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Scanning tunneling microscopy experiments have revealed an spontaneous rippled-to-buckled tran-
sition in heated graphene sheets, in absence of any mechanical load. Several models relying on a
simplified picture of the interaction between elastic and internal, electronic, degrees of freedom have
been proposed to understand this phenomenon. Nevertheless, these models are not fully consistent
with the classical theory of elasticity, since they do not preserve rotational invariance. Herein, we
develop and analyse an alternative classical spin-elastic model that preserves rotational invariance
while giving a qualitative account of the rippled-to-buckled transition. By integrating over the inter-
nal degrees of freedom, an effective free energy for the elastic modes is derived, which only depends
on the curvature. Minimisation of this free energy gives rise to the emergence of different mechanical
phases, whose thermodynamic stability is thoroughly analysed, both analytically and numerically.
All phases are characterised by a spatially homogeneous curvature, which plays the role of the order
parameter for the rippled-to-buckled transition, in both the one- and two-dimensional cases. In the

latter, our focus is put on the honeycomb lattice, which is representative of actual graphene.

I. INTRODUCTION

Behaviour of low-dimensional systems is a prolific re-
search field [TH9]. Two-dimensional materials exhibit in-
triguing properties [T0HI2], such as flexibility, high ther-
mal and electrical conductivity, transparency, low Joule
effect, to name just a few. These relevant features can
be useful for many applications, from realisation of mi-
crosystems for healthcare [13], [14] up to energy harvest-
ing [9, 15 16]. For a recent review on the effects of
strains in graphene and other two dimensional materi-
als, see Ref. [17].

An outstanding phenomenon in the context of mechan-
ical properties of elastic systems is the buckling transi-
tion. In structural engineering, buckling is the abrupt
change of the considered structure, from a flat to a non-
zero curvature (buckled) state, under load. A prototyp-
ical example occurs when a long column, i.e. a one-
dimensional system, buckles under axial compression,
which is known as Euler buckling [I8, [[9]. Neverthe-
less, not only is buckling an engineering subject but also
an appealing physical behaviour to be better understood
from a theoretical standpoint. Moreover, phenomena
similar to buckling emerge in a wide range of systems,
from low-dimensional systems [4, 20H22] to cells [23] or
in device development [24].

Graphene sheets are not perfectly two-dimensional. In
fact, they display transversal displacements (ripples) due
to thermal fluctuations [25] 26] that stabilise the mem-
brane [27]. Rippling has been studied employing models
where its origin and behaviour are linked with the cou-
pling between electronic and elastic degrees of freedom,

i.e. the electron-phonon coupling [T}, 26l 28-H32]. Rippling
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has also been investigated by employing phenomenolog-
ical models such as the Helfrich model [33], originally
developed for membranes [34, [35]. In this approach, the
free energy of the system is written as a functional of
the configuration of the membrane, specifically the free
energy depends on its curvatures—both mean and Gaus-
sian.

In slender structures such as graphene, there also ap-
pears a buckling-like transition from a flat (or rippled,
when taking into account thermal fluctuations) state to
a buckled state under mechanical load [4, 21]. In addi-
tion, scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) experiments
have shown that, even in absence of mechanical load, lo-
cal heating induces a transition from a soft rippled sheet
to a hard buckled graphene membrane [36H39], similar
to the Euler buckling transition in structural engineer-
ing. This is somehow unexpected, since the increase of
temperature makes the membrane go from a less ordered
state (the flat or rippled one) to a more ordered (buckled)
state. Due to the strong resemblance between this transi-
tion and Euler’s buckling under stress, and following the
terminology usually employed in previous literature, we
also refer to this phenomenon as buckling.

The complexity of the interactions in real low-
dimensional elastic systems makes it difficult to obtain
analytical results, either exactly or with controlled ap-
proximations, that improve our understanding of the ob-
served transitions. Therefore, mesoscopic models are rel-
evant, since they contain—in a simplified way—the main
ingredients of low-dimensional elastic systems and allow
for a detailed analytical approach. Specifically, models
based on the coupling between elastic degrees of freedom
and Ising spins, termed spin-string and spin-membrane
in the one-dimensional and two-dimensional cases, re-
spectively, are able to reproduce in a qualitative way
the aforementioned transition. Despite their simplic-
ity, these mesoscopic models present a rich behaviour,
with a complicated phase diagram that include buckled

phases [31], [32], 40].
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Nevertheless, the currently available spin-string and
spin-membrane models [31, B2} 40], although giving an
appealing physical picture, are not completely satisfac-
tory from a fundamental point of view. First, some of
the microscopic parameters controlling the interactions
have to depend on the system size to ensure that the
thermodynamic properties have the correct behaviour in
the large system size limit, e.g. an intensive transition
temperature and an extensive free energy. Second, they
are not fully consistent with the classical theory of elas-
ticity [I8], since rotational symmetry is broken in absence
of external forces.

