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A bstract

Using the 2D Jordan{W igner transform ation we reform ulate the square{lattice s = 1

2
X Y (X Z) m odel

in term s ofnoninteracting spinless ferm ions and exam ine the ground{state and therm odynam ic properties of

this spin system . W e consider the m odelwith two types ofanisotropy: the spatialanisotropy interpolating

between 2D and 1D latticesand theanisotropy oftheexchangeinteraction interpolating between isotropic X Y

and Ising interactions. W e com pare the obtained (approxim ate) results with exact ones (1D lim it, square{

lattice Ising m odel) and other approxim ate ones (linear spin{wave theory and exact diagonalization data for

�nite lattices ofup to N = 36 sites supplem ented by �nite{size scaling). W e discuss the ground{state and

therm odynam ic propertiesin dependence on the spatialand exchange interaction anisotropies.W e pay special

attention to the quantum phase transition driven by the exchange interaction anisotropy as wellas to the

appearance/disappearance ofthe zero{tem perature m agnetization in the quasi{1D lim it.
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1 Introduction

Thes= 1

2
Heisenbergm odelon asquarelatticeisthewell{known basicm odelin thequantum theory ofm agnetism

which becam e especially attractive after the discovery ofhigh{tem perature superconductors [1,2]. M uch m ore

m aterialswhich can beviewed asrealizationsofthe2D s= 1

2
Heisenberg m odelareknown atpresenttim e.M any

analyticaland num ericalstudiesanalyzing therm odynam ics,spin correlationsand theirdynam icsforthe2D s= 1

2

Heisenberg m odelwere perform ed during the last�fteen years. O ne ofthe (approxim ate)analyticalapproaches

is based on the 2D Jordan{W igner ferm ionization. An extension ofthe 1D Jordan{W igner transform ation for

higherdim ensionswassuggested in the late 80s[3](see also [4,5,6]). Such kind ofapproxim ate treatm entwas

applied to thesquare{latticequantum spin m odelsin severalpapers[3,4,5,7](fora briefreview see[8]).Recently,

the 2D Jordan{W ignerm apping hasbeen used forthe calculation ofthe m agnetization curvesofseveral2D spin

system s[9].Thereported studies[3,4,5,7,9]dealwith thes= 1

2
isotropicHeisenberg orthes= 1

2
isotropicX Y

m odelsand the e�ects ofanisotropic X Y exchange interaction were notconsidered. Anotherintriguing problem

in the theory ofm agnetism is the in
uence ofthe spatialanisotropy on the properties ofquantum spin m odels

between the lim iting casesofa system ofnoninteracting chainsand ofa spatially isotropic 2D system . The issue

ofdisappearing oflong{rangeorderin 1D lim italthough discussed by severalauthors(see,forexam ple,thepapers

[10,11,12,13]on the crossoverfrom oneto two dim ensionsforthe s= 1

2
Heisenberg m odel)rem ainsam biguous.

In thispaperweconsiderthes= 1

2
anisotropicX Y m odelon a spatially anisotropicsquarelatticeusing the2D

Jordan{W ignerferm ionization approach in order1)to exam inethe e�ectsofexchangeinteraction anisotropy and

the e�ects ofspatialanisotropy on the ground{state and therm odynam ic propertiesofthe spin m odeland 2)to

gain an understanding how wellthistechnique workscom paring the approxim ateresultswith the exactones(1D

lim it,the O nsagersolution forthe square{latticeIsing m odel).To exam ine the quality ofthe 2D Jordan{W igner

ferm ionization schem e in the cases for which exactresults are not available we perform linear spin{wave theory

calculationsand �nite{size scaling analysisofexactdiagonalization data. The 2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization

m ay beused fora study ofthedynam icpropertiesof2D quantum spin system s[14]and a�rsttestofthisapproach

forcalculating the staticquantitiesisstrongly desirable.

There has been a greatdealoftheoreticalwork on the 2D s = 1

2
X Y m odel[15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,

23,24,25,26]. W e use the resultsreported in these papersin ourstudy forcom parison in due course. Thus,in

Ref. [17]itwasshown how the spin{wavetheory can be applied to the quantum X Y Ham iltonians. Already the

very early studieson square{lattices= 1

2
isotropicX Y m odelindicated thelong{rangeorderin theground state.

2



Laterthe existence oflong{rangeorderin the ground state ofquantum X Y m odelon a hypercubic lattice in two

and higher dim ensions was proved rigorously [18]. The exact diagonalization study for the isotropic X Y m odel

on �nite square lattices ofup to 6� 6 sites supplem ented by �nite{size scaling was reported in Ref. [21]. The

high precision quantum M onte Carlo resultspresented in Ref. [22]concern with both the propertiesatzero and

nonzero tem peratures. The zero{tem perature propertiesofthe square{lattice s = 1

2
anisotropic X Y m odelwere

studied via spin{wave theory and via series expansions around the Ising lim it [23]. The papers [24,25]contain

the zero{tem perature resultsofthe coupled clusterm ethod and the correlated basisfunction m ethod applied on

the square{lattice s = 1

2
anisotropic X Y m odel,respectively. The G reen’s{function approach was used for the

calculation ofthe tem perature dependences ofthe susceptibilities and speci�c heat ofthe square{lattice s = 1

2

isotropicX Y m odelin Ref.[26].Itshould be rem arked thatthe m entioned studiesreferto thespatially isotropic

lattices.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the conventionallinear spin{wave theory for

the square{lattice s = 1

2
X Y m odel. This consideration is a straightforward generalization ofRef. [17]for the

anisotropiccaseand isgiven hereforeasy references.In Section 3wepresentthe2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization

treatm ent ofthe X Y and X Z Ham iltonians. The results derived in this Section are parallelto those obtained

on the basis ofthe spin{wave theory and resem ble strongly som e outcom es ofthe coupled cluster m ethod and

the correlated basisfunction m ethod [24,25]. In Section 4 we presentthe �nite{size scaling analysisofthe exact

diagonalization data. In Section 5 we discussthe e�ectsofanisotropieson the ground{state and therm odynam ic

propertiesofthe square{lattices= 1

2
X Y m odel.W e com parethe resultsofdi�erentapproachesfocusing on the

validity oftheapproxim atetreatm entbased on the2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization.Finally,wesum m arizeour

�ndingsin Section 6.Som e prelim inary resultsofthisstudy wereannounced in the conferencepapers[27].

