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A bstract

In thispaperwe considerthe variationalapproach to cactustrees(Husim i

trees)and them orecom m on recursiveapproach,thatarein principleequiv-

alent for � nite system s. W e discuss in detailthe conditions under which

the two m ethodsare equivalentalso in the analysisofin� nite (self-sim ilar)

cactustrees,usually investigated to the purpose ofapproxim ating ordinary

lattice system s. Such issue ishardly everstated in the literature.W e show

(on signi� canttestm odels)thatthetherm odynam icquantitiescom puted by

the variationalm ethod,when they deviatesfrom the exactbulk properties

ofthe cactus system ,generally provide a better approxim ation to the be-

haviorofa corresponding ordinary system . Generalizing a property proved

by Kikuchi,wealso show thatthenum ericalalgorithm usually em ployed to

perform the free energy m inim ization in the variationalapproach isalways

convergent.

KEY W ORDS:Cactustree,Husim itree,cactusapproxim ation,latticem odel,

Ising m odel.



1 Introduction

Cactus trees are lattices with a branched topology [1,2],and usually also

a self-sim ilarstructure [1,3].M odelsystem son cactustreesareinteresting

m ainly becauseoftwo reasons.Firstthey often providereliableapproxim a-

tions to m ore realistic m odels on ordinary lattices [1,4],and second their

statisticalm echanics can be generally worked out exactly [1,2,3,4]. Be-

cause ofthese facts,a lotofphysicalsystem shave been investigated in the

fram ework oftreelattices:avariety ofIsing-likem odels[5,6,7,8,9,10,11],

Potts m odels [12],spin liquids [13],system s with quenched disorder [14],

polym ers[15,16,17,18,19],abelian sandpiles [20],electronsin binary al-

loys [21]and am orphous solids [22]. The sim plest class oflattice m odels,

i.e. Ising m odels,have been m ostwidely investigated also on cactustrees.

In orderto the approxim ation ofsystem s on ordinary lattices,ithasbeen

shown by M onroe that the cactus approxim ation turns out to be particu-

larly successfulin two relevantcases,nam ely system swith m ulti-site inter-

actions[5,6]and frustrated system s[8].In both casesthesim plem ean � eld

theory and theBetheapproxim ation failin predicting aqualitatively correct

phase diagram [23,24]. In the specialcase ofthe fully frustrated antiferro-

m agneticIsing m odelon thetriangularlattice,thesam eholdseven forlarge

order Cluster Variation M ethod (CVM ) [25],while the cactus approxim a-

tion yieldsqualitatively correctresults[8].Recently M onroehim selfhasalso

shown thata seriesofcactusapproxim ationswith largerand largerbuilding

blocks allows not only a m ore precise determ ination ofphase diagram s [8]

butalso quite good estim ates ofcriticalexponents [26]. Asa consequence

ofsuch and otherpositive results,considerable attention hasbeen devoted

to the propertiesofcactustrees[27]and ofthe m ethodsby which they are

studied [4].

In m ostpapersdealing with cactustrees,calculationsare based on the

self-sim ilarstructureofthesystem and thisfeatureisexploited todeterm ine

itsphysicalproperties.In thefollowing we shallreferto such kind oftreat-

m ents as to the recursive approach. Nevertheless it is known that cactus

treescan be studied also by m eansofa variationalapproach,equivalentto

theCVM with a specialchoiceofbasicclusters[2].Thetwo m ethodsarein

principle equivalentand both give the exactsolution for� nite cactustrees.

Nevertheless,to thepurposeofapproxim ating ordinary latticesystem s,one

isusually interested in determ ining thebulk propertiesofan in� nitecactus

tree.Thiscan bedoneexactly only by m eansoftherecursive approach,by

evaluatingthelim itofarecursion relation,orm oreprecisely by investigating

the attractorofa dynam icalsystem de� ned by therecursion relation itself.

In order to em ploy the variationalapproach as well,one usually assum es

som edegreeof\translational"invariance[1,2].Even when such assum ption

isactually veri� ed in the interior (bulk)ofthe cactus tree,the variational
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freeenergydensity evaluated in thiswayturnsouttobeonlythebulkcontri-

bution,notthe exactone.The contribution ofsurface sites,whose num ber

increasesexponentially asthetreeisexpanded [1],cannotbeneglected even

in the therm odynam ic lim it. Thishasnotalwaysbeen stated so clearly in

theliterature[2],and onem ightexpectthata m inim ization ofthebulk free

energy density yieldsbulk equilibrium properties.W epointoutthatthisis

trueonlyundercertain conditions,nam elywhen thelim itoftherecursion re-

lation exists(thatistheassociated dynam icalsystem hasa � xed point,that

isthebulkinvariancecondition actuallyholds[1]),and asfarastheequation

ofstate is concerned. The latter issue refers to the possibility ofm ultiple

solutions,i.e.coexistencephenom ena,forwhich thetwo m ethodsgenerally

predictthesam esolutions(ifthe� xed pointexists)butdi� erent� rstorder

transitions.In othercases(when the� xed pointdoesnotexist)thepresence

ofboundariesm ay dram atically a� ectalso the bulk behaviorofthe cactus

system ,which turnsoutto be com pletely di� erent from thatpredicted by

thevariationalapproach.By m eansofactualcalculationsperform ed on sig-

ni� cant testm odels we show that,when the variationalapproach deviates

from therecursiveapproach (thatisfrom theexactsolution),neverthelessit

generally yieldsa betterapproxim ation to the behaviorofa corresponding

ordinary latticesystem .In thelastpartofthepaperwediscussa particular

issue related to the variationalapproach. W e show an im portantproperty

ofthe num ericalalgorithm generally used to perform the free energy m ini-

m ization,known asNaturalIteration M ethod (NIM ).Itturnsoutthatthe

free energy decreasesateach step. W e actually generalize a proofgiven by

Kikuchi[28]for the Bethe approxim ation,coinciding with the variational

approach to theCayley tree[29].