In this work, we propose the simplest model that
keeps the appealing physical picture of the models in
Refs. [31 32, 40] and mends the above mentioned funda-
mental flaws. We consider a classical elastic lattice (one
or two-dimensional) characterised by the out-of-plane de-
formations and internal degrees of freedom described by
a pseudospin variable [41]. Elastic deformations are mod-
elled by a harmonic interaction between the atoms that
depends on the curvature of the membrane, the repul-
sive interaction between electrons is modelled by an an-
tiferromagnetic interaction between pseudospins, and the
electron-phonon coupling is modelled by the coupling be-
tween pseudospins and the membrane curvature. No ex-
ternal stress is acting on the system. In this framework,
we will show that the equilibrium state of the system
can be completely characterised by a free energy that
depends on the membrane curvature—in close analogy
with the phenomenological approach based on the Hel-
frich model [33H35]. The equilibrium value of the cur-
vature only depends on two parameters: temperature T'
and antiferromagnetic coupling constant J.

In this work, we will prove that equilibrium curva-
ture is spatially homogeneous and can be interpreted as
the order parameter of the rippled to buckled transition.
This is true both for the one-dimensional and the two-
dimensional lattices, regardless of the exact geometry of
the two-dimensional lattice—as long as it does not con-
tain triangular loops. The phase diagram of the system
is built in the (J,T) plane, with an approach that com-
bines analytical and numerical results. This allows us
to characterise both the existence and stability of all the
possible phases.

In the spin-string model (one-dimensional case), the
knowledge of the partition function for the pseudospins
make it possible to derive an analytical expression for
the free energy for all values of (J,T). Therefrom, many
analytical results can be derived. In particular, the tran-
sition lines are obtained analytically. In absence of an-
tiferromagnetic coupling, J = 0, the transition from the
rippled, zero-curvature, phase (termed ZC) to the buck-
led phase (termed B) is second-order, at a certain tem-
perature Ty. As the antiferromagnetic coupling is in-
creased, the second-order transition from rippled to buck-
led moves to lower temperatures and at a certain criti-
cal point (J.,T.) the transition changes to first order.
Beyond this tricritical point, basically for low enough

temperatures in a given range of J’s, the behaviour of
the system becomes more complex: there appear two
buckled phases, one of them locally stable (termed B+)
and the other unstable (termed B-). Moreover, there
is metastability: the rippled phase ZC is also locally
stable—corresponding to a local minimum of the free en-
ergy, and which phase, B4+ or ZC, gives the absolute
minimum of the free energy depends on the value of the
antiferromagnetic coupling. This picture is supported by
the analytical results that can be worked out close to the
second-order bifurcation curve and in the limit of very
low temperatures, and also by the numerical construc-
tion of the complete phase diagram of the system in the
(J,T) plane.

In the spin-membrane system (two-dimensional case),
there is not an analytical closed form of the partition
function for the pseudospins. Still, some analytical re-
sults can be obtained, specifically in the limits of absence
of antiferromagnetic coupling among pseudospins or very
low temperatures—for lattices without triangular loops
in the latter case. Despite the increase in the dimen-
sionality of the system, the qualitative picture is similar
to the spin-string system. For J = 0, there appears a
second-order transition from a rippled phase (ZC) to a
buckled phase (B). In the limit T — 0%, the transition
is first-order and there is metastability: again, two buck-
led phases B+ emerge, one locally stable and the other
unstable, and the zero-curvature phase ZC is also locally
stable. In complete analogy with the one-dimensional
situation, the relative stability of the B+ and ZC phases
depends on the intensity of the antiferromagnetic cou-
pling.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. [[I we de-
fine the one-dimensional model and study its equilibrium
behaviour, by deriving a free energy functional from the
probability of a given profile. In Sec. [[Il} we introduce
the Euler-Lagrange equation, which provides us with the
equilibrium profile, and define dimensionless variables.
In Sec. [[V] we analyse, both analytically and numeri-
cally, the emergence of buckled states and put forward
the main results of our study. In Sec. [V] we generalise
our one-dimensional model to the two-dimensional case,
focusing ourselves on the specific case of a honeycomb
lattice—that of actual graphene. We present the main
conclusions of our work and perspectives for future re-
search in Sec. [Vl The appendices deal with some non-
essential technical details that are omitted in the main
text.

