arxiv:1403.5455v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 21 Mar 2014

Quantum phase transitions in exactly solvable one-dimensional compass models
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We present an exact solution for a class of one-dimensiamalpass models which stand for interacting
orbital degrees of freedom in a Mott insulator. By employihg Jordan-Wigner transformation we map these
models on noninteracting fermions and discuss how spirelaions, high degeneracy of the ground state, and
Z> symmetry in the quantum compass model are visible in theifanimlanguage. Considering a zigzag chain
of ions with singly occupiea, orbitals ¢, orbital model) we demonstrate that the orbital excitationange
qualitatively with increasing transverse field, and that ékcitation gap closes at the quantum phase transition
to a polarized state. This phase transition disappear®iguantum compass model with maximally frustrated
orbital interactions which resembles the Kitaev model.eHee find that finite transverse field destabilizes the
orbital-liquid ground state with macroscopic degeneraayg leads to peculiar behavior of the specific heat and
orbital susceptibility at finite temperature. We show ttnet éntropy and the cooling rate at finite temperature
exhibit quite different behavior near the critical point fbese two models.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm, 05.30.Rt, 75.25.Dk, 75.40.Cx

I. INTRODUCTION Here we focus on ferromagnetic states with spins fully po-
larized were only the orbital degrees of freedom being activ
prbitals are interacting via generically anisotropic sepe
change interactionsc J, depending on the bond direction
= a, b. Thus a typical orbital superexchange model has the
llowing anisotropic form,

In recent years the growing interest in orbital degrees o
freedom for strongly correlated electrons in transitioatah
oxides (TMOs)I[124], was amplified by complex phenomena’
uncovered in theory and experiment, such as the interpla
between spin and orbital degrees of freedohi|[5-7], conse- e

; . : Hy= > JIT]. (1.1)
quences of orbital degeneracy in the perovskite vanadéles [ £ YT
phase transitions to magnetic and orbital orfer [9], dimzeri (@)l

tion in ferromagnetic spin-orbital chainls [10], entangé™  This model stands for intrinsically frustratelirecrional or-
entropy spectra in one-dimensional (1D) model$,[11], ard e pjta) interactions on the square lattice, and may represetht

otic types of spin order triggered by spin-orbital entantg@t . [1] andt,, orbital interactions [22]. In the latter case the
in the Kugel-Khomskii models_[12]. Electrons are strongly gperators include just one of the orthogonal pseudospin com
correlated and localize due to large on-site Coulomb ictera ponents at each bond and are Ising-like. This form of interac
tion U — then they interact by superexchange. While spintons is found as well in the compass modeéld [28-39], and in
and orbital degrees of freedom are generally entangled angie Kitaev model on the honeycomb lattiCel[40—42].

influence each other on superexchange bords [7. 11, 13], o The interactions that are considered here are defined by
due to local spin-orbit coupling [14, 115]. In spin-orbit the pseudospin operatdf§ for two active orbitals (fofl” =
tems an electron can break into a spinon and an orhiton [16], /2) and we define them as linear combinations of the Pauli

as observed recently in S2u0; [17]. This motivates amore matrices{o?, ¥} representing the two pseudospin compo-
careful study of orbital models in low dimension. Such mod-nents on odd/even b0n43],

els for Mott insulators, depend on the type of partly filkd
orbitals, with eithere, symmetry [1BE21], or,, symmetry Gi(40) = cos(£0/2) oF + sin(£6/2) o?. (1.2)
[22-25]. . .
. . . . These operators define the generalized compass model

In TMOs with the perovskite structure active orbitals are(GCM) considered in this pacer. In the 1D GCM the inter-
selected by the octahedral crystal field due to the oxygen ionactions depend on theth ar?dp-tﬁ orbital component in E
which splits the3d quintet at a transition-metal ion intota, b E h . v b dpd d q9-
triplet and are, doublet at higher energy. Well known exam- g])’ utt edeX(I: ange ||r31teract|ons are 02 dzpen entasi
ples ofe, systems with partly fillec, orbitals by one spin P? mg ar(lj alterna:]e etwﬁe.” e\ée_T@)(an 0 (]Fg ex
flavor which are of interest here are: {fj ions (in LaMnQ,, ¢ ande bonds a ong the 1D chain/ssites (we consider pe-

Rb,CrCly, or KCrFs) [2€1, (ii) d” ions in LINIO, [21], o (ii) riodic boundary conditions, and even values\oy,

d? ions [1] in KCuF;, K3Cw,F7, or Ko,CuF, [12]. In all these N/2

systems the,, orbitals are either completely filled (in thg H;(0) = Z {JoG2i-1(0)52i (0) + JoG2i(—0)F2i41(—0)}
andd® configurations), or contain one electron each (indhe P

configuration) — in the latter case their spins are alignetd wi (1.3)