2 T he m odel. Linear spin{wave theory

W e considera m odelconsisting ofN = N xN y (N x = N y =
p
N ! 1 )spins 1

2
on a spatially anisotropic square

lattice governed by the anisotropicX Y Ham iltonian

H =

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y � 1X

j= 0

�
J
�
(1+ 
)sxi;js

x
i+ 1;j + (1� 
)s

y

i;js
y

i+ 1;j

�

+ J?
�
(1+ 
)sxi;js

x
i;j+ 1 + (1� 
)s

y

i;js
y

i;j+ 1

��

=
1

2

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y � 1X

j= 0

�
J
�
s
+

i;js
�

i+ 1;j + s
�

i;js
+

i+ 1;j + 

�
s
+

i;js
+

i+ 1;j + s
�

i;js
�

i+ 1;j

��
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+ J?
�
s
+

i;js
�

i;j+ 1 + s
�

i;js
+

i;j+ 1 + 

�
s
+

i;js
+

i;j+ 1 + s
�

i;js
�

i;j+ 1

���
: (2.1)

Here J and J? (= RJ) are the exchange interaction strengths between neighbouring sites in a row (horizontal

direction)and a colum n (verticaldirection),respectively,and theparam eter
 controlstheanisotropy ofexchange

interaction.Since the considered lattice isa bipartite one,the casesofferrom agneticand antiferrom agneticsigns

ofexchangeinteractionsarerelated to each otherby a sim plespin rotation.Therefore,in whatfollowsweassum e

withoutlossofgenerality the ferrom agnetic sign ofthe exchange interactionsJ and J? ,i.e.,J;J? < 0. W e can

recoverthe1D lim itputtingeitherJ? = 0orJ = 0arrivingatasystem ofindependentchainsrunningin horizontal

orverticaldirection,respectively. The case 
 = 0 correspondsto the isotropic X Y interaction,whereasthe case


 = 1 (or
 = � 1)correspondsto theIsing interaction.W eareinterested in theground{stateand therm odynam ic

propertiesofspin m odel(2.1).

W e begin with the linear spin{wave theory following the schem e developed in [17]. The conventionalspin{

wave analysis starts from a ferrom agnetic state fully polarized in z direction [28]. W e have to dealwith the

X Z m odelrather than the X Y m odel. The form er Ham iltonian arises from the latter one after the unitary

transform ation sx ! � sz,sy ! sx,sz ! � sy,and hence exhibitsthe sam e therm odynam ics. (Evidently,within

approxim ateapproachesin which the x,y spin com ponentsaretreated di�erently than the z spin com ponentswe

m ay expect di�erent results for the X Y and X Z m odels.) The perform ed rotation is also em ployed within the

coupled clusterm ethod [24]orcorrelated basisfunction m ethod [25]applied to the quantum X Y m odel(butnot

forexactdiagonalization com putations).Thus,weconsider

H =

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y � 1X

j= 0

�
J
�
(1� 
)sxi;js

x
i+ 1;j + (1+ 
)szi;js

z
i+ 1;j

�

+ J?
�
(1� 
)sxi;js

x
i;j+ 1 + (1+ 
)szi;js

z
i;j+ 1

��

=

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y� 1X

j= 0

�

J
1� 


4

�
s
+

i;js
+

i+ 1;j + s
+

i;js
�

i+ 1;j + s
�

i;js
+

i+ 1;j + s
�

i;js
�

i+ 1;j

�

+ J (1+ 
)

�

s
+

i;js
�

i;j �
1

2

� �

s
+

i+ 1;js
�

i+ 1;j �
1

2

�

+ J?
1� 


4

�
s
+

i;js
+

i;j+ 1 + s
+

i;js
�

i;j+ 1 + s
�

i;js
+

i;j+ 1 + s
�

i;js
�

i;j+ 1

�

+ J? (1+ 
)

�

s
+

i;js
�

i;j �
1

2

� �

s
+

i;j+ 1s
�

i;j+ 1 �
1

2

��

: (2.2)

Em ployingtheHolstein{Prim ako�transform ationwearriveatthefollowingHam iltonian ofthelinearspin{wave

theory

H =

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y � 1X

j= 0

�

J
1� 


4

�
a
+

i;ja
+

i+ 1;j + a
+

i;jai+ 1;j + ai;ja
+

i+ 1;j + ai;jai+ 1;j
�
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+ J(1+ 
)

�
1

4
�
1

2
a
+

i;jai;j �
1

2
a
+

i+ 1;jai+ 1;j

�

+ J?
1� 


4

�
a
+

i;ja
+

i;j+ 1 + a
+

i;jai;j+ 1 + ai;ja
+

i;j+ 1 + ai;jai;j+ 1
�

+ J? (1+ 
)

�
1

4
�
1

2
a
+

i;jai;j �
1

2
a
+

i;j+ 1ai;j+ 1

��

; (2.3)

wherethe operatorsa+
i;j
,ai;j obey the Bosecom m utation rules.Afterperform ing the Fouriertransform ation

ai;j =
1

p
N xN y

X

kx ;ky

ei(kx i+ ky j)akx ;ky ; a
+

i;j =
1

p
N xN y

X

kx ;ky

e� i(kx i+ ky j)a
+

kx ;ky
(2.4)

with kx =
2�

N x
nx,nx = �

N x

2
;�

N x

2
+ 1;:::;N x

2
� 1,ky =

2�

N y
ny,ny = �

N y

2
;�

N y

2
+ 1;:::;

N y

2
� 1 (N x,N y areeven)

wecom eto the following quadraticform

H =
1

4

X

k

�
((1� 
)Jk � 2(1+ 
)(J + J? ))

�
a
+

k
ak + a� ka

+

� k

�
+ (1� 
)Jk

�
a
+

k
a
+

� k
+ aka� k

��

+
3

4
N (1+ 
)(J + J? ); (2.5)

Jk = J coskx + J? cosky:

Thisquadraticform (2.5)can be diagonalized by the Bogolyubov transform ation

ak = (coshuk)bk + (sinhuk)b
+

� k
;

a
+

� k
= (sinhuk)bk + (coshuk)b

+

� k
; (2.6)

wherethe realfunction uk = u� k isgiven by the equation

tanh(2uk)=
(1� 
)Jk

2(1+ 
)(J + J? )� (1� 
)Jk
: (2.7)

Asa resultweget

H =
X

k


k

�

b
+

k
bk +

1

2

�

+
3

4
N (1+ 
)(J + J? ); (2.8)


k =

q

(1+ 
)
2
(J + J? )

2
� (1� 
2)(J + J? )Jk:

In the specialcase
 = 0,J = J? Eq.(2.8)reproducesthe resultderived in Ref.[17].

Now wecan calculatein the usualway the ground{stateenergy persite

e0 =
1

2

Z �

� �

dkx

2�

Z �

� �

dky

2�

k +

3

4
(1+ 
)(J + J? ) (2.9)

and the zero{tem perature(z)m agnetization persite

m
z = �

1

2

Z
dk

(2�)
2

1
q

1� tanh
2
(2uk)

+ 1 (2.10)
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(keeping in m ind thatsz = 1

2
� a+ a).