II. ROTATIONALLY INVARIANT
SPIN-STRING MODEL

We consider a string on a one-dimensional lattice, with
lattice constant a. At each site, j =0,..., N, there is a
particle of mass m that is characterised by its transversal
displacement u;, and, in addition, there is a “pseudospin”
variable o; = £1. We introduce the following rotation-



ally invariant energy (or Hamiltonian) for any configura-
tion of the elastic modes wu, their associated momenta p,
and the pseudospins o,

N 2

pj k

H(u,p,0) = E |:27Jn + b) (Uj+1 — 2u; + ujfl)z
Jj=0

—h (Uj+1 — 2Uj + Uj_1) oj + JO'j+10'j .
(1)

The first term on the rhs is the kinetic energy, the
second one stands for the elastic contribution to the
energy—with elastic constant k, the third one involves
the interaction between the elastic displacements and the
pseudospins—the parameter h tunes the strength thereof,
and the last one represents the nearest-neighbour inter-
action among the pseudospins—with coupling constant
J. Our Hamiltonian can be analysed for both posi-
tive and negative values of the coupling constant J. In
the case of our concern, the interaction between pseu-
dospins models the repulsive interaction between elec-
trons, as discussed in detail below, and thus we focus on
the antiferromagnetic case J > 0 [42]. The pseudospins
do not correspond to actual spin variables, they model in
a simple way internal degrees of freedom—as discussed
below.

The above system is a mesoscopic toy model, which
tries to resemble in a simple manner some of the main
features of low-dimensional elastic systems, such as
graphene. Therein, the interaction between the elastic
modes and the pseudospins would model the electron-
phonon coupling [43], and the antiferromagnetic interac-
tion between the pseudospins account for the Coulomb
repulsion of electrons. Therefore, nearest-neighbour out-
of-plane electrons prefer to be at different sides of the
plane. There are two main differences with respect to
other proposals in the literature [31, [32] [40]: (i) the elas-
tic term is proportional to the square of the (discrete)
curvature and not to the square of the (discrete) gradi-
ent, and (ii) the coupling between the elastic modes and
the pseudospins also involves the curvature and not the
transverse displacement.

The key role played by the curvature of the system, as
shown below, makes our model consistent with the clas-
sical theory of elasticity [I8]—at variance with previous
spin-string (or spin-membrane in the two-dimensional
case) models [31, B2] 40]. In particular, a flat profile,
u; = 0, and a rigid rotation thereof, u; = Aj with con-
stant A, have the same energy in Eq. . In general,
any two profiles differing just by a linear function Aj+ B
has the same energy. The case A = 0 corresponds to a
rigid translation, whereas the case A # 0 corresponds to
a small rotation of angle A, sin(A4) ~ A.

Thermal equilibrium of the system at temperature T’
is described by the canonical distribution Pey(u,p, o) =
exp [-BH(u,p,0)] /Z, where B = (kgT)~*, with kg and
Z being the Boltzmann constant and the partition func-
tion, respectively. We are interested in the equilibrium

profiles of the string, so we integrate over p and o to get
Pog(u) o e 7% where the free energy of the string
F(u) is

N
k
F(u) = Z {2 (Ujp1 — 2uj + uj,1)2 — kT In Zipy (u).

j=0
(2)
Above, Zini(u) stands for the partial partition function
associated with the internal degrees of freedom, which
involves a sum over all the pseudospin configurations

Tt = Z e B o [h(ujp1—2u+u; )0+ 05 4105] (3)
o
Now we introduce a continuum limit by assuming that
the displacements u; vary slowly with j, i.e., u; — u(x)
with £ = ja. The total length of the system is L = Na.
In this way,

wji1 — 2u; +uj_q = a’x(x) + O(a*), (4)

where we have defined the curvature of the profile x(z) =
u”(z), and

k k
2 (1 = 2u; i)’ = 2%, (5a)
h(Uj+1 — 2Uj + Ujfl)O'j = hoXO’j. (5b)

The continuum limit in the spin variables is skipped
willingly, since a marginal sum over all spin configura-
tions will be carried out in brief. Scaled parameters for
the elastic constant and the strength of the pseudospin-
elastic interaction have been introduced as
ko = ka*, ho = ha®. (6)

Also, terms with higher powers of a in Eq. have been
omitted, since they involve higher-order derivatives of
u [44].

