the energy required for a spin to flip from the 0 state to either -1 or

1 is smaller than the energy required for a spin to flip from +1 to -1 (or from -1 to +1). As a result, even with minimal

temperature variations, the number of isolated spins increases abruptly. At the point where the rate of increase reaches

its peak, a phase transition occurs in the system. Therefore, we define the position at which the isolated spins undergo

discontinuous jumps as the signal of the third-order independent transition, and the position where the change in

isolated spins is most pronounced as the phase transition point. When the primary phase transition is of the first order,

we find that the temperatures of the third-order independent transition and the phase transition point are very close.

However, as shown in the insets of Figs. 8 (c) and (d), the isolated spins exhibit two distinct states with a considerable

difference between them. Similar conclusions were reached in our microcanonical inflection point analysis.
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By comparing Tables 2 and 3, we observe that when the primary phase transition of the system is of the first order,

the positions of the third-order independent transition and the phase transition point, as determined by microcanonical

inflection point analysis, are closely aligned. In Figs. 6(a) and 7(a), the “backbending” phenomenon is observed in the

first derivative of entropy, β(E). By analyzing Figs. 6(b)-(c) and 7(b)-(c), we found that the third-order independent

transition occurs in the “backbending” region at lower energy levels, whereas the phase transition point occurs in the

“backbending” region at higher energy levels. Consequently, the temperatures of the third-order independent transition

and the phase transition point are very close; however, there is a significant difference in their corresponding energy

levels, which indicates that they are two distinct states. By comparing Figs. 6(a) and 7(a), it can be seen that as

the value of D increases, the “backbending” effect in β(E) intensifies. As a result, the positions of the third-order

independent transition and the phase transition point to become increasingly close to each other. This phenomenon is

also observed in the Potts model, suggesting that it is characteristic of first-order phase transitions. The “backbending”

phenomenon is a characteristic signal of phase coexistence in first-order phase transitions. When the primary phase

transition of the system is of the first order, the maximum error between the positions of the third-order independent

transition obtained by both methods is 0.002, considered negligible.

In Fig. 9, we present the temperature-dependent variations of the average perimeter and its first derivative across

different parameters. Our primary focus is to analyze the behavior of the first derivative. In the figure, red vertical lines

mark the positions of the critical points, while purple lines indicate the locations of the identified third-order dependent

transitions. Corresponding temperature values are annotated next to these lines in matching colors. When compared

with the results obtained from microcanonical inflection point analysis, we find that the discrepancies between the two

methods are approximately 0.03. Additionally, in Fig. 9(g), we observe a notable distinction, where a weak signal of

a third-order dependent transition is detected and marked by a purple vertical line. Through careful analysis of this

signal, we observed that the local minimum shifts upward as the system size increases. Consequently, we infer that,

in the limit of infinite system size, this signal vanishes, aligning with the results from our microcanonical analysis. In

Fig. 9(h), for D = 1.97, where the system’s primary phase transition is of the first order, it is observed that this signal

completely disappears. This phenomenon further implies that third-order dependent transition signals may not exist

when the system’s primary phase transition is of the first order.

We thoroughly analyzed the distribution of isolated spins, the largest cluster, and the overall cluster structure to

elucidate the characteristics of the third-order transition. Figures 10(a)-(d) depict the distribution of isolated spins and

the largest cluster when the primary phase transition of the system is of the second order (D = 1.0). In these figures,

the largest cluster is represented in gray, while all other clusters are consistently shown in white. Isolated spins are

shown as dots, with blue, green, and red dots representing isolated spins in the −1, 0, and +1 spin states, respectively.

The figures reveal that the number of isolated spins peaks near the third-order independent transition point. Beyond

this point, the largest cluster becomes increasingly fragmented by isolated spins, which subsequently coalesce into

smaller clusters, resulting in a decline in their number. Figures 10(e)-(h) depict the distribution of isolated spins

and the largest cluster when the primary phase transition of the system is of the first order (D = 1.97). We observe

that isolated spins in the 0 state are dominant before the third-order independent transition, while isolated spins in

the −1 and +1 states emerge as predominant after the transition. These figures offer ample evidence supporting our

explanation of the abrupt increase in the number of isolated spins as observed in Figures 8(c)-(d).