Let us note that the approxim ate treatm ent which starts from Eq. (2.3) has destroyed the sym m etry with

respectto thechange
 to � 
.M oreover,theconsideration isvalid only for
 � 0 otherwisethereexistsuch values

ofk at which the r.h.s. of(2.7) for tanh(2uk) exceeds 1. Evidently,while getting (2.3) we have presum ed the

long{rangeorderin z direction in the spin spaceand thisassum ption becom eswrong if
 < 0.

3 2D Jordan{W igner ferm ions: X Y vs. X Z

An alternativeapproach to calculatethetherm odynam icquantitiesofthesquare{lattices= 1

2
X Y m odelconsists

in the2D Jordan{W ignertransform ation reform ulating theproblem in ferm ioniclanguage.Firstweintroducethe

annihilation and creation operatorsofspinlessferm ions

s
�

i;j = ei� i;jdi;j; s
+

i;j = e� i� i;jd
+

i;j;

�i;j =
X

f(6= i)

X

g(6= j)

Im ln(f � i+ i(g� j))d
+

f;g
df;g (3.1)

transform ing (2.1)into

H =
1

2

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y� 1X

j= 0

�

J

�

d
+

i;je
i(� i+ 1;j� � i;j)di+ 1;j + di;je

� i(� i+ 1;j� � i;j)d
+

i+ 1;j

+ 


�

d
+

i;je
� i(� i+ 1;j+ � i;j)d

+

i+ 1;j + di;je
i(� i+ 1;j+ � i;j)di+ 1;j

��

+ J?

�

d
+

i;je
i(� i;j+ 1� � i;j)di;j+ 1 + di;je

� i(� i;j+ 1� � i;j)d
+

i;j+ 1

+ 


�

d
+

i;je
� i(� i;j+ 1+ � i;j)d

+

i;j+ 1 + di;je
i(� i;j+ 1+ � i;j)di;j+ 1

���

: (3.2)

W eadopta m ean{�eld treatm entofthephasefactorswhich haveappeared in theHam iltonian (3.2)replacing the

ferm ion occupation{num beroperatorsby theiraveragevalue 1

2
and using the sam e gauge asin Ref. [4](see also

Refs.[3,8]).Asa resultwe arriveat

H =
1

2

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y� 1X

j= 0

�

J (� 1)
i+ j

�
d
+

i;jdi+ 1;j � di;jd
+

i+ 1;j + 

�
d
+

i;jd
+

i+ 1;j � di;jdi+ 1;j
��

+ J?
�
d
+

i;jdi;j+ 1 � di;jd
+

i;j+ 1 + 

�
d
+

i;jd
+

i;j+ 1 � di;jdi;j+ 1
���

: (3.3)

Thisistheonly approxim atestep m adeto derivethetherm odynam icquantitiesofthespin m odel(2.1)within the

2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization approach.Furtherconsideration requiresno approxim ations.Nextwe perform

the Fouriertransform ation

di;j =
1

p
N xN y

X

kx ;ky

ei(kx i+ ky j)dkx ;ky ; d
+

i;j =
1

p
N xN y

X

kx ;ky

e� i(kx i+ ky j)d
+

kx ;ky
(3.4)
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with kx =
2�

N x
nx,nx = �

N x

2
;�

N x

2
+ 1;:::;N x

2
� 1,ky =

2�

N y
ny,ny = �

N y

2
;�

N y

2
+ 1;:::;

N y

2
� 1 (N x,N y areeven).

Asa resultEq.(3.3)becom es

H =
1

2

X 0

k

�

d
+

kx ;ky
d� kx ;� ky d

+

kx � �;ky � �
d� kx � �;� ky � �

�

�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A iB � iC � D

� iB � A D iC

iC D � A � iB

� D � iC iB A

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

dkx ;ky

d
+

� kx ;� ky

dkx � �;ky � �

d
+

� kx � �;� ky � �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

A = J? cosky; B = 
J? sinky; C = J sinkx; D = 
J coskx: (3.5)

Here the prim e denotesthatk in the therm odynam ic lim itvariesin the region � � � ky � �,� � + jkyj� kx �

� � jkyj.The 4� 4 m atrix in (3.5)can be diagonalized.Itseigenvalues��(k)aregiven by

�1(k)=

q

(J? cosky + 
J coskx)
2
+ (J sinkx + 
J? sinky)

2
;

�2(k)=

q

(J? cosky � 
J coskx)
2
+ (J sinkx � 
J? sinky)

2
;

�3(k)= � �1(k);

�4(k)= � �2(k): (3.6)

Therefore,the Ham iltonian (3.5)then assum esthe form

H =
X 0

k

2X

�= 1

��(k)

�

�
+

k;�
�k;� �

1

2

�

; (3.7)

where�k;�,�
+

k;�
,� = 1;2 areFerm ioperators.

Itiseasy to calculatenow the Helm holtz freeenergy persite

f = �
1

2�

Z �

� �

dkx

2�

Z �

� �

dky

2�

�

ln

�

2cosh
��1(k)

2

�

+ ln

�

2cosh
��2(k)

2

��

: (3.8)

The ground{stateenergy persite which followsfrom (3.8)in the zero{tem peraturelim it� ! 1 reads

e0 = �
1

4

Z
dk

(2�)
2
(�1(k)+ �2(k)): (3.9)

The entropy and speci�c heataccording to Eq.(3.8)areasfollows

s

k
=
1

2

Z
dk

(2�)
2

�

ln

�

2cosh
��1(k)

2

�

+ ln

�

2cosh
��2(k)

2

��

�
1

2

Z
dk

(2�)
2

�
��1(k)

2
tanh

��1(k)

2
+
��2(k)

2
tanh

��2(k)

2

�

; (3.10)
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c

k
=
1

2

Z
dk

(2�)
2

0

@

 
�� 1(k)

2

cosh
�� 1(k)

2

! 2

+

 
�� 2(k)

2

cosh
�� 2(k)

2

! 2
1

A : (3.11)

In 1D lim itform ulas(3.6),(3.8){ (3.11)yield the long{known exactresultsforthe therm odynam ic quantitiesof

spin{1
2
anisotropicX Y chain.Note,thatthesym m etry with respectto thechange
 to � 
 inherentin theoriginal

spin m odelispresentin the ferm ionicdescription (3.7),(3.6).