In the continuum limit, the equilibrium probability of
a certain string profile u(x) becomes a functional thereof,
specifically

L
Poof] o e#710, Flu] = n / dzf().  (7)

where n = N/L is the number density, and the free en-
ergy density (per particle) f is given by

kox? 17 -1d
FO0) === = B InGii(Bhox, B7),  (8a)
ad(Bhox, BJ) =e~P7 cosh (Bhox)

687\ /14 e=9 sin? (Bhox).  (8b)

Our notation explicitly tells us that f only depends on
the profile through its curvature x. The second term in
f(x) comes from the sum of the spin variables, (!4 is the
one-particle partition function of a one-dimensional Ising



chain with coupling J and external field hox—e.g. see
Ref. [45].

In contrast to previous spin-string and spin-membrane
models [3T], 32 40], the continuum limit consider here
does not involve a large system size limit N > 1 (ther-
modynamic limit). This approach to the continuum limit
is more consistent from a physical point of view. More
specifically, the microscopic parameters in the Hamilto-
nian, such as h and k do not scale with the system size—
thus decoupling the continuum and the thermodynamic
limits.

III. EQUILIBRIUM PROFILES

The equilibrium profiles wueq(z) are those that max-
imise the probability distribution Peqy[u] or, equivalently,
those that minimise the free energy functional Flu].
Therefore, we consider the first variation of the free en-
ergy functional upon the change ©v — u + du,

L d2 o /8 d 9 L
5F[u]:/oda:5udx2(af<)+[5u é_ u(ﬁ(@{)h.
(9)

The expression for §F[u] is more involved than in the
usual case where the integrand only depends on the first
derivative, but the integral and the boundary terms must
vanish separately nonetheless [46] [47].[48] Considering
the vanishing of the integral term, one obtains the Euler-
Lagrange equation

d> (0f

dz? \ Ox
where A and B are arbitrary constants, to be determined
by imposing the boundary conditions. The boundary
conditions depend on the physical situation: here, for

the sake of simplicity we are going to consider that the
ends of the string are fixed, so that

of

=A B 1
By x+ B, (10)

eq

eq

u(0) = u(L) =0, (11)

but the value of u’ at the boundaries is free—the so-called
supported boundary conditions [I8]. Therefore, 0f/0x
must vanish at both boundaries for the equilibrium pro-
file, which entails A = B = 0.

The equilibrium profile is thus provided by g—){ =0,
eq
i.e.
o1 1d
koXeq = kBT%
X X=Xeq
2J
e 5T sinh (hoxe">

=h D (12)

0
4J
TEAT o 2 hOch
\/1 + e *8T sinh ToT

with the boundary conditions . Equation is
a transcendental equation for the equilibrium curvature

Xeq, the solution of which can be written as xoq =
Xeq (T, J, ko, ho).J49] The equilibrium curvature is con-
stant, independent of position, and s0 is feq = f(Xeq)-
Therefore, the equilibrium free energy is Feq = nL foq =
N feq, i.e. it is extensive—note that the constant x.q is
an intensive quantity, independent of system size.

If xeq is a solution of Eq. , then —yx.q is also a
solution. This is a consequence of the free energy density
being an even function of y, and it is clear on a physical
basis: the specular reflection of an equilibrium profile
with respect to the x axis is also an equilibrium profile,
since there is no external field. Therefore, without loss of
generality, we restrict ourselves to solutions with positive
curvature in the remainder of this work.

