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A New Method to Calculate a 2D Ising Universality Transition Point : Application
near the Ashkin-Teller Multicritical Point

Shunji Moriya'} and Kiyohide Nomura®
' Department of Physics, Kyushu University, Fukuoka 819-0395, Japan

Abstract

We propose a new method to numerically calculate transition
points that belongs to 2D Ising universality class for quantum spin
models. Generally, near the multicritical point, in conventional
methods, a finite size correction becomes very large. To suppress
the effect of the multicritical point, we use a z-axis twisted bound-
ary condition and a y-axis twisted boundary condition. We apply
our method to an S = % bond-alternating XXZ model. The mul-
ticritical point of this model has a BKT transition, where the cor-
relation length diverges singularly. However, with our method,
the convergence of calculation is highly improved, thus we can
calculate the transition point even near the multicritical point.

1 Introduction

Critical phenomena are one of the important subjects in con-
densed matter physics. As a typical solvable model, a classical
2D Ising model is studied Widely.III In the some limit, the trans-
fer matrix of a classical 2D Ising model becomes a quantum 1D
Transverse-Field Ising (TFI) model @ Several methods are pro-
posed to calculate the 2D Ising universality transition points of
quantum spin models ™ But, when the model has a multicritical
point, the scaling behaviors become difficult due to the effect of
multiple critical lines. So, conventional methods are not useful
near a multicritical point.

Another method to calculate a transition point, a Level Spec-
troscopy (LS) method is useful to cancel logarithmic corrections
of a Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transition ™ But,
the LS method can not be applied to 2D Ising universality transi-
tions.

In this letter, as an example that has a multicritical point, we
study an S = % bond-alternating (BA) XXZ chain,
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where L = 2n (n is integer). This model is equivalent to
the Ashkin-Teller model ™2 This Hamiltonian with periodic
boundary condition (8% T4l = Sl) is invariant under spin ro-

tation around the z-axis (U7 = exp (0 ; Sj)), spin rever-
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Figure 1: Phase diagram in the A — ¢ plane. Dimerl-Dimer2
phase boundary is the Gaussian universality and Dimer-Néel
phase boundaries are the 2D Ising universality. We draw the 2D
Ising universality transition lines by using the L=24 numerical
result of yTBC-zTBC method, noted by + and x.

sal (UY = exp (in > S’;“’)) and two-sites translation ((7'z)2

TR is one-site translation, TRS Tﬁl = 57+1) Correspond-
ing elgenvalues are M = 3, SZ, Uy = +1, q = 4mn/L
(n=0,---,L/2—1).In add1t10n ‘this model is symmetric about
the sign of 5 , since the operation 6 — —¢ can be regarded as one-
site translation 7 H Tg 1. At zero temperature, in the phase di-
agram of this model (), the Gaussian universality transition line
bifurcates into the two 2D Ising universality transition lines at
(A =1,6 =0) (Fig. D). In Dimer1 phase (§ > 0), the 25 — 1,25
spins take a singlet pairing, and in Dimer2 phase (0 < 0), the
27,27 + 1 spins take a singlet pairing, (j = 1,2,---,L). In
both phases, there exits a non-degenerate ground state with an
energy gap. In Néel phase, the ground states are doubly degener-
ate and the spin reversal symmetry is broken. At the multicritical
point (A = 1,5 = 0), called Ashkin-Teller multicritical point
(AT point), a BKT transition occurs along § = 0 where the cor-
relation length diverges singularly. Near the AT pointin A > 1,
the two 2D Ising universality transition lines become extremely
close. Thus, since the finite size correction terms become very
large, one can not precisely calculate transition points near the
AT point with the conventional methods. In our new method,
getting an idea from the Kramers-Wannier duality, we use the
two boundary conditions (BC’s), which enable to calculate the
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2D Ising universality transition points very accurately even near
the AT point

2 Anisotropic Limit

We review that the BA XXZ model (I) is identical to the TFI
model in the anisotropic limit™ then we shall discuss the bound-
ary conditions. Firstly, we start in PBC. We separate Eq.(D) to
even bond and odd bond,
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8 = % and ignore the constant factor of the Hamiltonian. In
A = 00,8 = 0,A8 ~ O(1) limit, the AS’QijlS’QZj terms mostly
contributes to the ground state energy. The ground state space is
spanned by only

[T2j-1d2;) = |Tj>j,
N2j—1T25) = [45)",

which are regarded as effective Ising spin states. The effective
states and operators are denoted by ’. The first and second terms
5339541 + Sy;53;. 1 vanishby 3 — 0. The perturbative Hamil-
tonian is
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We consider the first order degenerate perturbation. The first
terms of (@) are operating as
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53,5541 can be r'egarded in the effe.ctlve space as —S5’; 5", 4.
The second and third terms are operating as
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Thus, 1 (S’;j_lggj + 5‘;7_15';7) can be regarded in the effec-
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tive space as % (S’ ;T ) = S’;C. In summary, the effective