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIweintroducethem ostim por-

tantfeaturesofcactustrees.M oreoverweintroducethevariationalapproach

and therecursiveapproach forthecaseofa � nitecactustree.W eshow that

thevariationalapproach isexactbecausetheprobability distribution ofthe

m icroscopic state ofthe system has actually the factorized form predicted

by theCVM .In Sec.IIIweconsiderthelim itofan in� nitecactustreewith

self-sim ilar structure,taking som e restricting hypotheses,thathowever in-

clude quite a large num berofrelevantcases. Aspreviously m entioned,we

show that,asfarasequationsofstateareconcerned,therecursiveapproach

reducesto the variationalapproach,provided the lim itofthe recursion re-

lation exists. In Sec.IV we work out the variationalapproach for three

testm odelsalready investigated by therecursiveapproach,nam ely theIsing

m odelswith pure 4-spin interaction on the square cactus[5],the antiferro-

m agnetic Ising m odelon the triangle cactus [8],and the Ising m odelwith

pure3-spin interaction on thetrianglecactus[5].Aspreviously m entioned,

we argue thatthe variationalapproach providesa betterapproxim ation to
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thephasebehaviorofcorresponding ordinary latticesystem s,even ifitgen-

erally doesnotcoincidewith theactualbulk behaviorofthecactussystem s.

In Sec.V we prove theproperty offree energy decreasing and discusssom e

consequencesofsuch property concerning theresultsoftheprevioussection.

Finally in Sec.VIwegivesom econcluding rem arks.

2 Fundam entals on cactus trees

W e introduce a cactus tree asa lattice with specialproperties. Letus as-

sum e that each lattice site is characterized by a state variable and that a

ham iltonian H de� nes interactions am ong sites (and ofsiteswith external

� elds)asa function ofthestateX ofthewholesystem .Ifinteractionshave

� niterange,then itispossibleto de� nea setM ofm ain clustersofsites,so

thattheham iltonian can bewritten asa sum overallthem ain clusters

H (X )=
X

M 2M

hM (xM ); (1)

where xM denotesthe setofsite state variablesin the m ain clusterM and

hM (xM )isa partofthe ham iltonian depending only on xM . Letusnotice

thatthe choice ofM (and also ofthe setoffunctionsfhM gM 2M )m ay be

notunique.W erequire thatM � M 0 can neveroccurforany M ;M 02 M ;

otherwise we can give another de� nition ofM to avoid this. Let us also

de� nethesetofintersectionsofm ain clusters

J
:
= fM \ M 0(

:
= JM M 0) ;M ;M

02 M g: (2)

W e say that a lattice is a cactus tree ifit is possible to de� ne M non-

trivially (i.e. not m ade up ofa single elem ent coinciding with the whole

lattice),so thatthe following property holdsforany integern � 3 and for

any M 1;M 2;:::;M n 2 M

JM 1M 2
;:::;JM iM i+ 1

;:::;JM n M 1
6= ; =)

=) JM 1M 2
= :::= JM iM i+ 1

= :::= JM n M 1
: (3)

Eq.(3) states that in the lattice there are no \loops" m ade up ofm ain

clusters,and isthereason why thelatticecan bereferred to as\tree".Itis

easy toshow thatsuch condition im pliesJ\J0= ;forany J;J02 J .M orita

refersto clustersin thesetJ asjointclusters[2],becausethey actually act

as\joints" am ong m ain clusters,and theintersection oftwo jointclustersis

alwaysem pty.A possiblestructureofa cactustreeisdepicted in Fig.1.

W enow introducesom em orede� nitionsand properties,usefulto deter-

m ine the factorized form ofthe system probability distribution (pd)P(X ).

Letusconsidertwodi� erentm ain clustersM ;M 0;wesay thatM and M 0are
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connectedifitispossibleto� ndM1;:::;M n 2 M sothatJM M 1
;:::;JM n M

0 6=

;. W e can assum e thatany M ;M 0 2 M are connected,otherwise oursys-

tem would bem adeup oftwoorm orenon-interactingsubsystem s.M oreover,

given som e jointclusterJ,we say thatM ;M 0 are connected excluding J if

there exists a path M 1;:::;M n connecting M to M 0 (in the sense de� ned

previously),so thatJM M 1
;:::;JM n M

0 6= J. W e shallshortly denote thisby

M
J
� M 0.Itiseasy to show thatin thisway each J de� nesan equivalence

relation
J
� in M ,which partitionsthe setofm ain clustersinto equivalence

classes. It is also possible to prove that such equivalence classes coincide

with thebranchesdeparting from J,de� ned as

BJM

:
= fM 02 M jM 0 J

� M g: (4)

forallm ain clustersM � J. Forexam ple in the system ofFig.1 J123 and

J145 giverisetothreebranches,whileJ16 givesrisetotwobranches.W enow

de� nethebranch ham iltoniansin thefollowing way

H JM (xJ;X JM )
:
=

X

M 02BJ M

hM 0(xM 0); (5)

where X JM denotes the state ofthe branch m inus the base cluster J. W e

also de� nethepartial(branch)partition functions

W JM (xJ)
:
=

X

X J M

e
� �H J M (xJ ;X J M )

; (6)

where the sum runsoverallpossible statesX JM and � = 1=kB T,being kB
the Boltzm ann constant and T the absolute tem perature. From Eq.(1),

Eq.(5),and the fact that fBJM gM � J gives a partition ofM it turns out

that,foreach jointclusterJ,thetotalham iltonian can beexpressed by

H (X )=
X

M � J

H JM (xJ;X JM ); (7)

wherethesum runsoverallm ainclustersM containingJ.UsingalsoEq.(6),

thisallowstowritethepd pJ(xJ)ofthestatexJ ofajointclusterJ asfollows

pJ(xJ)= Z
� 1

Y

M � J

W JM (xJ); (8)

where Z =
P

X e
� �H (X ) isthe (total)partition function. Fig.1 showsthat

onem oreway to writetheham iltonian (1)is,foreach m ain clusterM ,

H (X )= hM (xM )+
X

J� M

X

M 0
� J

M 06= M

H JM 0(xJ;X JM 0); (9)
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where the outersum runsoveralljointclustersJ contained in M ,and the

inner one over allm ain clusters M 0 containing J,except M itself. Using

again Eq.(6),thepd pM (xM )ofthestatexM ofa m ain clusterM turnsout

to be

pM (xM )= Z
� 1
e
� �hM (xM )

Y

J� M

Y

M 0
� J

M 06= M

W JM 0(xJ): (10)

W ealso noticethat
X

M 2M

1�
X

J2J

(cJ � 1)= 1; (11)

where cJ denotes the connectivity constant ofthe joint cluster J,i.e. the

num berofm ain clustersM such thatM � J.Such \sum rule"can beeasily

proved by considering any starting m ain clusterand adding the otherones

by a \growth" procedure.Itturnsoutthateach jointclusterJ im pliesthe

addition ofcJ � 1 m ain cluster,whenceEq.(11).