To better characterise the equilibrium curvature Xeq,
it is adequate to introduce dimensionless variables: this
allows us to identify the natural units of length and
energy—or temperature—in our model system, and elu-
cidate the dimensionless combinations of the system pa-
rameters on which the curvature depends. Equation
tells us the characteristic length ¢y, which in turn deter-
mines the characteristic temperature Tp,

ko k
B _ koo

_ hg _ 2
T he B

T kgko  kpk

o Ty (13)

Then we define dimensionless displacement u*, position
¥, curvature x*, temperature T, and coupling constant
J* by

* u * x * * T * J
U _€07 z _‘607 X _€0Xa T _TO’ J' = kBTO.
(14)
Consistently, we define g* = kgTo8 = 1/T*, L* = L/{y,
n* = nfy = N/L*, and the dimensionless free energy

F* = F/kpTy. Then, we can write

.
f*[u*](J*,T*)zn*/ do* (5 T T, (15a)
0

FUOC T T = 5 = T G (5, 6°77),  (15)
where f* is the dimensionless free energy density and
1d is the same one-particle partition function for the
pseudospins than that in Eq. .[50]

Our use of dimensionless variables simplifies the theo-
retical analysis, by reducing the number of parameters—
and identifying the relevant combinations thereof. This
course of action aligns well with our main goal, which is
the explanation of the experimentally observed buckling
phenomenon with a simple model. A quantitative com-
parison of the results predicted by our model with ex-
perimental data of a specific system is beyond the scope
of this work, and in any case would involve fitting the
model parameters to the experimental data.

In dimensionless variables, Eq. is rewritten as



of*

9 | =0, i.e.
Xog = 1 (B"Xeq, B7T7), (16a)
. dIn¢ld e 28" ginh (B*x*
HE(BTX", ) = t Fx’)

o(B*x) \/1+e*45*'7* sinh? (ﬂ*x*)7
(16b)

where p* is the local magnetisation of the pseudospins.
Equation implies that xg, is a certain function of
J* and T%, x5q = Xeq(J*,T"). Therefore, it is the di-
mensionless pseudospin-elastic coupling J* and the di-
mensionless temperature 7™ that control the emergence
of buckled profiles with non-zero curvature. To keep our
notation simple, we do not explicitly state that both J*
and T* depend on the microscopic parameters of the
model through the characteristic temperature Tj, defined
in Eq. , employed to make energy dimensionless. We
recall that the equilibrium curvature is constant, inde-
pendent of position, and an intensive quantity—and so
is the free energy density. Therefore,

FolJT%) = PRt (7, T%) = N (s I T,
(17)
the equilibrium free energy is extensive.

For the supported boundary conditions we are
considering, there is a unique smooth equilibrium pro-
file given by

e 1) = MDD 1), oy
For completely free boundary conditions, i.e. when nei-
ther the displacement nor its derivative is fixed at the
boundary, there are multiple equilibrium profiles that are
obtained by adding Cz* + D to ul, in Eq. (18)), with
C and D being arbitrary constants—the boundary con-
dition d(9f*/0x*)/dx* |g«=0,r~ = 0 is fulfilled for all
(C,D). In particular, the flat profile, ©* = 0, and any
transversal shift plus rotation thereof, u* = Cz* + D,
are both possible equilibrium profiles for free boundary
conditions.

Since the free energy density only depends on the cur-
vature, and the equilibrium curvature is the same for
both supported and completely free boundary conditions,
the analysis of buckled states that follows is valid for both
supported and free boundary conditions. Then, for the
sake of concreteness and without loss of generality, we
will employ the supported boundary condition expres-
sion for the equilibrium profile—omitting the addi-
tional linear contribution Cz* + D for the free case.

In the remainder of the paper, we employ dimension-
less variables—dropping the asterisks in them not to clut-
ter our formulae.

IV. BUCKLED STATES

In this section, we analyse the emergence of buckled
states, i.e. with non-zero curvature, in our model system.

First, we show how buckled profiles bifurcate from the
zero-curvature solution ng = 0 of Eq. . Second,
we consider the low-temperature limit 7" < 1, where the
equilibrium profiles can be exactly calculated. Lastly, we
analyse the phase diagram of the model by numerically

solving Eq. :

A. Bifurcation from the zero-curvature solution

To start with, we expand the free energy density
around the zero-curvature profile, for which

fze(L,T)= f(x=0;J,T) = =T In[2cosh(J/T)], (19)

i.e. we consider the difference of the free energy density
from the zero-curvature value,

Af(Xa J7T) = f(Xv JaT) - fZC(JaT)

d(\/T,J/T)
i 2_T 1nt(X/ ’ 20
2 X . 2 cosh(J/T) (20)
The stability of the zero-curvature profile is determined
by the sign of the second-derivative of the free energy
density at x =0,

e—2J/T

=1- (21)

82
fo(,T) = a—XJ;

x=0

The change of stability takes place at the line over which
f2 vanishes, i.e.