Hamiltonian becomes
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By operating exp (im Zf/ 2 S”j), the effective Hamiltonian be-
comes the TFI model,

L/2
2y AR AR ~, L _ 1
H" = pA Z (_Sljslj-i—l - VS'j) (v = ﬂ_A)v (6)
J
that has an order-disorder transition at v = 1, because of the
Kramers-Wannier duality. This Hamiltonian is invariant under
spin reversal and one-site translation. We rewrite the Hamiltonian

(@), taking account of the boudary condition,
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From exact solution,n—gI for a finite system size L, Eo(L,g =
1,UY = —-1) = Eo(L,g = —1,UY = 1) +2(y — 1) is sat-
isfied. Ej means a lowest state energy. At the transition point
v = 1, the energies on the two BC’s are crossing,

Ey(L,g=1,U =-1) = Eg(L,g=-1,UY =1). (8)

We can determinate the transition point of the TFI model by Eq.
®.

Next, we discuss what BC’s of the BA XXZ model are corre-
sponding to the g = 1, —1 of the TFI model. For the BA XXZ
model, we introduce z-axis twisted BC (zTBC),

St41 =51, Sg+1 =—51,5111 =57 (€))
The zTBC conserves the spin rotational symmetry and the spin
reversal symmetry, but breaks the two-sites translational symme-
try. In the anisotropic limit, the effective Hamiltonian becomes
the ¢ = 1 TFI model, since the x,y-direction boundary terms
vanish.

And, we introduce y-axis twisted BC (yTBC),

Serl :_SlmaS‘ZJrl :Syl!aSerl = _Slz (10)
The yTBC (I0) conserves the spin reversal symmetry, but breaks
the two-sites translational symmetry and the spin rotational sym-
metry. About the last point, since the boundary terms become

A A PO PN 1 /74, A A A A A
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thus M can not be conserved. But, the Hamiltonian is particularly
invariant under r-rotation around z-axis UZ = exp (im Y j S f) =

(—=1)M. So, a parity of a total magnetization Py; = (—1)M
is a conserved quantity. In the anisotropic limit, the z-direction
boundary terms remain minus, —AS’ES’f. So, the effective
Hamiltonian becomes the g = —1 TFI model.

Consequently, PBC and zTBC of the BA XXZ model corre-
spond to g = 1 of the TFI model, and the yTBC corresponds to



Table 1: Quantum numbers of the eigenstates of PBC, zZTBC and
yTBC for 6 > 0. The case for § < 0 is denoted by (). The states
used for yTBC-zTBC method are denoted with e and yTBC-PBC

method with o.
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Figure 2: The energies of each BC for L=14. The value of A is
fixed at 2.0 and 6 is changed. () is B¢ (M = 0,UY = —1), x
is BZTBC(M = 0,UY = —1), A is EETBC(M = 0,U% = 1),
+is EY"BY(M = even,UY = 1). The PBC lowest energy
EFBC(M = 0,UY = 1) is subtracted from each energy.

g = —1. Thus, Eq. (8) of the TFI model is extended to the BA
XXZ model,

EYBC(M =0,U¢ = 1) = EY"PY(M = even, UY = 1),
(11

(hereafter we call the yTBC-PBC method) or

EZ"BC(M =0,U0Y = —1) = EJ"PY(M = even,UY = 1),
12)

(we call the yTBC-zTBC method). The above quantum numbers
are for § > 0. In Table[] the quantum number are summarized
for 6 > 0 and 6 < 0. Although the finite size corrections vanish
in the anisotropic limit, they remain in the finite A region because
of a perturbation in the process from Eq. (2) to Eq. (7). However,
we consider that the relation of Eq. (11) and (12) are supported
by the 2D Ising universality class or the c=1/2 conformal field
theory. We shall discuss on this point in a future paper.