W e cannotcalculate the m agnetization m x (orm y)by averaging sxi;j (ors
y

i;j
)because ofthe invarianceofthe

Ham iltonian (2.1)when allsxi;j ! � sxi;j (oralls
y

i;j ! � s
y

i;j);thissym m etry rem ainsin theapproxim atetreatm ent

aswell.m x (orm y)can beobtained asasquarerootofthetwo{sitecorrelation function ofx (ory)spin com ponents

taken at sites which are at in�nitely large distance. However,to our best knowledge such correlation functions

havenotbeen exam ined within the2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization approach up tillnow.

In the second partofthis Section we considerthe X Z ratherthan the X Y Ham iltonian. W e startfrom the

Ham iltonian (2.2).M aking useofthetransform ation (3.1)and adopting them ean{�eld treatm entofphasefactors

asused already forobtaining (3.3)we getthe following Ham iltonian ofinteracting spinlessferm ionson a square

lattice

H =

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y � 1X

j= 0

�

J (� 1)
i+ j 1� 


4

�
d
+

i;jd
+

i+ 1;j + d
+

i;jdi+ 1;j � di;jd
+

i+ 1;j � di;jdi+ 1;j
�

+ J (1+ 
)

�

d
+

i;jdi;j �
1

2

� �

d
+

i+ 1;jdi+ 1;j �
1

2

�

+ J?
1� 


4

�
d
+

i;jd
+

i;j+ 1 + d
+

i;jdi;j+ 1 � di;jd
+

i;j+ 1 � di;jdi;j+ 1
�

+ J? (1+ 
)

�

d
+

i;jdi;j �
1

2

� �

d
+

i;j+ 1di;j+ 1 �
1

2

��

: (3.12)

W e need furtherapproxim ationsbecauseofthe interaction term sin Eq.(3.12).W e m ay assum ethat

d
+

i;jdi;jd
+

i+ 1;jdi+ 1;j ! m d
+

i;jdi;j +
1

2
d
+

i;jdi;j + m d
+

i+ 1;jdi+ 1;j +
1

2
d
+

i+ 1;jdi+ 1;j �
1

4
� m

2
� m ;

d
+

i;jdi;jd
+

i;j+ 1di;j+ 1 ! m d
+

i;jdi;j +
1

2
d
+

i;jdi;j + m d
+

i;j+ 1di;j+ 1 +
1

2
d
+

i;j+ 1di;j+ 1 �
1

4
� m

2
� m ; (3.13)

i.e.,(ferrom agnetic)long{rangeorder(the existence ofwhich in two dim ensionsisproved rigorously for
 = 0 at

zerotem peratureorfor
 = 1 atnonzerotem perature)isim posed.Theorderparam eterism = m z and itsnonzero

valuem ay beexpected forpositive
.Fornegative
 onem ay apply theunitary transform ation sx ! sz,sy ! sy,

sz ! � sx com ing back to the m odelwith positive 
.Thusthe therm odynam icsofthe m odelwith positive
 and

m = m z isthe sam e asofthe m odelwith negative
 and m = m x.These sym m etry argum entsperm itusto �nd

the therm odynam icpropertiesofthe m odel(2.2)also for
 � 0 basing on the resultscalculated for
 � 0.
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Perform ing furtherthe Fouriertransform ation (3.4)one gets

H =
1

2

X 0

k

�

d
+

kx ;ky
d� kx ;� ky d

+

kx � �;ky � �
d� kx � �;� ky � �

�

�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A + M iB � iC � D

� iB � A � M D iC

iC D � A + M � iB

� D � iC iB A � M

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

dkx ;ky

d
+

� kx ;� ky

dkx � �;ky � �

d
+

� kx � �;� ky � �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

� N (1+ 
)(J + J? )m
2 (3.14)

with

A =
1� 


2
J? cosky; B =

1� 


2
J? sinky; C =

1� 


2
J sinkx; D =

1� 


2
J coskx;

M = 2(1+ 
)(J + J? )m : (3.15)

The 4� 4 m atrix in (3.14)can be diagonalized.Itseigenvalues��(k)aregiven by

�1;2(k)=

r

A 2 + B2 + C2 + D 2 + M 2 � 2

q

(A D + BC)
2
+ (A 2 + C2)M 2;

�3;4(k)= � �1;2(k): (3.16)

Therefore,the resulting ferm ionic Ham iltonian assum esthe form

H =
X

k

0
2X

�= 1

��(k)

�

�
+

k;�
�k;� �

1

2

�

� N (1+ 
)(J + J? )m
2 (3.17)

with ��(k)(3.16).

The Helm holtz freeenergy persite isgiven by

f = �
1

2�

Z
dk

(2�)
2

�

ln

�

2cosh
��1(k)

2

�

+ ln

�

2cosh
��2(k)

2

��

+ (1+ 
)(jJj+ jJ? j)m
2 (3.18)

and the m agnetization m isdeterm ined by m inim izing (3.18),i.e.,from the following equation

2(1+ 
)(jJj+ jJ? j)m =
1

4

Z
dk

(2�)
2

�
@�1(k)

@m
tanh

��1(k)

2
+
@�2(k)

@m
tanh

��2(k)

2

�

: (3.19)

Ascan beseen from (3.18),(3.19),(3.16),(3.15)thesym m etry with respectto thechange
 to � 
 inherentin

thespin m odel(2.2)isdestroyed in theelaborated form ulas.Evidently,thederived resultsfortheX Z Ham iltonian

in the lim it
 = � 1 coincide with the resultsforthe X Y Ham iltonian with 
 = � 1 presented in the �rstpartof

thisSection.

Itcan be easily observed thatin the lim it
 = 1 the described 2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization approach for

the square{lattice s = 1

2
X Z m odelyields the m ean{�eld theory ofthe square{lattice Ising m odel. Really,Eq.

9



(3.12)for
 = 1 (in thiscasetheferm ionicrepresentation (3.12)becom esexactsincetheIsing interaction ofz spin

com ponentsdoesnotinvolvethe phasefactors)afterdecoupling (3.13)becom es

H =

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y� 1X

j= 0

�

2J

�

d
+

i;jdi;j �
1

2

� �

d
+

i+ 1;jdi+ 1;j �
1

2

�

+ 2J?

�

d
+

i;jdi;j �
1

2

� �

d
+

i;j+ 1di;j+ 1 �
1

2

��

=

N x � 1X

i= 0

N y� 1X

j= 0

�
2J

�
m s

z
i;j + m s

z
i+ 1;j � m

2
�
+ 2J?