Taking into accountEqs.(8),(10),(11),and perform ing som e straight-

forward m anipulations,itispossibletoprovethatthepd ofthewholesystem

P(X )= Z � 1e� �H (X ) takeson thefactorized form

P(X )=

Y

M 2M

pM (xM )

Y

J2J

[pJ(xJ)]
cJ � 1

: (12)

W e can now write the free energy as a function ofpds ofm ain and joint

clustersonly.AsfarastheentropyS isconcerned,wespliteach contribution

from a jointclusteram ong m ain clustersthatcontain it,and write

S=kB = h� logP(X )i= �
X

M 2M

*

logpM (xM )�
X

J� M

cJ � 1

cJ
logpJ(xJ)

+

;

(13)

where h�i denotes an ensem ble average. For the internalenergy U,from

Eq.(1)wesim ply have

U = hH (X )i=
X

M 2M

hhM (xM )i: (14)

Expanding ensem ble averages,wecan then expressthefreeenergy F by

�F = �U � S=k B =
X

M 2M

X

xM

pM (xM )’M (xM ); (15)

where

’M (xM )
:
= �hM (xM )+ logpM (xM )�

X

J� M

bJ logpJ(xJ) (16)
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and bJ
:
= 1� 1=cJ. Itturnsoutthatthisfree energy expression,which is

exact,coincideswith theCVM freeenergy[30]wherethesetofbasicclusters

isM .Then the exacttherm odynam ic equilibrium state can bedeterm ined

by the m inim ization ofthis free energy with respect to m ain cluster pds

pM (xM ),with suitablecom patibility constraintsforjointclusterpdspJ(xJ).

Thelatterm ustbeobtained asm arginaldistributionsforallM � J by

pJ(xJ)=
X

xM nJ

pM (xM ); (17)

wherexM nJ denotesthestateofthem ain clusterM m inusthejointcluster

J. Thisconcludesthe generaldiscussion asfarasthe variationalapproach

isconcerned.

As far as the recursive approach is concerned,we have to introduce a

sim plerelation between thepartialpartition function ofa branch and those

ofits\sub-branches". Letusconsiderforinstance a jointclusterin Fig.1

and the ham iltonian ofthe branch towards the centralm ain cluster. It is

easy to relatethelatterto ham iltoniansofbranchesstarting from theother

two jointclustersdisplayed.In generalitispossibleto write

H JM (xJ;X JM )= hM (xM )+
X

J0� M
J06= J

X

M 0
� J0

M 06= M

H J0M 0(xJ0;X J0M 0); (18)

wheretheoutersum runsoveralljointclustersJ0contained in M exceptJ,

and the innerone overallm ain clustersM 0 containing J0,exceptM itself.

Hencefrom Eq.(6)

W JM (xJ)=
X

xM nJ

e
� �hM (xM )

Y

J0� M
J06= J

Y

M 0
� J0

M 06= M

W J0M 0(xJ0): (19)

By m eansofthisequation (in a recursive m anner,starting from thebound-

aries)itispossible to determ ine partialpartition functionsW JM (xJ)forall

branches BJM departing from each joint cluster J ofa � nite cactus tree.

Eqs.(8)and (10)then providerespectively jointand m ain clusterpds,from

which allequilibrium therm odynam icpropertiescan bederived.

3 T he variationaland the recursive approach

to in�nite cactus trees

In thissection we considerthe lim itofin� nite cactustree with self-sim ilar

structure. This case isrelevantto the approxim ation ofm odelsystem s on

ordinary lattices,characterized by translationalinvariance. W e take som e

restricting hypotheses,thathoweverinclude quite a large num berofcases:

6



we assum e that (i) site state variables are scalars, and (ii) joint clusters

are only single sites (we shallsim ply say jointsites in the following). In

order to have a self-sim ilar structure,we also require that (iii) each m ain

clustercontainsthesam etotalnum berofsites(with thesam enum bern of

jointsites),and (iv)allm ain clusterham iltoniansareequivalent.Thelatter

condition reads

hM (x)� h(x) 8M 2 M ; (20)

with

x
:
= fx0;x1;:::;xng: (21)

Herex denotesthetotalstateofa m ain cluster:jointsitestatesaredenoted

by xi (i = 1;:::;n),while x0 denotes the state ofthe portion ofa m ain

cluster not covered by joint sites. In principle we assum e there are som e

term sin h(x)thatm akejointsitesdistinguishable(forinstanceinteractions

with n di� erentexternal� elds). De� ning a setofconnectivity constantsci
(i= 1;:::;n),webuild thecactustreewith theusualgrowth procedure.W e

attach ci� 1 equivalentm ain clustersto thei-th jointsiteofa starting m ain

cluster,and then weproducenew \generations"iteratingtheprocedure.W e

obtain a structureofthetypedepicted in Fig.2,which satis� esallprevious

requirem ents. Letusnotice thatsuch a system turnsoutto be self-sim ilar

only in thetherm odynam iclim it.