the spin of are, electron due to Hund’s exchange. The two where we sum over unit cells. For a representative pseudospi
eg4 orbitals represent then the dynamical degrees of freedomg; the interaction involves the quantization axis with diieat
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0 for one bond and the one withf for the other, so each at the critical point. Studies of the 1D QCM using entangle-
pseudospin has to find some compromise. This frustration inment measures and quantum discord in the ground state show
creases gradually with increasing an@\hen the model Eq. that the correlations between two orbitals on some bonds are
(I3) interpolates between the Ising modebat= 0 to the  essentially classical [57]. The QPT driven by the transers
quantum compass model (QCM) at= =/2 [35]. The lat- field emerges only at zero field and is of the second ofdér [58].
ter is also called the 1D Kitaev model by some authiors [42]. The purpose of this paper is to present an exact solution of
In the intermediate casé,= /3, one finds orbital superex- the GCMs (with orbitals ok, or to, Symmetry), and to in-
change[(111) for the, orbital model (EOM) o160° compass vestigate their properties at finite temperature. We prepos
model (for the anglé = 7/3). possible scenario provided by a 1D zigzag lattice which @n b
The EOM (a¥ = 60°) was first introduced as an effective prepared in layered structures of TMQs![59], or are realized
model for perovskite:, orbital systems [18], and next con- in optical lattices by fermions occupying. andp, orbitals
sidered in two-dimensional (2D) and three-dimensional)(3D [60,[61]. Our motivation is twofold: On one hand, recently
ferromagnetic TMOs with active, orbitals [5,18] 44l 45). artificial heterostructures of TMOs are becoming available
The equivalent planar model describes the insulating pblase and the modern technologies and allow to devise artificial 1D
p-band fermions in triangular, honeycomb and kagome opticafiuantum systems, such as quantum wires or rings. In terms
lattices [46] 477]. of interface engineering, some models can be designed, such
The QCM arises from the GCM EqL{1.3) with frustrated as a 2D design for man-made honeycomb latficé [59]. On the
Ising-like interactions tuned by an angleon a square lat- Other hand, the zigzag chain 8f= 1/2 spins, with activery
tice [35] atd = 90°. While 2D Ising models with frustrated andyz orbitals ind” states at Ti* ions, is found in pyroxene
interactions have long-range order at finite temperafufig [4 {itanium oxides ATiSjO; (A = Na,Li) [62,[63]. The alter-
one might expect that disordered states emerge when intgf@tion of the Ti-Ti distance is a direct consequence of afbit
acting spin components depend on the bond direction, as idimerization. We alfso solve e?(actly the GCM at arbitrary an-
Eq. [L). This is indeed the case of the Kitaev model on gl€ ¢ and compare its properties with those of the EOM. We
hexagonal lattice with a spin-liquid ground state that imaty ~ find that the EOM and the 1D QCM are both characterized by
solvable [4D]. Instead, the infinite degeneracy in the gdoun @ QPT, but we uncover an important difference between these
state for the classical compass model on 2D or 3D cubic latfansitions which is found for the anisotropic interacion
tices is lifted via the order-out-of-disorder mechanisd an _ The paper is organized as follows: We introduce the EOM
directional ordering of fluctuations appears at low tempeea 1N S€C. [I[A and present its exact solution in Séc.1I1B ob-
[4S]. For the quantum version, it has been rigorously proveﬁamed using _the Jorda_n-ngner transformat_lon. We s_how tha
in terms of the reflection positivity methofl [50] that the al- @ 9ap found in the excitation spectrum persists also in the en
ternating orbital order is stable in the 2D plaaf compass {ire range of anglé in the GCM, see Sed_IIA. Properties

model at zero temperature. Indeed, this result is confirnged bOf theé GCM, including the dependence of transverse orbital
numerical simulations [33]. polarization and intersite pseudospin correlations onatie

gle 6 and on the polarizing field are investigated in Sec._ 111 B.
This field is responsible for the switch of the pseudospireord
at the QPT. Next we present exact results at finite temperatur

The QCM is characterized by an exotic property of the di-
mensional reduction which implies thadmimelﬁg%lal Sys-
tem has long-range order {@ — 1) dimension 1]. For ; . . :
example, the global ground states of the 2D QCM have RTRITIS STIOPY20C Br e ADTERSOOTECED,
gergl(jr-w(()jr Sgﬁ%ﬁg-r?&eﬁéeﬁrﬂ'r;r?ov\;g tgat?gi;.ﬁrreclgrization induced by finite field and orbital susceptilyilitre
tional long-range order survives in a manifold of low energy"’m‘”llyzed in Sec[ IVIC. The paper is concluded with a final

excited states when the compass interactions are pertbybed discussion and summary in Selc] V. Here we aiso highlight

the Heisenberg oneﬂS?] — this property opens its potentiatpe interpretation of the results in terms of fermionic beiad

application in quantum computation. It is remarkable that t equivalent to the spin correlathns. _These correlat_mhevfo
2D QCM is dual to the toric code model in transverse mag_from theZ; symmetry, as explained in the Appendix.
netic field ] and to the Xu-Moore model (Josephson arrays)

1 I. ORBITAL COMPASS MODEL

Quantum phase transitions (QPTs) between different types
of order were established in the 1D QC%S , in a quan-
tum compass ladder [39], and in the 2D QCM| @—37], when
anisotropic interactions are varied through the isotrgoint . ' .
and the ground state switches between two different types of e consider first the exact solution for the 1D EOM {60
Ising nematic order dictated by either interaction. At trzm¢ ~ cOMpass model) of Figl] 1, with the Hamiltonidh; given
sition point itself, i.e., when the competing interactime Y Ed: [31) at = m/3. This example serves as a general
balanced, the ground state is highly degenerate and centaiUideline for the analytic solution and for the thermodyizm
states which correspond to both relevant kinds of nematic oP'esented below in Seds.JIIV. The interactions in EQI)1.
der. The correlations along perpendicular direction ta tfia '€ 9iven by operators
the nematic order are restricted to nearest neighbor (N&Y si a(b) 1, V3
[56], and certain NN spin correlations change discontirsiyou T, =—50 £ 500 (2.1)

A. One-dimensional zigzag e, orbital model
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3 i <k sider for clarityJ, > 0 andJ. > 0 below, the model is
N — invariant with respect to the gauge transformation chamgin
g signs of both coupling$.J,, J.} simultaneously, as alternat-

E v’ h 4 b ,3 ing orbital and ferro-orbital systems are related to onelaro
x<b Y This can be realized explicitly by introducing the operator
a

’ orthogonal to the:b plane of the chain. Although we con-

U= Hicrji_l.

The Hamiltonian[{Z]2) can be exactly diagonalized follow-
ing the standard procedure for 1D systems. The Jordan-
Wigner transformation maps explicitly between pseudospin

FIG. 1: (Color online) Zigzag chain in af, b) plane with one hole ~ Operators and spinless fermion operators by

(or electron) per site im, states of a Mott insulator. The directional

orbitals, 3z — 2 and 3y* — 2, are the most convenient choice J—1 J—1

to calculate the orbital superexchange interactions atbeg and o = exp |iT Z CjCi Cj = H Uf% (2.4)
b cubic axis, respectively. In the usua) orthogonal orbital basis i=1 i=1

{322 — 72, 2% — y*} such interactions may cause orbital flips as the j—1 j—1

orbital flavor is not conserved in intersite hopping proessgharge o7 = exp |—in Z cle;| el = H oZct,  (2.5)
excitations)[[18]. If twot., orbitals,zz andyz, are considered in- J —~ oo

stead, only diagonal hopping between pairs of these oshitadurs t h -

along the bonds parallel to theor b axis [22], and one finds the 1D U; =1- 2C‘j0j- (2.6)

quantum compass modeél [38]. ) ) ) o
Next discrete Fourier transformation for odd/even spiessis

introduced as followsj(=1,..., N’),
which depend on Pauli matrice§z¢} (o = z,y) for e, or-
bital states[43]. In the case of a 3D cubic system Eq.] (2.1) Cojq = 1 Z e~ kig, (2.7)
would be augmented by¢ = o for the bonds along the VN’ %
axis. The interactions follow from the Kugel-Khomskii su- 1 o
perexchange [1,] 2], as well as from Jahn-Teller distortions C2j = N Zeﬂk]bk, (2.8)

[I@]. Typically both these terms contribute jointly to the o
tﬂ)'ﬁt%l ez%r:)atlﬁgre e'?(fr;aggogg{hg] thqc;n Er?rr)\’eggtlgdl_gr'\tﬂ)irtfl ey With the discrete momentawhich correspond to the reduced
change in spinel$ [65] which has the form of interaction with Brillouin zone and are given by
an effective exchangd, = g¢*/kp,,, Whereg is a Jahn- nmw , , ,
Teller coupling constant anklr,, is the elastic constant of k= N —(N'=1), =(N"=3),...,(N"=1). (2.9)
F14 phonons. o _ .