�
m s

z
i;j + m s

z
i;j+ 1 � m

2
��

(3.20)

(we have used the relation sz = d+ d� 1

2
). O bviously,the Helm holtz free energy persite forthe m ean{�eld spin

Ham iltonian (3.20) follows also from (3.18) after inserting 
 = 1,i.e.,f = � 1

�
ln(2cosh(2� (jJj+ jJ? j)m ))+

2(jJj+ jJ? j)m
2.Theequation form (3.19)becom essim ple

m =
1

2
tanh(2� (jJj+ jJ? j)m ) (3.21)

and hence we arrive atfam iliar form ulas for the internalenergy per site e = � 2(jJj+ jJ? j)m
2 and the speci�c

heat c

k
= 4�2 (jJj+ jJ? j)m

@m

@�
.

ToclosethisSection letusnote,thatam oresophisticated treatm ent(i.e.,am orecom plicated decouplingofthe

l.h.s.of(3.13))oftheHam iltonian (3.12)ispossible(seeRef.[8]fora review ofanalogousstudiesfortheisotropic

Heisenberg m odel). However,we found that this m ore com plicated approxim ation seem s to be less adequate to

describethe propertiesofthe spin system .

4 Finite{size scaling analysis ofthe exact diagonalization data

In thisSection wepresenttheresultsoftheexactdiagonalization com putationsoftheground{stateenergy and the

ground{statem agnetization forthes= 1

2
isotropic(i.e.,
 = 0)X Y m odelon sm allspatially anisotropic(i.e.,0�

R � 1)latticeswith periodicboundaryconditions.Theresultsfore0 andm
x2 = 1

N 2

x
N 2

y

P N x

i1;i2= 1

P N y

j1;j2= 1
hsxi1;j1s

x
i2;j2

i

forspatially anisotropic �nite square latticesofN = N xN y sites(N x = N y =
p
N = L)forL = 4 and L = 6 of

square shape are reported in Table 1. W e also calculate e0 and m x2 = 1

N 2

P N

m 1= 1

P N

m 2= 1
hsxm 1

sxm 2
i for spatially

anisotropic �nite square lattices ofN = 8; 18; 32 sitesofdiam ond shape (Table 2). It is worth to rem ark that

accordingto theadopted de�nition ofm x2 both theresultsforthesquareand diam ond shaped �nitesquarelattices

forR = 0 yield theadequatevaluefora chain divided by thenum berofisolated chainsinto which the�nitesquare

lattice splitsforR = 0 (com pare,forexam ple,the resultsfrom Table 1 and Table 2 form x2(L = 4)(4 chainsat

R = 0)and m x2(N = 8)(2 chainsatR = 0)orform x2(L = 6)(6 chainsatR = 0)and m x2(N = 18)(3 chainsat

R = 0)).
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Table1:Exactdiagonalization data forthespatially anisotropics= 1

2
X Y m odel(
 = 0)on �nitesquarelatticesofsquare

shape.

R e0(L = 4) e0(L = 6) m x2(L = 4) m x2(L = 6)

0.00 � 0:353553 � 0:333333 0.045535 0.025463

0.01 � 0:353586 � 0:333385 0.047178 0.027241

0.02 � 0:353684 � 0:333541 0.048908 0.029217

0.03 � 0:353848 � 0:333801 0.050731 0.031427

0.04 � 0:354078 � 0:334164 0.052652 0.033911

0.05 � 0:354375 � 0:334632 0.054673 0.036713

0.10 � 0:356909 � 0:338570 0.066284 0.056225

0.15 � 0:361291 � 0:345166 0.079674 0.078399

0.20 � 0:367541 � 0:353772 0.092803 0.092460

0.30 � 0:384698 � 0:374145 0.111863 0.105124

0.40 � 0:405918 � 0:396792 0.121758 0.110963

0.50 � 0:429449 � 0:420846 0.126876 0.114331

0.60 � 0:454432 � 0:445916 0.129709 0.116406

0.70 � 0:480432 � 0:471769 0.131334 0.117683

0.80 � 0:507203 � 0:498253 0.132243 0.118429

0.90 � 0:534590 � 0:525255 0.132689 0.118804

1.00 � 0:562486 � 0:552694 0.132816 0.118911
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Table 2: Exact diagonalization data for the spatially anisotropic s = 1

2
X Y m odel(
 = 0) on �nite square lattices of

diam ond shape.

R e0(N = 8) e0(N = 18) e0(N = 32) m x2(N = 8) m x2(N = 18) m x2(N = 32)

0.00 � 0:353553 � 0:333333 � 0:326641 0.091069 0.050926 0.033695

0.01 � 0:353617 � 0:333387 � 0:326712 0.094262 0.054471 0.037441

0.02 � 0:353809 � 0:333555 � 0:326929 0.097420 0.058335 0.041851

0.03 � 0:354127 � 0:333845 � 0:327298 0.100523 0.062478 0.046982

0.04 � 0:354570 � 0:334266 � 0:327828 0.103553 0.066833 0.052763

0.05 � 0:355134 � 0:334823 � 0:328526 0.106492 0.071311 0.058967

0.10 � 0:359648 � 0:339627 � 0:334342 0.119459 0.092111 0.085177

0.15 � 0:366554 � 0:347155 � 0:342674 0.129211 0.105816 0.097591

0.20 � 0:375259 � 0:356377 � 0:352257 0.136131 0.113676 0.103995

0.30 � 0:396250 � 0:377584 � 0:373529 0.144342 0.121607 0.111009

0.40 � 0:420165 � 0:400902 � 0:396613 0.148511 0.125525 0.114920

0.50 � 0:445817 � 0:425543 � 0:420942 0.150783 0.127801 0.117335

0.60 � 0:472609 � 0:451135 � 0:446204 0.152087 0.129200 0.118862

0.70 � 0:500218 � 0:477457 � 0:472195 0.152846 0.130060 0.119815

0.80 � 0:528446 � 0:504366 � 0:498777 0.153274 0.130561 0.120375

0.90 � 0:557169 � 0:531756 � 0:525847 0.153484 0.130813 0.120657

1.00 � 0:586302 � 0:559552 � 0:553329 0.153543 0.130885 0.120738
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From [29,21,22]weknow thatthe ground{stateenergy persiteforthe caseR = 1,
 = 0 scalesas

e0(L)= e0(1 )+
�3

L3
+

�5

L5
+ :::: (4.1)

From Ref. [30]we know that the �nite{size correctionsto the ground{state energy per site for the case R = 0,


 = 0 (forboth periodicand antiperiodicboundary conditions)scalesas

e0(N x)� e0(1 )�
1

N x
2
: (4.2)

To extrapolatethe exactdiagonalization data with periodicboundary conditionsfor0 � R � 1 weusethe scaling

law

e0(L)= e0(1 )+
�

L2+ R
(4.3)

which contains two unknown param eterse0(1 ) and � and yields correctasym ptotics in 1D and 2D lim its. The

sam escaling law wasused in [12]to extrapolatethe exactdiagonalization data forspatially anisotropic2D s= 1