It is not possible to apply to this case the variationalapproach as de-

scribed in the previous section, because one would have to dealwith an

in� nity ofvariationalparam eters.Thereforeweassum ean invariancecondi-

tion

pM (x)� p(x) (22)

form ain clusters M in the interior(bulk) ofthe tree,thatisfarfrom the

surface. In thisway the variationalapproach can only determ ine the bulk

equilibrium state,that is p(x),which should approxim ate that ofa corre-

sponding ordinary lattice m odel,and isassum ed independent ofboundary

conditions.In thehypothesisthatEq.(22)holds,in thebulk we shallhave

only a num bern of(in principle)di� erent\types" ofjointsites,i.e.n di� er-

entjointsite pdspi(xi)(i= 1;:::;n).Forconvenience we denote thestate

ofa bulk m ain clusterm inusthei-th jointsiteas

xni
:
= fx0;x1;:::;xi� 1;xi+ 1;:::;xng: (23)

Accordingly jointsitepdscan bewritten asm arginaldistributionsby

pi(xi)=
X

xni

p(x): (24)

As m entioned in the introduction,we only evaluate the bulk free energy

density f (perm ain cluster)and perform a m inim ization off,expecting to
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determ ine the bulk equilibrium state. Taking into accountEqs.(15),(16),

and theinvarianceassum ption Eq.(22),wecan write

�f =
X

x

p(x)’(x); (25)

where

’(x)
:
= �h(x)+ logp(x)�

nX

i= 1

bilogpi(xi); (26)

and bi
:
= 1� 1=ci.Thefreeenergydensity f isafunctionalin p(x)only,being

pi(xi)dependenton them via Eq.(24).W ethen work outthem inim ization

with respect to p(x),using the Lagrange m ultiplier m ethod to im pose the

norm alization constraint
X

x

p(x)= 1: (27)

Letusde� nethefunctional

�f� = �f � �

"
X

x

p(x)� 1

#

; (28)

where�istheunknown Lagrangem ultiplier,to bedeterm ined im posing the

constraint.Taking thederivativesoff� with respectto p(x)(m aking useof

Eq.(24)),and setting them to zero,weobtain

p(x)= z
� 1
e
� �h(x)

nY

i= 1

[pi(xi)]
bi; (29)

wherez isrelated to �in an irrelevantway.W ethen sim ply takethesum of

both sidesofEq.(29)overallthem ain clusterstatesx,and im poseEq.(27),

obtaining

z=
X

x

e
� �h(x)

nY

i= 1

[pi(xi)]
bi: (30)

Eq.(29),with z de� ned by Eq.(30),provides a � xed point equation for

p(x),which is usually solved via an iterative procedure known as Natural

Iteration M ethod (NIM )[28].Di� erentsolutionsm ay befound starting the

procedure from di� erent guesses p(x),and the stable phase is determ ined

as the solution with the lowest free energy density f. The latter can be

evaluated by takingthelogarithm ofboth sidesofEq.(29),substituting into

Eq.(26)and then into Eq.(25),yielding

�f = � logz; (31)

where z has to be com puted at each iteration. In the following we shall

verify thatsuch a criterion ofstability generally doesnotpredicttheactual

� rst order phase transitions for an in� nite cactus system ,because it does

8



nottake into accountsurface contributionsto thefree energy.Nevertheless

itseem sto be the m ostreasonable way to approxim ate the phase behavior

ofa corresponding ordinary system [2,4].

Letusturn to therecursivem ethod and considera branch ofourcactus

tree.Itiseasy to seethatpartialpartition functionsW JM (xJ)depend only

on thejointsiteindex iand thenum berk ofgenerationsattached to it.For

a k-th generation branch,partialpartition functionscan then bedenoted by

W i;k(xi)(i= 1;:::;n),and therecursion relation Eq.(19)reads

W i;k(xi)=
X

xni

e
� �h(x)

nY

i0= 1
i06= i

[W i0;k� 1(xi0)]
c
i0
� 1
: (32)

Such equation could determ inein principleallpartialpartition functionsun-

tilthetherm odynam iclim itlim k! 1 W i;k(xi),necessary to obtain bulk prop-

erties. In practice this is not actually possible,because such lim it equals

in� nity. Howeverone usually perform ssom e sim ple m anipulations,leading

to a feasible recursion relation,but this willbe shown in the next section

forparticularexam ples. By now we only show explicitly thatthe recursion

relation Eq.(32)isequivalenttotheNIM equations(29)and (30)in thether-

m odynam ic lim itk ! 1 ,in the hypothesisthatsuch lim itexists[1]. The

existence ofthelim itisactually equivalentto thebulk invariancecondition

Eq.(22).In thefram ework oftherecursive approach oneusually com putes

thei-th (bulk)jointsitepd pi(xi)by(i)attachingcik-th generation branches

ofthe i-th type,(ii)evaluating the centralsite pd pi;k(xi),and (iii)taking

thelim it

pi(xi)= lim
k! 1

pi;k(xi): (33)

Noticethatoneactually considersthecentralsiteofn (in principle)di� erent

trees.To berigorous,thisdoesnotevaluatecorrectly thepropertiesofsites

close to the surface ofthe realtree,butbecom es exact forbulk sites,still

in the hypothesisthatthe lim itk ! 1 exists. Specializing Eq.(8)we can

write

pi;k(xi)= Z
� 1

i;k [W i;k(xi)]
ci; (34)

where

Zi;k =
X

xi

[W i;k(xi)]
ci (35)

is the partition function of the i-th tree m ade up of ci k-th generation

branches. AllZi;k tend to the partition function Z ofthe in� nite tree in

thelim itk ! 1 .Substituting Eq.(34)into Eq.(32),and m ultiplying both

sidesby [pik(xi)]
bi,weobtain

pi;k(xi)= Z
� 1=ci
i;k

nY

i00= 1
i006= i

Z
b
i00

i00;k� 1 �
X

xni

e
� �h(x)[pi;k(xi)]

bi

nY

i0= 1
i06= i

[pi0;k� 1(xi0)]
b
i0: (36)

9



Letusde� ne

zi;k
:
=

X

x

e
� �h(x)[pi;k(xi)]

bi

nY

i0= 1
i06= i

[pi0;k� 1(xi0)]
b
i0: (37)

Using Eq.(34),the factthat
P

x �
P

xi

P

xni
,Eq.(32),and Eq.(35),itis

possibleto provethat

zi;k = Z
1=ci
i;k

nY

i0= 1
i06= i

Z
� b

i0

i0;k� 1; (38)

which ensuresnorm alization ofpi;k(xi).M oreoveritisevidentfrom Eq.(37)

that,ifthelim itEq.(33)exists,then

lim
k! 1

zi;k = z (39)

(independently ofi),where z is de� ned by Eq.(30). As a consequence,

rem em bering Eq.(24),weseethatEq.(36)in thelim itk ! 1 isequivalent

to Eq.(29)\m arginalized" to jointsitepds(i.e.aftera sum m ation ofboth

sidesoverxni),which provestheequivalencewith theNIM .