1
J=J(T) = —5TT, (22)

which is called the bifurcation curve. This line separates
the plane (J,T) into two regions: (i) a region with fo >
0, comprising two subregions I and III where the zero-
curvature solution is stable and (ii) region II with fo < 0,
where the zero-curvature solution becomes unstable and
other stable solution exist. Note that for J = 0, we
have that fo < 0 for T' < 1: the unit of temperature
Ty is thus the transition temperature in the absence of
antiferromagnetic coupling among the pseudospins.

The deviation of the free energy density from the zero-
curvature value is provided by the Taylor expansion

J,T J,T
Af(x; J,T) =f2(2 )2 f4(4, 4
fo(J,T
+ %x“ +0(x%), (23)
where
—6J/T

F1(1,T) = = (3 - e‘“/T) , (24a)

e 0T e 4J)T
fg(J,T):—?(e /T _ 30¢4J/ +45). (24D)
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram of the rotationally invariant spin-

string. The plane (J,T) is divided into several regions, char-
acterised by the existing phases and their stability. In region
I, only the ZC phase exists. In region II, phase ZC is unsta-
ble, and there appears a stable buckled phase B. In region
III, three phases coexist: ZC, and two buckled phases, B+
and B-; the latter being unstable, whereas ZC and B+ are
locally stable. Phase B+ is the most stable one in Illa, with
ZC being metastable, whereas the roles are reversed in I1Ib.
Point C = (J¢, T¢) is the tricritical point. Above it, the phase
transition is second-order; below, it is first-order. The curve
Jo(T), given by Eq. , is a bifurcation curve. For T' > T., it
defines the already mentioned second-order phase transition
(black solid line). For T' < T, it demarcates the change from
region II to region III (leftmost dotted line). The curve Jas(T")
(rightmost dotted line), theoretically predicted by Eq.
close to the tricritical point (blue dotted line), demarcates the
change from region III to region I. The curve J¢(T') (dashed
line), theoretically predicted by Eq. (26b]) close to the tri-
critical point (red dashed line), is the first-order transition
line: over it, phases B+ and ZC have the same free energy.
Also plotted are the theoretical low-temperature limiting val-
ues J](\g) and Jfo). On the one hand, the predictions for the
bifurcation curve and for (Jt(o), Jgg)) are exact. On the other
hand, the asymptotic theoretical predictions for the curves
Ji(T) and Ju(T) show an excellent agreement with the nu-
merical results, within their range of validity. See Sec.[[V C|for

further details in the numerical determination of the curves
Ji(T) and Ja(T).

The phase diagram of the system is presented in Fig.
paying special attention to the demarcation of the differ-
ent regions and subregions where both the number of
equilibrium solutions and its stability change. This fig-
ure summarises the main results of the equilibrium and
stability analyses carried out in detail in Appendix [A]

Therefrom, we highlight here the tricritical point,

R de= (T = (25)

and the asymptotic theoretical prediction for the curves
Jur (Ji) separating regions I and IIIb (IIb and I1Ta),

I(T) = J(T) + VBT -7 (26a)

Jo(T) = Jo(T) + %\/g(T —T.)% (26b)

B. Low-temperature limit

Now we turn our attention to the low-temperature
limit T < 1. By defining eég as the energy per site in the
ground state of the one-dimensional pseudospin system
with external field y and antiferromagnetic coupling J,
we can write

lim —T ¢l = eld (27)

T 0+ int — “gs*
The ground state energy of the pseudospin system is

egs = = (IXI = 2J) H (|x| = 2J) = J, (28)
in which H (x) is Heaviside’s step function. Equation
is readily understood on a physical basis: for small |y,
the antiferromagnetic coupling wins and the ground state
corresponds to antiferromagnetic ordering, eésd = —J,
whereas for large |x|, the external field wins and the

ground state corresponds to all spins aligned with the

curvature, efd = —|[x| +J. These two expressions for
erd become equal at |y| = 2J, which marks the crossover

between them both. Of course, eld can also be derived

by taking the limit 7" — 0% in Eq. 7 bringing to bear
Eq. for iln(i.
The above discussion entails that the free energy den-