For the zigzag chain oV sites (assumed here to be even, The Hamiltonian[{Z]2) in the momentum representation be-
and N’ = N/2 is the number of two-site unit cells) shown comes a quadratic form, with mixekl and — fermionic
in Fig. [, the interactions with exchange constahtand./, states,
alternate between even and odd bonds, as in[Ed. (1.3),

Heg = Z [Bkazbik + Akazbk + AZbLak + sz_kak}

He, = Hy+ Hp k
/2 V3 . 1, V3., o1, + 1Y (alay +bib,) — hN, (2.10)
= Z Jo | 5021+ 5020 || 502t 50 k
=1
. @w_ly @m 1, where
e | 5% T 52 9 2i+1 T 592i41 Ay = Jot Je, (2.11)
h s . By = Joe'™3 — Je'k=m/3), 2.12
+ 5 Z (021'71 + ‘721') . (2.2) b ( )
‘ The present Hamiltonian may be easily diagonalized by a Bo-
The model EqQ.[{2]2) includes a crystal field term, goliubov transformation, as shown below.
H), = h 5 5 2.3
h=79 Z (021'*1 + UQi) ’ (2.3) B. Exact solution and energy spectrum
which is the source of the orbital polarization figidalong To diagonalize the Hamiltonian Eq._(2110), we first rewrite

the z-th pseudospin component. It follows from the uniform it in the symmetrized matrix form with respect to the> —k
expansion or compression of the lattice alongdlaxis, i.e., transformation,



h 0 Ag —(Pr +Qr) (IT’“
1 0 “h (P —-Qp) A al
_ i i k k k k
Heg - 2 ; (akv a_ g, bka b—k) Az —(P]: _ QZ) h 0 bk ) (213)
(P +Q A 0 —h oL,
|
where we have introduced 1D QCM [38],
m .
P, = cos— (Jee““ —Jo), (2.14) 1
3 Ey=—3 > (eka+er2). (2.24)
Qr = —isin 3 (Jee™® +J,). (2.15) k

Eg. (2I3) is now diagonalized by @ x 4) Bogoliubov
transformation which connects origindb!, ', bf b}

fermions with nEV\{OzL, ozT_k, [3,1, BT_k} quasiparticle (QP) op-
erators,

al al

« ~ a_—
| =0k bT’f , (2.16)
k k

B_ b_g

where the rows of thé x 4 matrix U are eigenvectors fol-
lowing from:

er1af, (2.17)

] -

[#e,8L] = evasf. (2.18)

In our case the chemical potential= 0 and the two bands,
{—¢ern} (n = 1,2), with negative energies are occupied. In
general there is an excitation gap
(2.25)

A= mkin €k,1s

and the lowest energy excitation has the enexgyt is found
atk = 0 and vanishes fof'2 = Dy, i.e., the gap opens at the
critical field,

he = :t\/|A0|2 - |‘P0|2 - |C20|2 = :l:\/JOJe (226)
Finite h. indicates that the interactions align orbitals perpen-
dicular to the field in the ordered phase when> 0 and they
gradually turn ath — h.. The orbitals are aligned by the
external field in the ground state of the®6€ompass model
whenh > h., which is oriented along thedirection, see Eq.

Hereey ; andey o are positive energies of elementary exci- (2.2). We note that the ordered phase found here=at0 is
tations. After diagonalization one finds a symmetric specdin contrast to the 1D 90compass model with alternating XX

trum with respect to energy = 0, with the energie$+<y, ,, }
(n = 1, 2), given by the following expressions:

\V Cr = /D,
\/Cx + /D

(2.19)

€k,1

(2.20)

€k,2

This compact notation is obtained after introducing the fol

lowing definitions:

Cr = |Ak]® + |Pul® + |Qxl? + 12, (2.21)
Dy = (A4;Pp + ApPp)? — (AjQr — ArQy)?
+ (PiQk + PuQp)” + 4|Akh%. (2.22)

The obtained energies ; (2.19) and:. » (2.20) are a typical
result for a chain with a unit cell consisting of two atomseTh
diagonalized Hamiltonian describes the full energy speatr
in terms of these excitations,

He, :Z {Ek,l <OzLOék - %) + ek (ﬂ,iﬁk - %)}(2.23)

k

and YY interactions along the zigzag chain, where the ground
state is disordered [B8,/57], see also §eg. IV.

III. GENERALIZED COMPASS MODEL

A. The model and exact solution

In the EOM Eq. [2.R) the interactions are fixed by the or-
bital shape. Fot,, orbitals other interactions would arise as
then the orbital flavor is conserved and the superexchange is
Ising-like [22,[28]. Such interactions resemble those ia th
compass model5 [28,35], and we investigate this case below
taking the superexchange given by Eg.}(1.3). The maximally
frustrated interactions (obtained é&t= 7/2) give the QCM
and are isomorphic with thi, orbital interactions between
{yz, zz} orbitals along the zigzag chain [22]/23]. Similar in-
teractions are also realized betweenrbitals in optical lat-
tices [46] 417, 61], or in hyperoxidds [67].