By the way we also notice that, taking into account Eqs.(31),(39),

and (38),wecan write

�f = lim
k! 1

2

6
6
6
4
�
1

ci
logZi;k +

nX

i0= 1
i06= i

ci0 � 1

ci0
logZi0;k� 1

3

7
7
7
5
: (40)

W hen a Cayley treeisconsidered,Eq.(40)reducesto theform ula proposed

by Gujrati(Eq.(3)in Ref.[4])to evaluate the bulk free energy density in

thefram ework oftherecursive approach.

4 Test m odels

In this section we consider three test m odels,which we � nd very signi� -

cantand havebeen previously investigated by therecursive approach [5,8].

W e perform variationalcalculationsand com pare the results with those of

the recursive approach. This should clarify the discussion ofthe previous

section and point out analogies and di� erences between the two m ethods,

relating them to both the bulk behaviorofin� nite cactustreesand thatof

corresponding ordinary latticesystem s.

The� rstm odelisanIsingm odelwith pure4-spin interactionand uniform

m agnetic� eld [5]on thesquarecactus(m ain clustersaresquare\plaquettes"

offoursites).Each siteisa jointsite,characterized by a spin statevariable
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(s1;s2;s3;s4 = �1),and connectivity constantsare c1 = c2 = c3 = c4 = c.

Them ain clusterham iltonian is

h(s1;s2;s3;s4)= �Js1s2s3s4 � H
s1 + s2 + s3 + s4

c
; (41)

where J > 0 is the 4-spin coupling constant and H is the m agnetic � eld.

TheNIM equations(29)taketheform

p(s1;s2;s3;s4)= z
� 1
e
� �h(s1;s2;s3;s4)[p1(s1)p2(s2)p3(s3)p4(s4)]

b
; (42)

where p(s1;s2;s3;s4) denotes the m ain cluster pd,b
:
= 1 � 1=c,and z is

determ ined asusualby norm alization. In principle we can distinguish four

di� erentsitepdspi(si)and fourdi� erentm agnetizations

m i= hsii= pi(+)� pi(�) (43)

fori= 1;2;3;4,butfrom thecalculation weobtain onlyhom ogeneousphases

with m agnetization m i� m independentofi.

Asfarasthe recursive m ethod isconcerned,on the Ising square cactus

Eq.(32)reads

W 1;k(s1)=
X

s2= � 1

X

s3= � 1

X

s4= � 1

e
� �h(s1;s2;s3;s4)[W 2;k� 1(s2)W 3;k� 1(s3)W 4;k� 1(s4)]

c� 1

(44)

for site 1,and sim ilarly (by a circular perm utation ofsubscripts) forsites

2;3;4.Eqs.(34)and (35)asa wholeread,fors= �1

pi;k(s)=
[W i;k(s)]

c

[W i;k(+)]
c
+ [W i;k(�)]

c: (45)

W ecan de� netheratio

rk
:
=
W i;k(+)

W i;k(�)
(46)

independently ofi,dueto thefactthatoneassum eshom ogeneousboundary

conditionsand them ain clusterham iltonian possessesa dihedralsym m etry.

Finally,using Eqs.(43),(45)and (46),we can com pute the m agnetization

as

m = lim
k! 1

rck � 1

rck + 1
; (47)

where,dueto Eq.(44),rk obey theequation

rk = a
a3dr

3(c� 1)

k� 1 + 3a2r
2(c� 1)

k� 1 + 3adr
(c� 1)

k� 1 + 1

a3r
3(c� 1)

k� 1 + 3a2dr
2(c� 1)

k� 1 + 3ar
(c� 1)

k� 1 + d
; (48)

11



where a
:
= e2�H =c and d

:
= e2�J. Eq.(48)issolved recursively with the free

boundary condition r0 = a,corresponding to a m agnetic � eld equalto H

acting on allboundary sites.

In Fig.3wereportthephasediagram sobtained byboth m ethodsforH >

0 (� eld inversion H ! �H sim ply im pliesm ! �m ).W ehavesetc= 4,in

orderto approxim ate the m odelon the ordinary square lattice. The phase

diagram s turn out to be qualitatively correct,unlike thatobtained by the

m ean � eld theory(seeRef.[5]foradiscussion).W eobtain a� rstorderphase

transition line atH 6= 0,which separatesa phase with lowerm agnetization

from a phase with higher m agnetization. The line term inates ata critical

point.Accordingtotheprevioussection,theequation ofstateisthesam efor

both m ethods,duetothefactthattherecursion relation Eq.(48)hasalways

a � xed point. On the contrary the phase diagram s are only qualitatively

equivalent butquantitatively di� erent. This is due to the factthatin the

variationalapproach a � rstordertransition isdeterm ined by a crossoverof

the bulk free energy densities oftwo di� erent phases,i.e. two solutions of

theNIM equationsobtained by di� erentguessvalues.On thecontrary,the

recursive m ethod hasa � xed starting point,corresponding to theboundary

conditions,anddetectsa� rstordertransition asanabruptchange(driven by

m odelparam eters)in the attractorofthe dynam icalsystem de� ned by the

recursion relation.Thetransitionobserved inthiswayistheactualtransition

forthesystem on thecactustree.Such di� erenceishardly everpointed out

in the literature [1,2]. As it could be expected,when the two com peting

phasesdegenerate into one (i.e.atthe criticalpoint)the two m ethodsgive

thesam eresult,which con� rm sthefactthatthey areequivalentasfarasthe

equation ofstateisconcerned.Letus� nally noticethatthephasetransition

ofthe cactussystem dependson boundary conditions,while thatpredicted

by thevariationalapproach iscom pletely insensibletothem .Thism akesthe

latterm ethod notexactin predicting thephasebehaviorofcactustrees,but

m oresuitabletoapproxim ate(translationallyinvariant)system son ordinary

lattices,which is very wellveri� ed in the present case. Letus notice that

theIsing m odelwith pure4-spin interaction on theordinary squarelatticeis

self-dual[32],and phasetransitionsshould occur(ifthey do)along theline

given by

sinh(2�J)sinh(2�H )= 1: (49)

From Fig.3 we observe thatthe transition line obtained by the variational

approach nearly coincides(within atolerance� 10� 3)with theself-dualline.