sity (15b)) simplifies to

2
FOGIT) ~ 5 = (Xl =20 H (x| —20) = J, T<1.

(29)
Also, Eq. for the equilibrium curvature converts to

‘ch| = H(|ch| —2J),

Both in Egs. (29) and , Heaviside’s step function
must be understood in a “physical way”, since it appears
here as the low-temperature limit of the rhs of Eq. .
Therefore, H(x) comprises three strokes: two flat strokes,
equal to 0 and 1 for x < 0 and x > 0, respectively, and
a vertical stroke at © = 0, which joins the previous two.
Logically, Eq. preserves the symmetry Xeq — —Xeq:
we recall that we are restricting ourselves to positive cur-
vatures, 0 |Xeq| = Xeq in the following.

In order to study the solutions of Eq. , a graphical
method is useful. In Fig. [2, we plot the functions on the

T <1, (30)
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FIG. 2. Graphical method for solving Eq. (30). For each J,
the intersection points of the functions H(xeq — 2J) (solid
lines) and Xeq (dashed blue line) give the equilibrium cur-
vature in the low-temperature limit. For J > Jf\g) = 1/2,
for instance J = 0.55 (green solid line), the only solution
iS Xeq = 0, i.e. the ZC phase. For J < JI(S[), for instance
J = 0.25 (red solid line), there appear three solutions: in
addition to the ZC phase corresponding to xeq = 0, we have
two buckled phases corresponding to xeq = 2J (B- phase) and
Xeq = 1 (B+ phase).

lhs and the rhs of Eq. and look for the intersection
points of both functions. It is clearly seen that xeq = 0
is always a solution, for all J: the phase ZC survives in
the low-temperature limit. In addition, there appear two
buckled solutions for 2J < 1, i.e. J < J](\g) = 1/2: specif-
ically, xeq = 2J and x.q = 1. Both solutions coalesce

at J](\g): stronger antiferromagnetic interaction destroys
the buckled phases, in which the magnetisation of the
pseudospins is different from zero—a signature of ferro-
magnetic ordering.

Let us calculate the free energy density of each of the
phases, in order to identify them. First, the free energy
density of the ZC phase is given by fzc(J,T) ~ —J, for
T < 1, so that

Af(x; I T) = f(x; J,T) = fzc(J,T)
XQ
2

~=——(x|-20)H(x|-2J), T<1.
(31)
Therefore, one obtains
Af(Xeq =2J;J,T — 0) ~ 2J2, (32a)
Af(Xeq =13 J,T = 0) ~ —% +2J. (32b)

On the one hand, the phase with x.q = 2J has al-
ways a free energy that is larger than that of the ZC
phase—recall that the total free energy is proportional
to its density as stated by Eq. . On the other hand,
Af(xeq = 1;J,T — 0) changes sign at J = Jt(o) =1/4:
the phase with x.q = 1 has a free energy that is smaller
(larger) than that of the ZC phase for 0 < J < Jt(o)

(Jt(o) <J< J}y). Therefore, the solution with yeq =1

is expected to correspond to the low-temperature limit
of phase B+, whereas the solution with x.q = 2J should
correspond to the low-temperature limit of phase B-.

Also, the points (Jt(o),O) and (Jﬁ?,()) should corre-

spond to the endpoints of the first-order line J;(T') and
the right border line of region III Jy;(T'), respectively—
we have analytical predictions for these lines, them being
rigorously valid just in the vicinity of the tricritical point,

Egs. (26b) and (26al). These expectations are confirmed

by the numerical analysis below.

C. Numerical analysis

Here, we perform a numerical analysis of the phase dia-
gram of our model system. We construct a 200x200 mesh
in the (J,T) plane and find Xcq, by numerically solving
Eq. (16) at each point of this mesh. At some points
(J,T), more than one solution is found: note that this
is expected, since in certain regions of the plane (J,T)
several phases coexist. This analysis allows us to build a
numerical phase diagram for our system and compare it
with our analytical predictions above—depicted in Fig. [T}

Figure [3|shows the values of x.q for the thermodynam-
ically stable phase—the most stable one when there is
coexistence. Therein, it is clearly observed that the tran-
sition changes from second-order to first-order at the tri-
critical point. Above the tricritical point C, xoq changes
continously from zero to non-zero values at the bifurca-
tion curve Ju(T') (solid line). Below the tricritical point,
Xeq changes discontinuously from zero to non-zero values
at the first-order line J;(T) (dashed line). Recall that
the curvature plays the role of the order parameter in
our model. In fact, x.q equals the magnetisation of the
pseudospins, which is given by the rhs of Eq. .