The 1D GCM witha-th andy-th orbital component inter-
actions that alternate on even/odd exchange bonds obtained

The QP energie§: . 1, 1 2} define the excited states and give this way is strongly frustrated, and we study it again in &nit
the ground state energy when QPs are absent, similar as in tpelarization fieldh which corresponds to a transverse mag-



netic field in spin systems, 2f ‘ | ‘ (a)
Hoom = Z {JoG2i-1(0)52i(0) + JoG2i(—0)F2i+1(—0)} 0
L -2 : : 1 X
-3 Z(agi,l +05,). (3.1) ol (b)
* X

w
At angled = w/3 the EOM Eq. [[ZP) analyzed in SeE] Il
is reproduced. Below we address a question whethesihe —2\/
difference between interactions along odd and even bonds in 4N

(0z,04) plane in the EOM diminishes the short-range order

induced by stronger interactions of¢7, ; along the chain. ok
For the numerical analysis we tallg = 1 as the energy unit. i

The model Eq. [(3]1) reduces to the 1D Ising model in -4 ‘ : ]
transverse field fo# = 0, and may describe the ferromag- -1 -05 0 05 1
net CoNbOg, where magnetic Cd ions are arranged into k/Tt

near-isolated zigzag chains along thaxis with strong easy

axis anisotropy due to transverse field effects which stem fr

the distorted Co@local environment [66]. AH = 90° the  FIG. 2: (Color online) The electronic QP energiesy /2 (n =

1D GCM Eq. [3.1) gives a competition between two pseu-1, 2) as obtained for the QCM Ed.(3.2) with increasi_ng valgesleof
dospin components,o?, 0¥} as in the 2D QCM. This case (@) Je =1, (D) Je =2, and (c)J. = 4. Except for the isotropic case
has the highest possible frustration of interactions ared th(®) 0f Je = Jo, the spectra are characterized by a finite gap between
mixed termsx o%o?, ,, familiar from the EOM, are absent, St ander.2. Parametersy, =1, h =0, and) = /2.

One can also write this model in the form of the QCM with

rotated pseudospin components, by Eqs. [ZID) and(Z20), with
Haom = Y {Je65,_165; + Je6%,65, 1} C = |Axl* +|Pul? + |Qxl? + 12,
i = 2J2 +2J? +4sin?0J,J. cosk + h?, (3.5)
h ~ 2z ~2z ’ % ’ / % * ’ ’ %
-3 2(021‘—1 + %) (3.2) Dy = [ApPy + Ax(P)"]? = [45Q), — Ax(Qy)"]?
' + [(P)*Qp + Pp(Q))*]7 + 4| Ax 2, (3.6)

where the rotation by angle = 4+ /2 with respect to the which replace now;, andD;, given by Eqs.[(2.21) an@(2.22)
axis in the pseudospin space is made on even/odd bords [3%br the EOM. We note that the negative QP energies, ,,

In two dimensions the Ising-like order is determined byfor n = 1,2, correspond to the filled bands in the fermionic
the strongest interactionx ¢¥,0" as long a¥) < 6, [35], representation. They serve to evaluate the ground statgyene
and the mixed interactionsc ¢% 07 play no role in this for the GCM, and one may use again E._(2.24). Actually,
regime. Existence of a second-order QPT from the Isinghe convention used here sets this energy at the energyorigi
order to the compass-like nematic order was established atnd therefore the free energy considered in Selc. 1V stams fr
0. = 84.8° using the multiscale entanglement renormaliza-zero atl” = 0.
tion ansatz (MERA)([35]. Here we explore ground states of The case of anglé = 7/2 in the 1D GCM is special and
the 1D QCM Eq.[(311) in the entire parameter space and inveswill be considered in more detail below. The structure of the
tigate whether signatures of a similar transition may begec Hilbert space gives here a macroscopic degenera2 Gf !
nized in the thermodynamic quantities, the susceptibdlitd  away from the isotropic point, and the enhanced degenefacy o
the specific heat. 2N/2 when the orbital interactions are isotropic, i.&,= J,.

The GCM Eq. [(311) can be solved exactly following the We recall that we use here odd numberg ofalues included
same steps as described in Sek. 11, and this solution is-equiin the chosen set given by EqL_(R.9), and only in the ther-
alent at anglé = 90° to that given in Refl_38. We introduce modynamic limit we recover the degeneracy2of 2™V/2 for

Ay, defined by Eq.[{Z-31), and isotropic interactiond [38]. Using fermions after the Jord
Wigner transformation, this degeneracy is due to the acous-

J ok _ g ) cos O 3.3) tic branch which ha; no dispersior_1 and is fqund at.zero en-
e e ’ ' ergy,cx1 = 0, see Fig[R. Then this branch is half-filled by
—i(Jee™® + J,)siné, (3.4) fermions as it becomes degenerate with the one of negative

energy—ey,1. Therefore, using the fermionic language one
which reproduce Eqgs.[[2114) arld (2.15)6at= «/3. The recovers here a macroscopit’/? degeneracy of the ground
algebraic structure of the exact solution is now the sama as istate in the thermodynamic limit, independently of the nalitu
Sec.[ITA, and the excitation energies; andey o are given  values of exchange parameters, and one finds/fog .J,

P,
Q



nent, respectively. The gap near criticality is

h2_h2

A~ —— ¢
2(Jo + Je)’

(3.8)

and one finds the critical exponent = 1. In this sense, the
1D QCM has Ising-type long range order for finfte< /2
andh < h.. This is in analogy to the Ising model in trans-
verse magnetic field, where a similar transition was replorte
[6€]. We emphasize that the phase space of the orbital liquid
consists thus of a plane in the parameter space, spanned by
{Je, Jo}-
The critical lines intersect & = 7/2 andh. = 0, forming
a multicritical point, where the model is gapless irrespect
of the values of/, and.J,, see Fig[B. It has been proven that
the 90 quantum compass model is critical for arbitrary ratio
Jo/J, and the pointJ, = J, corresponds to a multicritical
FIG. 3: (Color online) The gap as a function o andh. The  Point [69]. Finite fieldh polarizes orbitals and removes high
dotted line is the critical line given by EG_(3.7). Parametd, = 1,  degeneracy of the ground state. For the fermionic QP bands
Jo = 4. this means that a gap at the Fermi energy opens exponentially
between the bands; ; and—¢y 1, and the system turns into
an insulator, see Figl 4. The gap is much smaller than the
thatVk: ex1 < ero, see Figs.[02(b) and 2(c). The gap at field » and therefore the thermal excitations through the gap
k = m is given by the anisotropy of the pseudospin exchangegontribute to the thermodynamic properties at relatively |
A = |J.—J,|. The situation changes, however, whin= .J, temperature as we show below in Sed. V.
and the gap between , ande ; closes, see Fid.l 2(a). This
implies that the degeneracy increases by an additionadrfact
of 2 due to the band-edge points. B. Orbital order and correlation functions at finite field
High degeneracy of the ground state is removed by finite
field h > 0. For6 # 7/2, Eq. [2.26) reduces to, Frustrated interactions in EQ.(8.1) result in disordetates
and the longitudinal polarization vanishes@t = 0, i.e.,
he = 2 cosOv/ JoJe. (38.7)  (oF) = (o}) = 0. The transverse polarization,

It defines the critical field at which the gap closes, see[Big. 3 P = N{o;), (3.9)
As h approaches., the gap vanishes & ~ (h — h.)"?,

wherev and z are the correlation-length and dynamic expo-'> induced by finite field: at 7' = 0; itis found with help of

Hellmann-Feynman theorem,

. : : ; P = —%. (3.10)
4 (a)] oh

. ] A similar thermodynamic relation which involves the total
ok ] spectrum via the free enerdyis used to determingr?) at fi-

niteT > 0in Sec[1V. The order parametér?) is induced by

the transverse fieltl, as shown in Fid.]5. By investigating the
~4 ) ‘ ] behavior of(c7) with increasing fieldh, we establish that the

el ‘ : (b)] field-induced QPT is here second order for any arigf&g].