In orderto obtain betterapproxim ationsto ordinary latticesystem salso in

the fram ework ofthe recursive approach,an alternative criterion hasbeen

proposed by M onroe [31]for the location of� rst order transitions. Such

criterion isbased on theevaluation ofthederivativeoftherecursion relation

atits� xed points,and hasbeen veri� ed to give the sam e num ericalresult
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asthe variationalapproach,in the case ofthe Potts m odel. Based on the

resultsofRef.[31]we can state thatthe equivalence isnum erically veri� ed

also forthepresentm odel,becausethetransition lineobtained by M onroe’s

criterion nearly coincides with the self-dualline as well. Nevertheless an

analytic proofofthe equivalence ofsuch criterion with the m inim ization of

thebulkfreeenergydensityhasnotbeen given yet.Aspreviouslym entioned,

anothercriterion,based on theevaluation ofthebulk freeenergy density has

been proposed by Gujrati[4]in the form ofEq.(40). Unfortunately such

an expression isquite di� cultto evaluate num erically in the fram ework of

the recursive approach,because it involves a di� erence between quantities

tending to in� nity in the therm odynam ic lim it. On the contrary Eq.(31)

showsthatthebulk freeenergy density com esoutin a naturalway from the

variationalapproach.

The second testm odelwe consideristhe antiferrom agnetic Ising m odel

with uniform m agnetic� eld [8]on thetrianglecactus(m ain clustersgiven by

threesiteplaquettes).Each siteisa jointsite,characterized by a spin state

variable(s1;s2;s3 = �1),and connectivity constantsarec1 = c2 = c3 = c=

3.Them ain clusterham iltonian reads

h(s1;s2;s3)= �J(s1s2 + s2s3 + s3s1)� H
s1 + s2 + s3

c
; (50)

where J < 0 isthe antiferrom agnetic coupling constantand H isthe m ag-

netic� eld.TheNIM equationsaresim ilarto Eq.(42)

p(s1;s2;s3)= z
� 1
e
� �h(s1;s2;s3)[p1(s1)p2(s2)p3(s3)]

b
; (51)

(with obvious m eaning ofsym bols),while m agnetizations can be obtained

by Eq.(43). From the calculation we obtain a hom ogeneous phase and a

sym m etry-broken phase,where on every triangularplaquette we have (for

H > 0)two siteswith equalpositive m agnetization and onesitewith nega-

tivem agnetization.Thesituation isinverted forH < 0.Thephasediagram

isdisplayed in Fig.4 and issym m etric with respectto H = 0. The transi-

tion line isalways� rstorder. Thism odelturnsoutto be interesting asan

approxim ation ofthe antiferrom agnetic Ising m odelon the ordinary trian-

gularlattice,forwhich,dueto frustration,ordinary m ean � eld like approx-

im ations [24],included the CVM [25],failin predicting the (qualitatively)

correctphasediagram ,and show a phasetransition atzero � eld.

Asfarastherecursive m ethod isconcerned,Eq.(32)reads

W 1;k(s1)=
X

s2= � 1

X

s3= � 1

e
� �h(s1;s2;s3)[W 2;k� 1(s2)W 3;k� 1(s3)]

c� 1
(52)

for site 1,and sim ilarly (by a circular perm utation ofsubscripts) forsites

2;3.Theprocedureisanalogoustothepreviouscase,exceptthefactthatwe
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preservethedependenceon i,in orderto beableto considerinhom ogeneous

boundary conditions(ifhom ogeneousboundary conditionsareim posed the

dependence on idisappearsbecause ofthe dihedralsym m etry ofthe m ain

clusterham iltonian).Being

ri;k
:
=
W i;k(+)

W i;k(�)
; (53)

weobtain thefollowing recursion relation

r1;k = a
a2d2r

c� 1

2;k� 1r
c� 1

3;k� 1 + a
�

r
c� 1

2;k� 1 + r
c� 1

3;k� 1

�

+ 1

a2r
c� 1
2;k� 1r

c� 1
3;k� 1 + a

�

r
c� 1
2;k� 1 + r

c� 1
3;k� 1

�

+ d2
; (54)

forsite 1,and sim ilaronesforsites2;3 (circularperm utation).M agnetiza-

tionsarecom puted by

m i= lim
k! 1

rci;k � 1

rci;k + 1
: (55)

Theresultsoftherecursiveapproachturnsouttobedram aticallya� ected

by boundary conditionsforthepresentm odel.W econsidera � xed tem per-

aturekB T=jJj= 1 and vary the� eld H ,considering thefollowing cases.For

uniform free boundary condition r1;0 = r2;0 = r3;0 = a (m agnetic� eld equal

to H on allboundary sites) we obtain the results displayed in Fig.5(a).

The dependence on iisrem oved but,in a region H 2 (0;H c),the recursion

relation hasno � xed pointand displaysa lim itcycleofperiod 2.Them ag-

netization ofthecentralsite oscillatesbetween thetwo valuesshown in the

� gure,thepositivevalueforeven k and thenegativeoneforodd k.In both

cases triangular plaquettes ofconsecutive generations alternatively display

two siteswith positivem agnetization and onesitewith negativem agnetiza-

tion,orvice-versa. On the contrary forH = 0 and H � H c a � xed point

exists and a param agnetic phase with uniform m agnetization is obtained.

The latterisequivalentto thatpredicted by the variationalapproach. W e

also considerthecaseofinhom ogeneousboundary conditionsr1;0 = r2;0 = a

and r3;0 = a� 2 (m agnetic� eld equalto H on 2=3 ofboundary sitesand �H

on the rem aining ones). W e obtain the resultsdisplayed in Fig.5(b). The

behaviorisequivalentto thepreviousone,exceptin a subintervalof(0;H c),

where a � xed point exists, and the dependence on i is preserved. M ore

precisely weobtain thesam esym m etry-broken phasepredicted by thevaria-

tionalm ethod,with thesam enum ericalvaluesofm agnetizations.Thisisin

agreem entwith thediscussion perform ed in theprevioussection.W e� nally

com paretheaboveresultswith thoseobtained by M onroe[8]by solving the

recursion relation Eq.(54)in a\sequential" way.Even ifthisactually corre-

spond toasligthly di� erentsystem (atreewith a\ragged"surface),itturns

out that a � xed point always exists,and the behavior ofm agnetizations,
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displayed in Fig.5(c),isquantitatively equivalentto thatpredicted by the

variationalapproach (exceptforthepositionsoftransitionsbetween theuni-

form phase and the sym m etry-broken phase). Afterthe discussion ofthese

results,weconcludethattherearesom ecasesin which thebulk behaviorof

cactussystem sdoesnotprovide reliable inform ation aboutthe behaviorof

the corresponding ordinary lattice system ,hence itm ustbe em ployed with

som e caution. Apparently contradicting ourselves,we have to rem ark that

the \sequential" recursive procedure worked outby M onroe gives,with re-

spectto the \norm al" recursive m ethod,a transition line which iscloserto

theM onteCarlo result[33]forthem odelon theordinary triangularlattice

(seeFig.4).Neverthelessthisseem stobeapeculiarity ofthepresentm odel.