Figure 11 illustrates the cluster distribution at various D values and temperatures T . In the figure, the largest

cluster is shown in gray, while clusters in the −1, 0, and +1 states are depicted in blue, green, and red, respectively.

Figures 11(a)-(d) display the cluster distribution when the primary phase transition of the system is of the second

order (D = 1.0). As the temperature increases, the largest cluster gradually breaks down into smaller clusters that are

still larger than typical small clusters, before further fragmenting into even smaller clusters. This process progresses

continuously, manifesting macroscopically as a continuous phase transition, accompanied by the emergence of a

third-order dependent transition. Figures 11(e)-(f) illustrate the cluster distribution when the primary phase transition

of the system is of the first order (D = 1.97). The largest cluster also gradually “dissolves”; however, within the

temperature range of our simulation, it persists throughout the system. However, near the phase transition point, as the

temperature T increases, large clusters undergo a sudden transition from the -1 state to the 0 state. This phenomenon

is clearly analysed in Figures 11(g) and (h) and has been validated through Metropolis sampling, which confirms this

behavior. In fact, it represents a phase transition from an ordered ferromagnetic state to an ordered paramagnetic state.

Analysis of cluster changes during the cooling process reveals that smaller clusters gradually grow but fail to form

significantly larger clusters. We hypothesize that during cooling, smaller clusters continuously flip and may transition
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Figure 10: (Distribution maps of isolated spins and the largest cluster). This figure illustrates the spatial distribution of isolated spins and the largest

cluster at different temperatures for various D values, derived from simulations on a 200 × 200 system. The largest cluster is shown in gray, while

all other clusters are displayed uniformly in white. Isolated spins are represented by dots, with blue, green, and red dots corresponding to the −1,

0, and +1 spin states, respectively.

Figure 11: (Cluster distribution map). This figure illustrates the spatial distribution of clusters at different temperatures for various D values, based

on simulations of a 200 × 200 system. The largest cluster is shown in gray, while clusters in the −1, 0, and +1 spin states are depicted in blue,

green, and red, respectively.
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Figure 12: (Cluster distribution before and after the fourth-order independent transition). This figure illustrates the spatial distribution of clusters

at different temperatures for various D values, based on simulations of a 200× 200 system. The largest cluster in the 0 state is shown in gray, while

clusters in the −1, 0, and +1 spin states are depicted in blue, green, and red, respectively.

into states identical to the largest cluster, ultimately merging with it. This dynamic process inhibits the formation of

larger cluster blocks, resulting in discontinuous changes in the order parameter. Therefore, when the primary phase

transition of the system is of the first order, no third-order dependent transition signals are detected. Macroscopically,

this phenomenon is marked by the discontinuity of the first-order phase transition. From these results, we find that the

third-order transition is a phenomenon that emerges as the phase transition process.

As previously noted, when the primary phase transition of the system is of the first order, it shifts from an ordered

ferromagnetic state to an ordered paramagnetic transitions. We hypothesize that, with a further increase in tempera-

ture, a transition from the ordered paramagnetic state to the disordered paramagnetic state may occur. To investigate

this phenomenon, we performed a more detailed analysis of the high-temperature region using the microcanonical

inflection point analysis method. A fourth-order independent transition was observed at D = 1.965, 1.969, 1.97, and

2.0. In the inset of Figure 7 (d), the position of the fourth-order independent transition is indicated by a purple vertical

line. Furthermore, the corresponding inset in Figure 7 (a) is provided to assist in extracting the relevant temperature

information. This result was further validated by Metropolis sampling. In Figure 12, we present snapshots of the

system before and after the fourth-order independent transition at D = 1.97. We observed that the temperature at

which the ordered paramagnetic phase transitions to the disordered paramagnetic phase is very close to the temper-

ature of the fourth-order independent transition. This indicates that the fourth-order independent transition acts as

a marker for the onset of complete disorder in the high-temperature region and can function as a warning indicator

in high-temperature systems. The data were organized and presented in the form of a phase diagram in Figure 13.