2

Heisenberg m odel. Anotherscaling law which also yieldscorrectasym ptoticsin 1D and 2D lim its and therefore

m ay be assum ed to extrapolatethe exactdiagonalization data for0 � R � 1,

e0(L)= e0(1 )+
�2

L2
+

�3

L3
+ :::; (4.4)

containsthreeparam eterse0(1 ),�2,�3 to bedeterm ined from theexactdiagonalization data.Bearingin m ind the

2D{to{1D crossoverwe should note,thatthe available data forN = 16; 36 square latticescannotbe com pleted

by data forN = 25 square lattice since the latterlattice forR ! 0 transform sinto chainsofodd num berofsites

and the data essentially di�erfrom those forchainsofeven num bersofsites. The exactdiagonalization data for

N = 64 arefarbeyond theavailablecom puterresources.O n the otherhand,the latticesofN = 8;18;32 sitesin

the lim itR ! 0 splitinto 2,3,4 chainsof4,6,8 sitesand the shapee�ectsbecom e m orepronounced.

The sim plestassum ption forextrapolation ofthe exactdiagonalization data form x2(L)forR = 1,
 = 0 (see,

forexam ple,[22,31])isasfollows

m
x2 (L)= m

x2(1 )+
�1

L
+ :::: (4.5)

W eusethe�nite{sizescaling (4.5)to extrapolatethenum ericaldata forN = 16;36 and forN = 8;18;32 lattices

for 0 � R � 1. The �nite{size scaling analysis ofthe available data yields incorrectprediction m x2(1 ) < 0 in

quasi{1D lim itstarting from R in between 0.03 and 0.05 (see Section 5 below)thatm ay serve asindication ofa

disappearanceofthe long{rangeorderin 1D lim it.

13



From [32]we know thatin the 1D caseR = 0,
 = 0 x (ory)m agnetization vanishesas

m
x2 (N x)�

1
p
N x

: (4.6)

To obtain m x2(1 )for0� R � 1 we m ay com bine(4.6)and (4.5)and assum em x2 (L)to behaveasfollows

m
x2 (L)= m

x2(1 )+
�

L
1+ R

2

(4.7)

orasfollows

m
x2 (L)= m

x2(1 )+
� 1

2p
L
+
�1

L
+ :::: (4.8)

The 1p
L
scaling which appearsin (4.7)and (4.8)asR ! 0 (aswellasin (4.6)forR = 0)when applied to accessible

sm allsystem sworkspoorly probably because L isstilltoo sm all.

To sum m arize,using the data forN = 16;36 and N = 8;18;32 clustersand scaling laws(4.3)and (4.5)we

�nd e0(1 ) and m x2(1 ) (and the orderparam eterm =
p
m x2 + m y2 =

p
2m x2). W e use these �ndings forthe

discussion in the nextSection.Letusalso rem ark,thatthe presented discourse refersto the case 
 = 0,whereas

the caseofanisotropicexchangeinteraction 
 6= 0 wasnotconsidered.

5 E�ects ofthe spatialand exchange interaction anisotropies

In thisSection wediscusstheresultsfortheground{stateenergy,theorderparam eterand thespeci�cheatobtained

by the di�erentm ethodsillustrated in Sections2,3,4.W e also com parethe approxim ateand exactresultswhen

available.

In Fig. 1 we show the ground{state energy ofthe square{lattice s = 1

2
X Y m odelobtained within various

approachesin com parison with som e exact results (the 1D lim it and the Ising lim it). As can be seen from Eq.

(3.9),(3.6) the Jordan{W ignerferm ions for the X Y m odel(short{dashed curves) recoverthe 1D lim it (R = 0,

R = 1 ). In the otherlim itofthe Ising m odel(
 = 1)thisapproach fails(obviously exceptthe 1D lim itR = 0,

R = 1 ).TheJordan{W ignerferm ionsforX Z m odel(long{dashed curves)correctly reproducethedependencee0

vs.R for
 = 1 butnotthe exactresultsforR = 0.W e also show the dependence e0 vs.� 
 obtained within the

latterapproxim ation (thin long{dashed curveswith cusps)to dem onstrate explicitly a di�erence in the outcom es

as 
 changes its sign. It should be rem arked that the linear spin{wave theory predictions for the ground{state

energy (2.9) (dotted curves) are in a satisfactory agreem ent with the exact results for R = 0 (except sm all
),
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coincidewith theexactresultfor
 = 1 and arein a good agreem entwith theexactdiagonalization data for
 = 0

(fullsquares).

The X Z m odelwithin the ferm ionic picture exhibitsin{plane m agnetization introduced by decoupling (3.13),

which is determ ined self{consistently by Eq. (3.19). Fig. 2 showsthe resulting dependence ofthe ground{state

m agnetization m z (long{dashed curves) on 
 for R = 1 (curves 3),R = 0:5 (curves 2),and R = 0 (curves 1).

The value ofm z for R = 1 overestim atesthe exactdiagonalization result at
 = 0 (fullsquare). M oreover,the

m agnetization doesnotdisappearin 1D lim itat
 = 0 thatcontradictsthe rigorousstatem entand indicatesthe

incorrecttreatm entofstrongquantum 
uctuationsin onedim ension.Theexactzero{tem peraturerelation between

in{plane m agnetization and exchangeanisotropy param eterin 1D readsm = 1

2

�

1�

�
1� 


1+ 


�2
� 1

4

[32](solid curves

1 in Fig.2).The linearspin{wavetheory results(2.10)(dotted curves)are valid only for
 � 0 aswasexplained

in Section 2. (Therefore,within the fram esofthe linearspin{wave theory we cannottrace the behaviourofm z

(forexam ple,forR = 1)when decreasing 
 to negative values.) Contrary to the ferm ionic description the linear

spin{wavetheory predictssm allervaluesofm z at
 = 0 in a good agreem entwith the exactdiagonalization data

(see the upperinsetin Fig. 2). The linearspin{wave theory value ofm z for
 = 0 decreasesasR decreasesand

�nally becom eszero ata certain sm allbutnonzero value ofR. IfR ! 0 the value ofm z for
 = 0 tendsto � 1

which isa m anifestation oftheinapplicability ofthelinearspin{wavetheory in the1D lim it(seethelowerinsetin

Fig.2 wherethe spin{wavetheory resultforR = 0 isshown).