The third testm odelwe investigate suggeststhatthe recursive m ethod

alone m ay lead to incorrectconclusions aboutthe physics ofthe m odelon

ordinary lattice,ifno otherinform ation isavailable. W e consideran Ising-

like m odelwith pure three-spin interaction and uniform m agnetic � eld on

the triangle cactus(introduced above). Thism odelhasbeen previously in-

vestigated by the recursive m ethod [5],with the aim ofapproxim ating a

m odelwith three-spin interaction on upward pointing (ordownward point-

ing)trianglesofan ordinarytriangularlattice.Them ain clusterham iltonian

reads

h(s1;s2;s3)= �Js1s2s3 � H
s1 + s2 + s3

c
; (56)

whereJ > 0istheplaquetteinteraction,H isthem agnetic� eld,and c= 3.

Allcalculationsareanalogousto thepreviousm odel.Therecursion relation

turnsoutto be

r1;k = a
a2dr

c� 1
2;k� 1r

c� 1
3;k� 1 + a

�

r
c� 1
2;k� 1 + r

c� 1
3;k� 1

�

+ d

a2r
c� 1
2;k� 1r

c� 1
3;k� 1 + ad

�

r
c� 1
2;k� 1 + r

c� 1
3;k� 1

�

+ 1
(57)

forsite1,and sim ilaronescan bederived (bytheusualcircularperm utation)

forsites2;3.W eobtain thephasediagram shown in Fig.6.ForH > 0 only

hom ogeneous phases are obtained,with a � rst order transition line which

separatesa phase with lowerm agnetization from a phase with higherm ag-

netization. The line term inates at a criticalpoint. The phase behavior is

qualitatively sim ilarto the square cactusm odeldescribed previously. Sim -

ilarly the two m ethods predict di� erent � rst order transition lines but the

sam e criticalpoint. On the contrary forH < 0 a sym m etry-broken phase

appears.According tothevariationalm ethod,each triangularplaquettehas

twositeswith equalnegativem agnetization and asitewith positivem agneti-

zation.Thisphaseisseparated from theparam agneticphaseby a� rstorder

transition line.In alm ostthesam eregion ofthephasediagram therecursive

m ethod displaysapeculiarbehavior,involving lim itcyclesofhigh orderand

transitionsto chaos[5]. In Fig.6 we reportthe boundariesofsuch region,
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drawn from data published in Ref.[5]. W e conjecture thatin thiscase the

correct phase diagram ofthe ordinary lattice m odel(3-spin interaction on

upward/downward triangles) is thatpredicted by the variationalapproach

(cactusapproxim ation),while the anom alousbehaviorobserved in Ref.[5]

(and alsoRef.[10]forasim ilarm odel)isapeculiarity ofthecactustree.Our

conjecture isalso supported by the factthat,applying M onroe’ssequential

procedure[8]to thiscase(having som eanalogieswith thepreviousone),we

haveobtained resultsin agreem entwith thevariationalapproach.

5 C onvergence ofthe N IM

In thissection weexam inean im portantproperty oftheNIM equations(29).

Aspreviously m entioned,the NIM isa num ericaliterative m inim ization of

the variationalfree energy density. By a generalization ofthe proofgiven

by Kikuchiforthe Bethe lattice [28],itturnsoutthatthe free energy de-

creasesateach iteration,and thealgorithm isalwaysconvergent.Letusgive

the proofand then discusssom e consequences. Starting from Eq.(25),we

writethedi� erencebetween thefreeenergiesoftwo consecutivestepsofthe

iterativeprocedureas

�(f̂ � f)=
X

x

[̂p(x)’̂(x)� p(x)’(x)]; (58)

wherea hatdenotesthelatterstep,and accordingly

’̂(x)= �h(x)+ logp̂(x)�

nX

i= 1

bilogp̂i(xi); (59)

while’(x)isde� ned by Eq.(26).Taking thethelogarithm ofboth sidesof

Eq.(29)(wheretheleftsideisnow denoted by ahat),wecan writetheNIM

equationsin two di� erentways,thatare

logp̂(x)= � logz� �h(x)+

nX

i= 1

bilogpi(xi) (60)

and
nX

i= 1

bilogpi(xi)= logz+ �h(x)+ logp̂(x): (61)

W e substitute the form er into ’̂(x),the latter into ’(x),and � nally both

into Eq.(58),yielding

�(f̂ � f)=
X

x

p(x)log
p̂(x)

p(x)
+

nX

i= 1

bi
X

xi

p̂i(xi)log
pi(xi)

p̂i(xi)
: (62)
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Let us now consider the inequality log� � � � 1,that holds for allreal

num bers�,and observe thatthe equality holdsonly if� = 1. By applying

thisargum entto both logarithm sin Eq.(62)and rem em bering thatallpds

arenorm alized ateach step,wecan � nally write

f̂ � f � 0 (63)

f̂ � f = 0 ( ) p̂(x)= p(x) 8x: (64)

Eq.(63)m eansthatthefreeenergy can bedecreasing orconstantduringthe

procedure,whileEq.(64)assuresthatitisconstantonlyiftheprocedurehas

already reached convergence (i.e. the free energy can only decrease during

theprocedure).