In the diagram, OFP denotes the ordered ferromagnetic phase, DPP denotes the disordered paramagnetic phase, and

OPP denotes the ordered paramagnetic phase. Information regarding the phase transition points is obtained through

microcanonical inflection point analysis. Near D = 1.9, data for three specific points D = 1.965, 1.969, and 1.97

detail the phase transition points. Second-order phase transitions are indicated by solid lines, first-order transitions

by dashed lines, and the transition from the ordered paramagnetic phase to the disordered paramagnetic phase at high

temperatures—when the primary phase transition is of the first order—is marked by a dotted line. When the primary

phase transition of the system is of the first order, the system undergoes a transition from the ordered paramagnetic

phase to the disordered paramagnetic phase through a fourth-order independent transition.

Using two different methods, we identified signals of both third-order independent and dependent transitions

within the second-order phase transition regime, while only third-order independent transition signals were detected

in the first-order phase transition regime. Through microcanonical inflection point analysis and Metropolis sampling,

we determined that when D exceeds 1.965, the system transitions from the ordered ferromagnetic state to the ordered

paramagnetic state, and eventually to the disordered paramagnetic state. The transition from the ordered paramagnetic

state to the disordered paramagnetic state corresponds to fourth-order independent transition. We extend the phase

diagram of the Blume-Capel model.
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Figure 13: (Blume-Capel model phase map). This diagram expands on the previous phase diagram of the Blume-Capel model. OFP denotes

the ordered ferromagnetic phase, DPP denotes the disordered paramagnetic phase, and OPP denotes the ordered paramagnetic phase. Second-

order phase transitions are indicated by solid lines, first-order transitions by dashed lines, and the boundary for the transition from the ordered

paramagnetic phase to the disordered paramagnetic phase when D exceeds 1.965 is marked by a dotted line.

4. Summary

In this paper, we employ the Wang-Landau (WL) sampling method to obtain the density of states (DOS) for the

Blume-Capel model, while using the Metropolis sampling method to simulate the spin configurations and extract

information on isolated spins and the average cluster perimeter. We performed both canonical and microcanonical

ensemble analyses on the data extracted from these two methods, successfully determining the positions of the critical

and first-order phase transition points. The results from both sampling methods showed only minor differences,

providing strong evidence for the validity and accuracy of our findings.

Importantly, our study revealed two intriguing phenomena. One of these is that through microcanonical inflection

point analysis, we observed that both third-order dependent and independent transitions coexist at the critical phase

transition, while only third-order independent transitions were observed in the first-order phase transition. This obser-

vation was further verified through geometric analysis of the behavior of isolated spins and average cluster perimeters.

Similar conclusions have been drawn in the Ising model [18] and the Potts model [19]. Through the analysis of iso-

lated spin distributions, largest cluster distributions, and the evolution of clusters, we found that third-order transitions

may represent a phenomenon that accompanies the occurrence of phase transitions. Building on these findings, we

further hypothesize that third-order dependent transitions vanish in the presence of strong first-order phase transitions.

Another finding is that in the high-temperature region of the first-order phase transition in the Blume-Capel model, we

used microcanonical inflection point analysis to identify a fourth-order independent phase transition. Our Metropolis

sampling analysis of the largest cluster of zero spins suggests that the temperature of the fourth-order independent

transition aligns with the transition temperature from the ordered paramagnetic phase to the disordered paramagnetic

phase. This discovery further enriches the existing phase diagram of the Blume-Capel model. These two discoveries

offer significant theoretical support for our research on critical early-warning systems and provide valuable guidance

for future studies on phase transitions.

This method has provided us with more comprehensive information about the system, while the identified third-

order transitions form a crucial basis for our early warning efforts. We intend to utilize this method for further

exploration.
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