Letusconsiderthedependenceoftheground{statein{planem agnetization on 
 asitissuesfrom theferm ionic

picture in m oredetail.Assum e,forexam ple,the spatially isotropiccaseR = 1.From exactresultsforthism odel

weknow thatfor
 = 1theorderparam eterm = 1

2
isdirected alongz axis,whereasfor
 = + 0theorderparam eter

is 0 < m < 1

2
and it rem ains directed along z axis. If
 becom es negative (tending to � 1)two possibilities are

plausible: i) for in�nitesim ally sm all
 = � 0 the order param eter m turns to the x axis and its value starts to

increase(approaching 1

2
as
 ! � 1);ii)theorderparam eterm rem ainsdirected alongzaxisand itsvaluedecreases

untila certain characteristic value of(negative)
 atwhich m abruptly turnsto x axisand then itsvalue starts

to increase(approaching 1

2
as
 ! � 1).The ferm ionization approach resultsgive evidence in favourofthe latter

scenario.Toillustratethisissueweshow in Fig.3theground{stateenergy (given by (3.18)as� ! 1 )forspatially

isotropic (R = 1)X Z m odelasa function ofm z orm x (see the com m entsafterEq. (3.13))forseveralvaluesof


 < 0.Thepro�lesplotted in theleftpanelexhibitonem inim um atm z 6= 0 for
1 < 
 < 0 (curve1),two m inim a

atm z 6= 0 (the deeperone)and atm z = 0 for
2 < 
 < 
1 (curve 2),two m inim a atm
z 6= 0 and atm z = 0 of

the sam e depth for 
 = 
2 (curve 3),two m inim a at m z 6= 0 and at m z = 0 (the deeper one) for 
3 < 
 < 
2
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(curve4),and onem inim um atm z = 0 for
3 < 
.(The curvem z vs.
 in Fig.2 jum psto zero valueat
 = 
3.)

Thepro�lesplotted in therightpanelrepresentthedependenceoftheground{stateenergy forthesam e
son the

orderparam eterdirected along x axis. From these plots we see that for 
 < 0 the m inim um in the dependence

e0 vs. m
x isalwaysdeeperthan the one in the dependence e0 vs. m

z and hence the x directed orderparam eter

is favourable. However,while decreasing 
 from positive values to negative ones the system m ay rem ain in the

m etastable phase with the order param eter directed along z axis until
 achieves 
3. This is a typicalscenario

ofthe �rst{orderquantum phase transition driven by the exchange interaction anisotropy 
. The corresponding

region ofm etastability in the 
 � R{plane is shown in Fig. 4. The obtained issue can be com pared with the

predictionsofotherapproaches.The linearspin{wavetheory doesnotwork if
 < 0 and thuscannotbe used for

thisdiscussion.Thecoupled clusterm ethod and thecorrelated basisfunction m ethod sim ilarly to the2D Jordan{

W igner ferm ionization approach suggestan analogousbehaviourofthe ground{state energy [24,25]. M oreover,

the correlated basisfunction prediction forthe valueof
 = � 0:36 associated with a phase transition forspatially

isotropic square{lattice[25]isquite close to the estim ate obtained by the ferm ionization approach 
3 = � 0:3528.

An intriguing question naturally ariseshere: is the described scenario ofa �rst{orderquantum phase transition

inherentin the spin m odeloritisan artifactofthe approxim ate approaches? Thisquestion,apparently,cannot

be answered by the m entioned theoriesand m orework isnecessary to draw a de�nite conclusion.

Nextwepassto anotherinteresting problem ,thatis,theappearance/disappearanceofthelong{rangeorderat

zero tem perature in quasi{1D lim it. It is known that there is no long{range orderfor the 1D (R = 0)isotropic

(
 = 0)X Y m odeland itdoesexistforthe spatially isotropic 2D (R = 1)isotropic (
 = 0)X Y m odel. If
 = 1

the orderparam etertakesitsclassicalvalue m = 1

2
forall0 � R � 1. Letusconsiderthe dependence m vs. R

which ariseswithin di�erentapproaches.The prediction forthe orderparam eterm z vs. R asitfollowsfrom the

Jordan{W ignerpicture forthe X Z m odelwith 
 = 0 isshown in Fig. 5 by long{dashed curve. The exactresult

m z = 0 forR = 0 isnotreproduced.Theresultofthelinearspin{wavetheory isshown in Fig.5 by dotted curve.

Thelinearspin{wavetheory doesnotwork properly asR ! 0 yielding m z ! � 1 .To m akethisexplicit,weinsert

(2.7)into (2.10)and note thatthe integrand divergesatR = 0,
 = 0 around kx = 0. W e expand the integrand

aboutsm allkx to pick up the m ain contribution to the integralin the lim itR;
 ! 0.For
 = 0,R ! 0 weget

m
z =

1

4
p
2�

lnR + �nite term s: (5.1)

For �nite 
 > 0 the order param eter m z is �nite for all0 � R � 1;ifR = 0 the order param eter again has a

logarithm ic divergence as
 ! 0,m z = 1

4
p
2�
ln
 + �nite term s;for�nite R > 0 the orderparam eterm z is�nite
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forall0� 
 � 1.Thedotted curvein Fig.5 forvery sm allR reproducesthelogarithm icdivergencefor
 = 0 and

thecharacteristicvalueofR atwhich m z becom eszero isabout7� 10� 4.W ealso reporttheexactdiagonalization

data forthe N = 36 lattice shown by em pty squaresin the m ain plotin Fig. 5 aswellasthe �nite{size scaling

(4.5)predictionsfrom square and diam ond shaped clustersshown by fullsquaresand fulldiam onds,respectively.

According to (4.5) m x(1 )
2
becom es negative for R in between 0.03 and 0.04 (diam ond shaped clusters) or in

between 0.04 and 0.05 (square shaped clusters)(see,for exam ple,two lowercurvesin the inset in Fig. 5 which

referto the square shaped clusters)thatwe m ay take asa criterion fordisappearance ofthe long{rangeorderas

the spin system isbecom ing a collection ofnoninteracting chains.

W e m ay sum m arize our�ndingsasfollows: forthe spatially anisotropic 2D s = 1

2
isotropic (i.e.,
 = 0)X Y

(X Z) m odelthe 2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization approach predicts long{range order for any 0 � R � 1,the

linearspin{wavetheory forR > R c with R c about7� 10� 4,the�nite{sizescaling data (4.5)forR > R c with R c in

between 0.03 and 0.05.Itshould berem arked thattheresultsoftheperform ed analysisarequalitatively sim ilarto

whathavebeen obtained forweakly coupled s= 1

2
isotropicHeisenberg chains[10,11,12](seealso a recentstudy

fora 2D array ofinteracting two{leg s= 1

2
Heisenberg ladders[13]).Note,however,thattheexactdiagonalization

dataprediction forR c fortheX Y Ham iltonian isin between 0.03and 0.05whereasfortheHeisenbergHam iltonian

R c isessentiallylargerbeen in between 0.2and 0.3(seeFig.2ofRef.[12]).Forboth system s,i.e.,theisotropicX Y

m odeland theisotropicHeisenberg m odelthequestion aboutdeveloping ofthelong{rangeorderastheinterchain

interaction startsto increase isfarfrom being settled and m ore delicate approachesare necessary to resolve this

question.