Theaboveproperty,generallydesirableforanum ericalm ethod thataim s

to m inim ize a function,hassom erelevantconsequencesand m akesa signif-

icant di� erence between the NIM and the recursive m ethod. It is evident

thatEqs.(63)and (64)preventthe dynam icalsystem de� ned by the NIM

equationsfrom having lim itcycles.In thisway thevariationalapproach al-

waysdeterm inesthebestsolution com patiblewith theinvariancecondition

Eq.(22),but cannot detect whether such hypothesis is too restrictive or

not.Thevariationalapproach describescorrectly asym m etry breaking with

a period less than orequalto the width ofa m ain cluster,but would not

be able to indicate the existence ofphaseswith higherperiodicity (oreven

incom m ensuratephases,asobserved forinstancein theANNNIm odel[34]).

W ethen concludethatalsothevariationalapproach m ustbeused with som e

caution in theapproxim ation ofordinary latticesystem s,iftherearereasons

to suspectthata violation ofEq.(22)occurs,notonly in thecactussystem .

In such casestherecursive approach isessential[11]because,aswepointed

outin the previoussection,the dynam icalsystem de� ned by the recursion

relation isable,through the featuresofitsattractor,to indicate thenature

ofthesym m etry breaking.

6 C onclusions

In thispaperwehavediscussed severalpropertiesofthevariationalapproach

to cactustrees,perform ing com parisonswith them oreusually em ployed re-

cursive approach. Firstofallwe have pointed outthatthe variationalap-

proach isbased on an exactfactorization ofthestateprobabilitydistribution,

and can in principle solve exactly � nite cactus trees,as wellas the recur-

sive m ethod. M oreover we have considered di� erentissues,concerning the

bulk behaviorofin� nite(self-sim ilar)cactustreesand theapproxim ation of

ordinary latticesystem s.

W e have shown thatthe variationalm ethod allows a sim ple evaluation

ofthebulk freeenergy density.Them inim ization ofbulk freeenergy yields
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the correctequation ofstate forthe interiorofthe cactustree.In presence

ofm ultiplesolutions,i.e.coexistence phenom ena,the� rstordertransitions

determ ined by thevariationalm ethod arenotthe exactonesforthecactus

trees, but turn out to be independent of boundary conditions, and pro-

vide a reliable approxim ation (cactus approxim ation) to phase transitions

ofcorresponding ordinary system s. On the contrary the recursive m ethod

determ inestheexactbulk behaviorofin� nitecactustrees,on thebasisofa

changein theattractorofa dynam icalsystem ,driven by m odelparam eters.

Unfortunately such behaviorisstrongly dependenton boundary conditions,

and usually provides poorer approxim ations to ordinary system s,or even

incorrectresults.

W ehavealsoconsidered theconvergencepropertyofthealgorithm gener-

allyused toperform thefreeenergym inim ization inthevariationalapproach.

From thepointofview ofnum ericalanalysis,wedealwith asim pleiterative

solution ofa setof� xed pointequations,actually thesam ekind ofproblem

which is solved in the fram ework ofthe recursive approach. Nevertheless

the peculiarform ofthe variationalequationsallowsto prove thatthe free

energy corresponding to thecurrenttherm odynam icstatedecreasesateach

iteration and rem ains constant only ifthe algorithm has already reached

convergence. W e have shown on a counterexam ple that this is notalways

true forthe recursive m ethod. Ofcourse the free energy decrease isa nice

property in m ost cases,because we are interested in free energy m inim a.

Nevertheless,on thebasisofresultsobtained on a testm odel,wehave sug-

gested thatitm ay also lead to m issing som ecom plex physics,com ing outin

theform oflim itcyclesand/orchaoticattractorsin therecursiveapproach.

In the whole paper,som etim es only by recollecting already known re-

sults,wehavetried to givea uni� ed pictureofthetwo di� erentapproaches,

pointing outanalogiesand di� erences.
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Figure1: Possiblestructureofa cactustree:M i denotem ain clusters,Jij:::
denote jointclusters. The notation issuch thatJij:::k = M i\ M j = :::=

M k \ M i.ThecentralclusterM 1 containsJ123,J145,and J16.

Figure2: An exam pleof(planar)cactustreewith equivalentm ain clusters,

and n = 3 di� erenttypesofjointsites. Connectivity constantsare c1 = 3

and c2 = c3 = 2.Shaded areasdenoteportionsofm ain clustersnotcovered

by jointsites.
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Figure 3: Phase diagram ofthe 4-spin Ising m odelon the square cactus

(tem peraturevs.m agnetic� eld).A dashed linedenotesthe� rstordertran-

sition,com puted by therecursivem ethod with freeboundary conditions.A

circle denotes the criticalpoint. A thick solid line denotes the sam e tran-

sition evaluated by the variationalm ethod.A thin solid line representsthe

self-dualline.

Figure 4: Phase transitionsofthe antiferrom agnetic Ising m odelon trian-

gle cacti(tem perature vs. m agnetic � eld). The sym m etry-broken phase is

denoted by + + �. A thick solid line denotes the � rst order transition to

the uniform phase,aspredicted by the variationalm ethod. A dashed line

denotesthe sam e transition obtained by the \sequential" recursive m ethod

(see the text). Squaresdenote resultsfrom M onte Carlo sim ulationsofthe

m odelon theordinary triangularlattice(thethin solid lineisan eyeguide).
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Figure 5: M agnetizationsofthe antiferrom agnetic Ising m odelon triangle

cactiat� xed tem perature kB T=jJj= 1 asa function ofthe m agnetic � eld.

Resultsobtained bytherecursivem ethodwith:(a)freeboundaryconditions;

(b)reversed � eld on 1=3ofboundarysites;(c)free\ragged"boundarycondi-

tions(\sequential" m ethod).Solid linesreferto � xed pointm agnetizations,

dashed linesto lim itcycles(period 2).
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Figure6: Phasetransitionsofthe3-spin Ising m odelon thetrianglecactus

(tem perature vs. m agnetic � eld). Thick solid linesdenote � rstordertran-

sitions com puted by the variationalm ethod. A circle denotes the critical

point. A thin solid line represents the self-dualline. A thick dashed line

denotesthe � rstordertransition between hom ogeneousphasesobtained by

therecursive m ethod with freeboundary conditions.Thesym m etry-broken

phase region isdenoted by + � �. Squares m ark the boundary ofthe re-

gion in which therecursivem ethod displayslim itcyclesand chaos(thethin

dashed lineisan eyeguide).
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