By inserting the numerical solution for x.q into
Eq. , we get the values of the free energy density
over the considered mesh. We present our results in
Fig. [ where we plot the difference of the free energy
density with respect to the ZC profile, Af(xeq; J,T), as
defined in Eq. (20). In the left panel, the value for the
stable buckled phase, wherever it exists, is shown—in re-
gion I, within there is no buckled phase, a constant value
zero is plotted. Therefore, phase B is shown in region
II, inside the bifurcation curve (solid line above the
tricritical point C, leftmost dotted line below it), and
phase B+ is plotted in region III. Region III is demar-
cated by the bifurcation curve, the segment of the J-axis

between the origin and the point (J}Q% O), and the curve

Ju (T) that marks the limit of existence of the phases B+
(rightmost dotted line). In the right panel, Af(xeq; J,T)
is plotted for the unstable phase B-, which only exists in
region II—consistently, in regions I and II, a constant
value zero is plotted. The three phases, ZC, B+, and B-
coexist in region III, which is divided into two subregions
by the first-order line J;(T') (dashed line): IITa, where
Af(xe;J,T) <0 and the most stable phase is B+, be-
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FIG. 3. Curvature of the most stable phase (numerically ob-
tained). The labelling of the different regions and the code
of the different lines is the same as in Fig. [I| The change of
order of the transition, from second-order (solid line) above
C to first-order (dashed line) below, is clearly observed.

ing ZC metastable; and ITIb, where the roles are reversed,
the most stable phase is ZC, being B+ metastable.
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V. SPIN-MEMBRANE MODEL ON A
HONEYCOMB LATTICE

Now we move to a two-dimensional system, i.e. a spin-
membrane model. Specifically, we consider the system
on a honeycomb lattice, such as that of graphene. There
is a particle—carbon atom if thinking of graphene—
at each node (i,j) in a certain two-dimensional region
Q. The transverse displacement with respect to the
plane of each particle is denoted by wu;;. Analogously
to the one-dimensional spin-string analysed before, dis-
placements parallel to the plane are not taken into con-
sideration. Moreover, at each site (¢,j) we have a pseu-
dospin ¢;; = %1, which models in a simple way other
degrees of freedom—for example, the out-of-plane elec-
tron that is not bonded.

A sketch of the lattice honeycomb lattice, with lat-
tice constant a, is shown in Fig. [5l Indices i and j are
employed for rows and columns, respectively. Note that
atoms at each row are distributed in zigzag. There are
two types of sites, e-sites and o-sites. For the former,
the three nearest neighbours are one above and two be-
low; for the latter, the three nearest neighbours are two
above and one below [40)]. Note that the two-dimensional
domain §2 can have an arbitrary shape, not necessarily
rectangular—for the sake of simplicity, we assume that it
has no holes. This means that all the nearest neighbours
are present for the bulk sites shown in Fig. fl—boundary
sites will be taken into account by introducing appro-
priate boundary conditions over the contour d2 of the
region {2, as discussed later on.

The rotationally invariant Hamiltonian is the exten-
sion of the spin-string one, as given by Eq. , to the
honeycomb lattice,

2
+ 5 (Wim1, + Wij—1 + Wi g1 — 3uij)” — hoyj (wio1,j + Ui j—1 + Ui 41 — 3ugyg)

J
+ 5065 (Fic1j + 0ij—1 + 0ijt1)

2
vy |k 2
3
+ A g [ﬁ + 3 (U,7;+1,j + Ui -1+ Ui 1 — 3uij) — hojj; (Ui+17j + Ui 51+ Ui 41 — 3uij)
|i—j|=o0dd
J
+ 501‘]‘ (O'i—i-l,j + 0551+ Uz’,j+1) . (33)

For the sake of clarity, the Hamiltonian is split into
two sums because nearest neighbours are different for e-
sites and o-sites. Within each sum on the rhs, the first
term stands for the kinetic energy, the second one cor-
responds to the elastic contribution to the Hamiltonian,
the third one describes the interaction between the trans-
verse displacements and the pseudospins, and the fourth

one provides the antiferromagnetic coupling among the
pseudospins. [51]
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