Letusturn to the propertiesofthe considered square{lattices= 1

2
m odelatnonzero tem peratures.In Fig.6

weshow thetem peraturedependenceofthespeci�cheatfortheX Y m odel(3.11)(short{dashed curves)and X Z

m odel(which followsfrom (3.18),(3.19))(long{dashed curves)in com parison with theexactresults(solid curves)

forR = 0and theO nsagersolutions(for
 = 1)[33]aswellaswith thequantum M onteCarloresultfor
 = 0,R = 1

[19](open squares).Eq.(3.11)yieldsexactresultin 1D lim it.The noninteracting Jordan{W ignerferm ions(3.7),

(3.6)cannotreproducethelogarithm icsingularity inherentin thespin m odelfor
 = 1 (however,recovertheexact

resultasthesquare{latticeIsingm odelbecom esa setofnoninteractingIsingchains).Thetem peraturedependence

ofthespeci�cheatforX Z m odelasitfollowsfrom (3.18),(3.19)hasa m ean{�eld characterexhibiting an incorrect

�nite jum p. A noticeable di�erence between the outcom esofthe quantum M onte Carlo and 2D Jordan{W igner

ferm ionization approachesfor
 = 0,R = 1isseen atlow and interm ediatetem peratures.Recently thetem perature

dependence ofthe speci�c heatfor 
 = 0,R = 1 hasbeen exam ined within the G reen’s{function approach [26].
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The obtained tem perature pro�le (Fig. 2 ofthat paper)although is in qualitative agreem entwith the quantum

M onteCarlo data butexhibitsa lowerpeak ata highertem perature.

In Fig.7 weplotthetem peraturedependenceofthein{planem agnetization forspatially isotropic2D (R = 1)

X Z m odelderived within the2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization schem e(long{dashed curves)and theexactresult

for 
 = 1 (solid curve). For R = 1,
 = 1 the approxim ate resultbased on the ferm ionization approach (long{

dashed curve 3 in Fig. 7) is the m ean{�eld counterpartofthe O nsager solution (solid curve 3 in Fig. 7). The

approxim ateresultforR = 1,
 = 0 (long{dashed curve1 in Fig.7)isincorrectsincetheM erm in{W agnertheorem

predicts m = 0 at any �nite tem perature for the isotropic X Y m odel. For R = 0 the ferm ionization approach

yieldsdecreasingofm z astem peratureincreasesand vanishingofm z atacertain tem peratureinstead ofthecorrect

behaviourm = 0 forany �nite tem perature.

6 Sum m ary

To sum m arize,wehaveextended the2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization approach fortheanisotropicsquare{lattice

s= 1

2
X Y m odel.In ourstudy ofthe ground{statepropertieswe haveconcentrated on the e�ectsofi)exchange

interaction anisotropy and ii)spatialanisotropy.W ehaveanalyzed 1)thequantum phasetransition driven by the

exchange interaction anisotropy and 2)appearance/disappearanceofthe long{rangeorderin quasi{1D lim it. W e

havediscussed theseissuesusing di�erentapproaches:2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization,linearspin{wavetheory

and exactdiagonalization data supplem ented by �nite{size scaling. The study ofthe anisotropy driven changes

extendsthe the earlierpapers[24,25]suggesting the �rst{orderquantum phasetransition scenario.The study of

the2D{to{1D crossoverconstitutestheX Y counterpartoftheproblem intensively discussed within thecontextof

the Heisenberg m odel([12]and referencestherein). In ourstudy ofthe tem perature e�ectswe have discussed to

whatextenttheJordan{W ignerferm ionscan reproducethepeculiaritiesofthespeci�cheatforthesquare{lattice

Ising and isotropicX Y m odelsaswellasthe relation to the M erm in{W agnertheorem .

W e have found that the 2D Jordan{W igner ferm ionization for the X Y Ham iltonian works wellin quasi{1D

lim it (especially as 
 ! 0) for calculating both the ground{state and therm odynam ic quantities. Being applied

to the X Z Ham iltonian the 2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization givesthe ground{stateresultssim ilarto the linear

spin{wave theory. Although both approaches reproduce the existing long{range order in two dim ensions (and

thereforework wellas
 ! 1),they overestim ateitse�ectsand failasR ! 0.Thetem peraturee�ectsfortheX Z

m odelarepoorly reproduced within the 2D Jordan{W ignerferm ionization schem e.
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Figure 1: The ground{state energy of the square{lattice s = 1

2
X Y (X Z) m odel: exact results (solid curves),�nite{

size extrapolation (N = 16; 36) (fullsquares),linear spin{wave theory (dotted curves),ferm ionization approach for X Y

m odel(short{dashed curves)and X Z m odel(long{dashed curves).Thin long{dashed curveswith cuspsin the rightpanels

correspond to the dependence e0 vs. �
 asitfollows from (3.18),(3.19)in the lim it� ! 1 . The insetdem onstratessize

scaling (4.3)ofthe �nite lattice data (N = 16;36)forR = 1;0:8;0:6;0:4;0:2;0 (from bottom to top).22
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z
vs.the exchange interaction anisotropy param eter
 forsquare{lattice

s = 1

2
X Z m odel(1: R = 0,2: R = 0:5,3: R = 1): exact result for R = 0 (solid curves),�nite{size extrapolation result

(N = 16; 36) for R = 1 (fullsquare),linear spin{wave theory results (dotted curves)and ferm ionization approach results

(long{dashed curves).In the lowerinsetthe spin{wave theory resultforR = 0 becom esnegative for
 lessthan 1:7�10� 5.
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X Z m odelasit follows from the ferm ionization approach.
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2
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param eterR variesfrom 0 to 1:exactdiagonalization data forN = 36 square shaped clusters(em pty squaresin the m ain

plot),exactdiagonalization data com pleted by scaling (4.5)(square shaped clusters:fullsquares,diam ond shaped clusters:

fulldiam onds),linearspin{wave theory (dotted curve),ferm ionization approach (long{dashed curve).Thelinearspin{wave

theory resultform becom eszero atR about7�10� 4.Theinsetdem onstratesthesizescaling (4.5)ofsquareshaped clusters

forR = 0:04;0:05;0:1;0:2;0:4;0:6;0:8;1 (from bottom to top;thecurvesforR = 0:8 and R = 1 coincidein thechosen scale).
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