] Itis also accompanied by a scaling behavior since the @rrel
tion length diverges and there is no characteristic lencgles
in the system at the critical point.

However, one finds a qualitatively different behavior at fi-

‘4\/ nite field 4 for the GCM with interactions at < /2 (which

-1 0.5 0 0.5 1 includes the EOM) from that & = = /2 for the QCM. The
k/Tt disordered phase in the QCM may easily be polarized by the
field, while the ground state is more robust away from this
FIG. 4: (Color online) The electronic QP energiesy, /2 (n = point. In this regime the model has Néel order induced by

1,2) as obtained for the QCM Eq[(3.2) at finite polarization field the z-th pseudospin components (Ising order for the strongest
2.3): (@) = 1, and (b)h = 2. In both cases the lower two bands jnteraction) and is harder to be destroyed by the transverse
are filled by fermions and a finite gap separates occupiedémpty  fie|d. The results shown in Fi§] 5 are confirmed by exact di-
bands. Parameterd, = 1, Jo = 4, andd = /2. agonalization that we performed on finite clusters in additi
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Orbital polarizatiorfo*) obtained for the
GCM with increasing fieldh in the ground state for different values : (b)
of . Parametersy, = 1, J. = 4.

Increasing transverse field induces finftg) and drives the
system into a saturated polarized phase found above tlte crit
cal field, i.e., forh > h..

Two-point correlation functions which correspond to the
dominating interaction decay algebraically with distance
[3€]. They are given by [70]:

G, G - G-, .
Go G_q G77«+1 o/t 1 0
(o5o7) = . .|, (3.11)
Gr_o G._3 - G_4 FIG. 6: (Color online) The 3D panorama of the NN orbital ctare
a.a e tions, shown as functions of anglend the transverse fieldon odd
Lo —r2 bonds: (a)-(0%;_10%;), and (b)— (0¥, ,0Y,). Parametersy, = 1
Gy Gy : G—r+3 andJ, =4
(ogot) = : ; (3.12) c
Cr G he local he Appendix, and Is0 b
the local Z; symmetry, see the endix, and may also be
(0507) = 4(0%)2 — GrG_,, (3.13) 2 Symmetry PP Y

seen as a consequence of Elitzur's theorem — similar as in

where we have introduced the short-hand notation for th&ase of the 2D Kitaev model on a hexagonal latfice [41]. One

mixed correlation function. may also employ the general approach of "bond algebra” [71]
which leads to the same conclusion.

G, = (ofo7). (3.14)
The numerical analysis shows two distinct phasés-at0,
with large either—(¢3, _,0%,) or —(c5, _,05;), depending on IV.  FINITE TEMPERATURE PROPERTIES
whetherf < /2 or @ > m/2. Note that NN orbital correla-
tions are almost classical in a broad rangé efh = 0 as the A. The entropy and the cooling rate

model is Ising-like. The correlations decrease, howevieemw

the quantum critical point (QCP) 8t = /2 is approached  Haying the exact solution of the GCNI(B.1), it is straight-
[3€]. At this point one finds the disordered orbital state andkorward to obtain its full thermodynamic properties at fnit
the role of XX and YY correlations is interchanged, see Fig-temperatures. For the particle-hole excitation spectEigs),

B. In both phases at 5 7/2 there is a gap in the excitation \ye getermined the free energy of the quantum spin chain per
spectrum which vanishes at the critical fiele=(..), together  sjte (here and below we take the Boltzmann constan 1),
with a jump in transverse magnetization shown in [Elg. 5 and

in the NN orbital correlation functions in Fifl 6 At ().

2
We remark that the vanishing of the intersite correlators be F = _TZ Z In (2 cosh 52’“_7{) . (4.1)

tween uncoupled orbitals in the 1D QCM follows indeed from & =1
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FIG. 7: (Color online) The entropy per unit cell for increasing field
h at different temperatur& = 0.01,0.02,---0.10 (from bottom

to top) for two values of): (a) the EOM ¢ = =/3), and (b) the
QCM (@ = =/2), corresponding to the critical fieltl.=2 and O,

respectively. Insets show the temperature scaling of pptiar the

critical field (top lines) and for the noncritical case (loott lines).

ParametersJ, = 1, J. = 4.

FIG. 8: (Color online) Lines of constant entrogyper unit cell, i.e.,
adiabatic demagnetization curves of the extended QCM imarzsir
verse transverse field, as obtained for: (a) the E@M-(x/3), and
(b) the QCM @ = = /2). The QCP afl’ = 0 gives a very distinct
behavior in both cases near the critical field, betng= 2 for the
EOM (a), andh. = 0 for the QCM (b). In case (b) the field corre-
sponding to a constant entropy exhibits a logarithmic iaseewith

. . . . temperature below™. Parametersy, = 1, J. = 4.
EntropyS provides information about the evolution of spec- P

tra with increasing transverse field It has been determined
from the free energy (4.1) via the usual thermodynamic re-

lation, ath ~ h., where the gap closes, see Hig. 7(a), implying the
QCP. This accumulation of entropy close to the QCP indicates

S — — (3_]:) that the states which characterize competing phases aostlm
or /., degenerate and the system is "maximally undecided” which

2 ground state to choose |[72]. The landscapé afefines the
=5 S (2 cosh Ek_ﬂ) -y (Ek_ﬂ tanh Ek_ﬂ) _quantum critical regime, wher€ > A and role played by
el 2T g\ 2T 2T quantum and thermal fluctuations is equally important fer th
(4.2) dyr_lamlgs [78]. Especially, t_he_syste_m is gapless along the
critical line and the entropy is linear i, i.e., S o T for