3 Isotropic Limit

On the self dual line (6 = 0), the Hamiltonian with ZTBC be-
comes,

L—-1
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—S28y — SYSY ¢ ASFS;. (13)

We define 7 spin rotation at j site about z-axis as ﬁj =

exp (imS #). Since the Hamiltonian (I3) is invariant under TR’&E,

Trai H|UY) = HTrij, [UY) . (14)
The commutation relation between ¥ and a7, 1is
UYii =exp (im Z S‘;’) exp (imS%)
J
—=exp (—inSE) exp (im Z S'jy)
=exp (—2imS3 )z UY. J (15)

When S is a half-integer, the eigenvalue of S 7 is a half-integer,

Uviz = —a20Y. (16)
So,
UYTri; |UY =1) = — Traj UY |UY = 1)
=~ Tri U} =1) an
=—|U=-1).
Consequently, |UY = 1) and |[UY = —1) are degenerate for an ar-
bitrary L,

E§TPO(L,M =0,U¢ = —1) = E§"P9(L,M = 0,UY = 1),
(18)

as you can see in Figllat § = 0. Furthermore, on the isotropic
point (A = 1), the yTBC is equivalent to zZTBC. Thus, replacing
ZTBC of the right side of Eq. (I8) with yTBC,

EZTBC(L,M =0,UY = —1) = EYTPC(L, M = even, UY = 1).

Consequently, since the correction terms vanish at the AT point,
the yTBC-zTBC method (12)) can suppress the effect of the AT
point. In contrast, the correction terms of the yTBC-PBC method
remains at the AT point.

4 Numerical Calculation

We use the exact diagonalization method to calculate the energies
of each BC. We determine the energy crossing point d., by fix-
ing A and changing 4, on L=10,- - - , 24, as Fig[2l Note that the
PBC ground state and the zZTBC lowest state are not related with
the Kramers-Wannier duality (8). We show the phase diagram
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Figure 3: The size difference of the crossing point §. L=24

and L=22. () is the yTBC-PBC method, x is the yTBC-zTBC
method.

Fig[ll The size dependence shows in Fig. @ The crossing
points §.(L) by the yTBC-zTBC method are monotonically de-
creasing with size L, whereas those of the yTBC-PBC method
are monotonically increasing. As Fig. [(a), in the large A region,
the yTBC-zTBC method and the yTBC-PBC method are rapidly
converged. Next, near the AT point, as Fig. @(c), the finite size
corrections of the yTBC-PBC method become very large. In con-
trast, the yTBC-zTBC method shows a well convergence.

To compare the two methods from another viewpoint, we show
the size difference of the crossing point §.(L = 24) —.(L = 22)
in Fig. Bl For large A, the two methods are almost the same and
the size difference vanish. Near the AT point, the size difference
of the yTBC-PBC method becomes very large, but the yTBC-
zTBC method approaching to zero.

5 Conclusion

Using the yTBC-PBC method (II)) or the yTBC-zZTBC method
({2, we can numerically calculate 2D Ising universality transi-
tion points. We actually calculate the transition lines of S=1/2
BA XXZ model. As expected, the yTBC-zTBC method reduces
the finite size effects near the multicritical point, since the finite
size correction terms vanish at AT point. About critical expo-
nents and the universality class, we shall describe them in a fu-
ture paper. Furthermore, we verify the accuracy by comparing the
yTBC-zTBC numerical result with the result of renormalization
group theory. We expect our method can be applied to several
quantum spin models.
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References

[1] L.Onsager, Phys.Rev, 65,117 (1944).

[2] E.H.Lieb, T.D.Schultz, and D.C.Mattis, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.),
16,407 (1961).

[3] P.Pfeuty, Ann. of Phys, 57,79 (1970).

[4] H.Nishimori, K.Okamoto and M. Yokozawa, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn, 56, 4126 (1987).

[5] Tzeng YC, Dai L, Chung MC, Amico L, Kwek LC. Sci Rep
6, 26453 (2016).

[6] A.Kitazawa, J. Phys. A30, L285 (1997).

[7] K. Nomura and A. Kitazawa, J. Phys. A.: Math. Gen. 31,
7341 (1998).

[8] K.Nomura and A.Kitazawa, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn 66, 12,
(1997).

[9] A. Kitazawa and K. Nomura, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn 66, 11,
(1997).

[10] J. Ashkin and E. Teller, Phys. Rev. 64, 178 (1943).
[11] C.Fan, Phys. Lett. A 39, 136 (1972).

[12] M.Kohmoto, M. den Nijs, and L. P. Kadanoff, Phys. Rev. B
24,5229 (1981).

[13] H. A. Kramers and G. H. Wannier, Phys. Rev. 60, 252
(1941).

[14] M.Yamanaka, Y.Hatsugai, and M.Kohmoto. Phys. Rev.
B48, 9555, (1993).

[15] G.Cabrera and R.Jullien. Phys. Rev. B35, 7062 (1987).
[16] L.P.Kadanoff, Phys. Rev. B22, 1405, (1980).

[17] H.Nishimori and Y.Taguchi. Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl, 87
247 (1986).



	1 Introduction
	2 Anisotropic Limit
	3 Isotropic Limit
	4 Numerical Calculation
	5 Conclusion
	6 Acknowledgement