For the EOM, the entropy vanisheslat= 0 and atT” = 0. low tempgratures, while in the_ gapped phases an exponential
It grows with increasing’ when thermal excitations gradually Pehavior,i.e.S o exp(—A/T) is observed.
include more and more of excited states and this increase is Inthe 1D QCM one finds a different behavior, see Eig. 7(b).
faster at finite field, for instance finite entropy is founceally =~ The entropyS approaches hera 2 which follows from the
atT > 0.05if h = 1, see inset in Fig[17(a). The entropy high degeneracg™/?~! of the disordered ground state. At
displays a distinct maximum for increasing transverse fieldh = 0 one finds here auacroscopic entropyS ~ In 2 per unit

J=1



cell that does not change with increasing temperatuover
a temperature range below the crossover temperdttiresee
below. 407(a)
The qualitative difference between the EOM and the 1D
QCM is best illustrated by the lines of constant entropy. The }
entropyS vanishes for the EOM & = 0, see Fig.[B(a),
where the strongest interactions impose the quasi-ordaein
ground state. This follows the third law of thermodynamics
which states that for pure and uniform phases the entro}sy fal
to zero at’ — 0. However, in the vicinity ofh, = 2 it
increases fast with increasifg
In contrast, the entropy for the QCM is maximél,... =
In2, at the QCP at. = 0, and finiteh reduces S rapidly.
In the vicinity of the QCP the field corresponding to a con- h 0 0.00 T
stant entropy exhibits a logarithmic increase with tempeeg
h o« InT, see Fig[B(b). This behavior demonstrates that the
high degeneracy of the ground state is reduced by the exter-
nal field which selects only certain states with their synmnet 100 (b)
adapted to the field. A similar reduction of the ground state
degeneracy is found in the 2D QCM when the added Heisen-
berg spin couplings induce magnetic long-range otdér [37]. -
The entropy in the QCM is almost insensitive to increas- L= 0
ing temperature, but the field quenches the spin disordés lea
ing to a crossover to the classical state. These featurdd cou
be the subject of future experimental studies. Recentdy, th
complete entropic landscape was quantitatively measwred f -100- ‘ W
SsRW,O7 under transverse field in the vicinity of quantum 2 [T
criticality [74]. More interestingly, the low-entropy seahas 0 0.2 0.4
been a grand concern in realizing some exotic phases in opti- h -2 0.0 T
cal lattice such ag-wave superconductivity [75, 76].
The field-induced QPT leads to universal responses when ) : . .
the applied field is varied adiabatically, and the magne-r'G.' 9: (Color online) The cooling rate,. Eq. [4.3) as obtained
h . or increasing fieldh and temperatur& at: (a)¢ = /3, and (b)
tocaloric effect (MCE) can be used to study their quantum, _ /2. Parameters, — 1, Jo — 4
criticality. The adiabatic demagnetization curves of agted ' coTe e
quantum models$(h, T') = const, are shown in Figl18. The
MCE is closely related to the generalized cooling rate ddfine
as follows,

0.04

o _1@s/ohy 1 (6T) | 4.3)
S

T(95/0T) T \Oh in the low temperature limit amounts to a sign changé pf

Generally, the variation of entropy with external fieldh as entropy accumulates near a QCP, as shown in[fig. 9(a).

is more singular than that of the specific heat considered il:l'herefore, the cr_mcal fleld_s_ are pinpointed by S|gn_chas_nge
Sec.[IVB, so one expects that the MCE EG_4.3) is particu—Of I'y, from negative to positive vall_Jes upon increasing field.
larly large in the vicinity of the QCP. Near a field-tuned QCP, As the temperature |s.ra.|sed, the discontinuityais rapidly
the critical part of the free energy takes usually the hyqedrs rgduced and all the distinct features seeat 0 gradually
ing form in d dimensions|[77]F = FyTY/*+!f(x/T/v%), disappear.

wherex = h — h.. The universal functiorf(x) has diverse
asymptotic behaviors in the — 0 andz — +oo limits, re-
spectively, corresponding to the quantum critical and ¢uan
disordered/renormalized classical regimes. This diverpe-
havior at the QCP obeys a universal scaling law [77],

The dependence of the cooling rate/grfound for the dis-
ordered ground state of the QCM (at 7/2), is qualitatively
different, see Fig.19(b). One finds here sharp and pronounced
positive and negative peaks which occur at the transitiégmtpo

1 h. = 0, and this structure is robust, i.e., the strength of these
In(T = 0,h) = =G h—h.' (4.4) peaks does not vary upon increasing temperature until-a crit
¢ ical value is reached. The strong enhancement of the MCE
where a universal amplitud&;, = 1 is found. This value is arising from quantum fluctuations neahéanduced QCP can
expected for &, symmetry in one dimension. In the oppo- be used for finding an efficient and flexible high performance
site limit, T, ~ 1/T*/* for x < T. Thel/z divergence field cooling over an extended temperature range.
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h ~ h.. Furthermore(y, develops a local minimum which
splits the peak at ~ h. into two separate maxima for ex-
tremely low temperatures, see F[g.] 10(a). The maxima seen
ath < h. andh > h, are of different height which reflects
the different spectra and increase of entropy with increpsi
temperature in the vicinity of the QCP/at = 2. The shallow
trough in heat capacity can be linked with orbital suscélptib

ity discussed in SeE_1VIC by the Maxwell relatidn[78].

In contrast, increasing temperature at the QCP of the QCM
(h = h. = 0) does not result in any increase of the specific
heat and one find§'y, = 0 in a broad range of temperature,
0.05 see Fig[[ID(b). This somewhat surprising behavior is a conse

T guence of the gap between the excited states and the ground
state. Here the ground state has high macroscopic degener-
acy, beingd = 2NV/2-1 — this degenerate state is a robust
feature of the QCM, responsible for its rather unusual prop-
erties, see also Selc._ IV C. Finite transverse figltiowever,
splits the ground state multiplet, and the entropy at low-tem
perature decreases, see Hiy. 7(b). Increasing tempefature
a constant but finite field results then in a fast increase of
entropy which is responsible for a large maximuntin for
the QCM, as observed in Fig.]10(b).

A1y
y ittt
""l"'”'"

il ‘
oot

Wree 0y
e

0.10

W\ N\
‘ ” C. Orbital polarization and susceptibility
\\\\\\\~
NS

0.10

0.05 In this Section we analyze the orbital properties at finite
polarizing fieldh of both the EOM and QCM at finite temper-
ature near the QPT. From the free enefywe determined
the orbital polarizatiorP along the transverse field,

FIG. 10: (Color online) The 3D plot of the specific he@i nor- oOF 2 Oer -

malized per unit cell for the: (a) EOM & = /3, and (b) QCM P =_ (_> — Z Z kJ tanh (ﬂ) . (4.6)
atf0 = m/2. Note that the specific heat reaches its local minima at oh ) 1 % i oh 2T

QCPs only for extremely low temperatures. Parametérsi, J.=4.

Jj=1

which vanishes as — 0. Thus, there is no polarization at any
finite temperature in one dimension and no nontrivial caitic
B. Specific heat for the 1D compass models point, in accordance with the Mermin-Wagner theorem. Also,
there are no peculiarities of the order paraméter) at any
Next we analyze the low temperature behavior of the hedfinite temperature and finite transverse figld
capacity, The orbital susceptibility is the derivative of the polariz
tion P (3.9) over the fieldh, and we define it here per one

oS 2 e2 site,
Cy = T<—> = J (4.5)
or ), ;; AT? cosh® (e j/2T) 1 (9PN [0lo}) .
w5\ ), = Can ), 4
After using the Jordan-Wigner fermions one finds it in the

We recall that the entropy exhibits fast changes when the fiel
Sfermionic representation,

h is close to its critical valueh ~ h. (buth # h.), see Fig.
[7. Here we concentrate on the qualitative differences batwe
the EOM and the QCM. The specific heat for both models i
presented in 3D plots, for increasing temperature and trans 2 5
verse field, see Fig[_10. We have found that the low tem- X = RS Z Z { 0%cyj tanh (Ek_a)
perature behavior exhibits striking differences betwéwase 2N S= = | oh? 2T
models discussed below. 9

Consider first the EOM of Se€_TIIA [with angle = 7/3 + (agk,j> [2Tcosh2 (Ek_y)] 1} . (4.8)
in Eq. [3.1)]. The specific heat contains here a broad peak oh 2T
aroundh,. = 2 which corresponds to the QCP, and grows with
increasing temperature. This demonstrates that moremntro We emphasize that the orbital properties (similar to magnet
is released here, as the spectrum of excited states is deaise nproperties in spin models) are intimately related to thedfiel
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—T=0.001
0.2/ —T=0.021 |
—T=0.041
—T=0.061
—T=0.081
0'00 2 4
h

FIG. 11: (Color online) Orbital response in a transversealftefor
the EOM at different temperatures: (a) the orbital polara(s*)
per site, and (b) the orbital susceptibilityper site[[4.7). The QPT is
found ath. = 2. Different curves from top to bottom correspond to
increasing temperature and are normalized per one sitanfeters:
Jo=1, Jo=4,0 = 7 /3.

dependence of the entropy via the Maxwell identity,

FIG. 13: (Color online) The 3D plot of the orbital suscepttii x

3_3 _ 3_73 (4.9) (@2) versus temperature and field for the: (a) EOM at /3, and
oh ) A\ aT h ’ ' (b) QCM atf = 7/2. Parametersi,=1, J.=4. The EOM (a) shows

) ) ] a QPT at finite fieldh. = 2. The QCM (b) is characterized by the

which allows to rewrite the cooling rate as macroscopic degeneracy of the low energy sector and vagighat

1 op zero field, while finiteh lifts the degeneracy and leads to a peakin
I, = ( ) . (4.10)
h

Cy \oT
Therefore, we discuss below the orbital properties from the The polarization(o*) of the EOM increases with field

perspective of the peculiarities of the entropy at finitedfiel and this increase is almost independent of temperaturgexce

and finite temperature, presented in $S6c_1V A. in_t_he vi_cinity of the phaS(_a trr_;\nsition, see F@ _11(a)_. Ad th
n perature, p I critical field h. = 2 the derivative of the polarization diverges

atT = 0, and in the low temperature regime one finds a sharp

0.5 0.2 : maximum in the susceptibility ath = h., see Fig.[I1(b).
—T1=0.001/ 6="72 This behavior represents a generic QPT witas control pa-
7_T=0-021 | rameter. We note that the associated peak in the entropy lead
0.4 —T=0.041 0.15/ ] ing to the phase transition is described here by the vargshin
— 1=0.061 of the gapA Eq. (2.25) that occurs in the fermionic spectrum
A 0.3{—1=0.081 T ath = h,.
"o 0.1 The 1D QCM shows a remarkably different orbital re-
A 0.0l sponse. Here the polarization increase withdepends
' strongly on temperature, see Higl 12(a). A clearer pretenta
0.05 of this peculiar behavior is possible in terms of the susbépt
0.1} ] ity x, Fig.[12(b). Here(T, h) vanishes ak = 0 and acquires
a peak at a finite field,,, (7") which increases with tempera-
0 ‘ 0 ture. This is another manifestation of the macroscopicogytr
0 1h 2 =2 at zero temperature, shown in Flg. 7(b), that stems from the

highly degenerate ground state. In the fermionic langulage t
vanishing ofy ath = 0 is connected with the high degener-
FIG. 12: (Color online) Orbital response in a transversealftefor ~ acy of the subspace described by two dispersionless Helf-fil
the QCM at different temperature: (a) polarizati@rt) per site, and  fermionic bands;e,; = 0. When the degeneracy is lifted
(b) the orbital susceptibility per site [4.F). Different curves from by a finite transverse field, the entropy changes dramaticall
the center to the left or right correspond to increasing &mpre  anq causes a rapid increase of the susceptibility showrgin Fi
and are normalized per one site. Parametéss1, Jo=4,0 = 7/2. [3(h). Below we shall discuss a different picture for theyori
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of this degeneracy in the QCM.
Finally, we compare the orbital susceptibility (4.8) ob- 0.0F==~ T T . "O=T2|
tained for both 1D compass models (the EOM and the QCM)
in a broad range of temperature in Fig.] 13. In the gapped
phase of the EOM di = 0, the low temperature orbital sus-
ceptibility is finite and decreases with increasifi¢pr the un-
polarized system, see Fig.]113(a). In contrast, one finds a van
ishing orbital susceptibility at the critical point of theOW
h = 0in a broad range of temperature. A distinct maximum
develops close th = 0 at low temperature — this maximum
moves to higher field and looses intensity when temperature
increases further, see Fif.113(b). All these distinct fesgtu
emphasize once again radical difference between the nature
of the QPTs found in both compass models.

y y xO_x
-0.2r ) ﬂzm %ZiEEBIZi Ot

NN correlation functions

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY FIG. 14: (Color online) Nearest neighbor pseudospin cati@hs in
the anisotropic quantum compass model [the model Eq] (3ith) w
da'_ngleo = 7/2 and stronger coupling ofs?} components on the
ven bonds] for increasing temperatdre Only the intersite corre-
tion corresponding to the interacting pseudospin coraptmare
inite. Parametersi, = 1, J. = 4.

In this paper we explored the ground state and the therm
dynamic properties of the 1D generalized compass model wit
exchange interactions given by EQ.{1.3), and tuned by an an
gle . They vary from Ising interactions & = 0 to maxi-
mally frustrated ones with two different pseudospin compo-

nents coupled on even/odd bond®at /2 in the quantum . . - . .
compass model. In between @t= 60°) one finds the:, cal case one finds !nstiadyonly finite pseud;)spmwcorrekanon
orbital model. In this way, we investigated the c:onsequx-znceOn stronger bonds, i.€g3;0,,,) = —land(o3;_,03;) = 0.
of increasing frustration of spin interactions in one disien. ~_ Furthermore, we have shown that the external transverse
The model was solved exactly and we presented its exact chafld has also quite different consequences, dependingeon th
acteristics in the thermodynamic limit: the entropy, the-sp underlying interactions. In the, orbital model intersite pseu-
cific heat, the orbital susceptibility, and the adiabatimdg- ~ doSpin correlations are robust and follow the strongestint
netization curves. By investigating the dependence ohali¢ ~ actions. Therefore, a _S|gn|f|cant value of the tranfsverim!fse
quantities on the angke we have shown that the ground state equired here to modify the short-range correlations atict
is ordered along the easy axis as longag /2, whereas DY theoiof,, interactions, and to induce the polarized state.
it becomes disordered and highly degenerate-atr /2, i.e., A qualitatively different situation is enC(_)untered in theaq-
when the interacting pseudospin components along even/oddm compass model. Here the highly disordered ground state
bonds are orthogonal. is fragile and already an infinitesimal transverse field alest
Pseudospin excitations are separated by a gap from trlizes it and induces a quantum phase transition which we
ground state everywhere except for the quantum compad§cognized as being of second order by investigating tree adi
model, where the gap closes and one finds a highly disofatic demagnetization at finite temperature. The obsereed b
dered spin-liquid ground state. This demonstrates an impof1aVior corresponds to entropy maximization at the quantum
tant difference between thg orbital model with favored type ~ Cfitical point in the low-temperature limit. The high degen
of short-range order and the quantum compass model in orfacy revealed by finite entropy at low temperature suggests
dimension. While the above order for thg orbitals is anal- ~ that the 90 compass model may have potential application in

ogous to the 2D cask [35], the 1D compass model fails to deduantum computatiof [79]. In addition, the cooling ratetie t
velop the nematic order known from its 2D analog. guantum compass model could be testified in the state-ef-the

The generic temperature dependence of pseudospin corref €xperiments at optical lattice [76].

tions on the bonds in the 1D quantum compass model is sum- We would like to emphasize that some quantum integrable
marized in Fig[I4. Only these pseudospin correlationsftake 1D models were developed in the past to provide valuable in-
nite values which are coupled by finite interaction paransete Sights into the nature of quantum correlations in the ground
similar as in the isotropic case [38]. As expected’at 0 state, as well as into the structure of excited states. Swch m
the value of pseudospin correlatifiy, o, ;)| is larger than ~ €ls: (i) help to understand the nature of many-body states in
[(0%,_,0%)| as the first one corresponds to a stronger intersuch models, and (ii) provide a possibility to test apprcaten
action. On the other hand, the complementary orbital corretheoretical methods used for more realistic physical mootl
lations for pairs that are not coupled by any interactiom, i. frustrated spin interactions, in two and three dimensighe
(0%,0%,.1) and (0¥, 0%, vanish and this follows from the Presentstudy should serve the same purpose.

Z, symmetry [41], as discussed also in the Appendix. Note Summarizing, we have demonstrated that robust pseu-
that a finite value ofo?;_,0%;) in Fig. [I4 is a manifestation dospin correlations arise on the bonds in ¢éh@rbital model

of the quantum nature of the compass model, as in the classi— these correlations get destroyed only at the quantum phase
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transition which occurs at rather strong transverse field. Owhere each set of operatois= 1,2, ....., N/2, commutes
the contrary, the disordered spin-liquid state in the ggmitr ~ with the Hamiltonian. Thus we can use the tuple
guantum compass model is fragile and gets destroyed by

infinitesimal field. A qualitative difference is found for

anisotropic interactions — the spin-liquid state is moteust Z =21, Zi, ..., ZN)2) (A.4)
here and survives up to temperatirewhich appears to be a

new energy scale and increases with increasing anisotifopy o

interactions. This feature follows from the weak logaritom to classify the eigenstates ®fgc, for instance

decrease of spin entropy with increasing temperature, and p

sisting high degeneracy of the ground state in this tempegat

range. Hqom|Po) = 0lPo), (A.5)

Z100) = (A, oy Ais oo AN)|P0), (AB)

Acknowledgments

where the eigenvalues, = =41 follow from Z? = 1. Itis
We thank Wojciech Brzezicki for insightful discussions. important to recognize that the operatéisand X ; anticom-
W.-L. Y. acknowledges support by the National Naturalmute for special cases:
Science Foundation of China (NSFC) under Grant No.
11004144. A. M. O. acknowledges support by the Pol-

ish National Science Center (NCN) under Project No. {Z;,X;} =0, (A.7)
2012/04/A/ST3/00331. {Zi, X1} = {Ziy1,Xi} =0, (A.8)
Appendix: Consequences of the Z> symmetry while they commute otherwise. We note here, that the key dif-

ference to the 2D QCM [30, Bl 37] lies in the different form
In this Appendix we shall show that the macroscopic degenef these anticommutation relations. Using the commutation
eracy of the 1D QCM which was manifested in two fermionic relation[*qcwm, X;] = 0, one finds that
bands at zero energys;, = 0, is due to localZ, symmetries
of the model in the absence of the transverse field term. For
this discussion we write the QCM Ed._(B.2) in an equivalent HaomX;|Po) = £0X;|Po), (A.9)
form with simplified notation,

Haoom = — Z(nggi_lggi + J.0505:11),s (A.1) thatis, also|®;) = X;|®) is an eigenvector to the same
eigenvalue, and by analyzing the corresponding eigenvalue
tupel (A, ..., A, ..., Ay/2) one can convince oneself that this

%

and introduce operators which act on bords [80]: state is in fact distinct from®,). One can now proceed by
. applying the same arguments|®,) = X;_1|®,) and so on,
Xi = 030941, (A2) until one exhausts all ti@"/? states of the degenerate multi-
Zi = 05;_105:, (A.3) plet.
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