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N onextensive scaling in a long-range H am iltonian system
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T he nonextensivity of a classical long-range H am iltonian system is discussed. The system is

the socalled X Y m odel, a lattice of inertial rotators w ith an adjustable param eter

controlling

the range of the interactions. This m odel has been explored in detail over the last years. For

su clently Jong-range interactions, nam ely

< d, where d is the lattice dim ension, it was shown to

be nonextensive and to exhbit a second order phase transition. H owever, conclisions in apparent

contradiction w ith the

ndings above have also been drawn. T his picture reveals the fact that there

are aspects of the m odel that rem ain poorly understood. Here we perform a thorough analysis,
essaying an explanation for the origin of the apparent discrepancies.
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I. NTRODUCTION

System s of m any particles interacting via long-range
forces, a]thoug'h ubiquitous, are not filly understood (see
for nstance W]). Special interest in such system s has
arisen recently in connection w ith the extension of stan—
dard statistical m echanics proposed by T sallis E_Z]. As
a prototype to study the dynam ics and them odynam —
ics of Iong—range system s, both in equilbrium and non-
equilbriim situations, a dynam icalm odel w ith an ad-
Justable interaction range has been introduced E_B'u]. The
m odel consists In N interacting rotatorsm oving on par-
allel planes and located on a periodical d-din ensional
hypercubic lattice w ith unitary spacing. Each rotator is
fully descrbbed by an angle 0 < 3 2 and isconjugate
momentum L;. The dynam ics of the system is ruled by
the H am iltonian

1% g ¥ % 1 cos(; -

H=> L+ = 1 cosls ) K +V ;
2. 2 . ] o r.

=1 i=13=1;361 4

@)

where the coupling constant is J 0 We restrict our
study to the ferrom agnetic case where interactions are
attractive) and, w thout loss of generality, m om ents of
Inertia equalto one are chosen for allthe particles. Here
riy m easures the m inin al distance between rotators lo—
cated at the lattice sites i and j. One can associate to
each rotatora \spin vector"m ; = (cos ;;sin Pi), w hich
allow s to de ne an order param eterm = Ni Iiilm ie
T he H am iltonian @), describing a classical nertial X Y

ferrom agnet, is usually referred to as X Y model. It

includes as particular cases the rstneighbor ( ! 1)
and the mean— eld ( = 0) models. Note that this is
an inertial generalization of the wellknown X Y m odel
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of the statistical physics of m agnetian : the tin e evolu-
tion is given by the natural dynam ics govemed by the
H am ilton equations.

This prototype of com plex long-range behavior has
been thoroughly explored in the last few years (see for in—
stance B{:_EJJJ) . It hasbeen shown that the m odel presents
nonextensive behavior or < d [8]. In that dom ain of

it displays a second order phase transition. T his result
has been exhibited st by means of num erical com pu—
tations for the one-din ensional (ID) case K] and later
through analytical calculations for arbitrary d using a
scaled version of the Ham ilttonian H E:J:]. However, a re—
cent work [_6] draw s conclusions that are in disagreem ent
w ih the previous ndings, clain ing that the m odel is
extensive for all and that there is no phase transition.
T his apparent contradiction helps to put Into evidence
that there are aspects of the m odel that rem ain obscure.
T he lJack ofa com paritive study aswellas of a discussion
on the origin of the discrepancies m otivates the present
work. It is the purpose of this paper to review and com —
plem ent previous results to elicidate the question.

In order to do that, we use the follow ing m ethodology.
W e start by solving the equations of m otion associated
to Ham iltonian H :
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N um erical integration is perform ed by m eans ofa sym —
plectic furth order algorithm [{] using a snall tine
step to warrant energy conservation w ith a relative error
am aller than 10 ° . Equillbrium properties are analyzed
by m eans of tim e averages (com puted after a transient)
that allow to m Im ic m irocanonical averages. In Ref. k_;],
num erical resuls for the canonical ensemble were ob—
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tained through standard M onte C arlo sin ulations. D ue
to ensem ble equivalence iﬁ], both m ethods are expected
to yield the sam e m acroscopic averages at them alequi-
Ibrium . Sinulations w ill be supplem ented by analytical
considerations.

II.EQUILIBRIUM THERMODYNAMICS OF
THE XY MODEL

A long this paper we w ill consider H am ittonian (:1;') alk
though m any related works in the literature refer to a
modi ed version of this Ham iltonian such that the in-
teractions are scaled. Since there is a correspondence be—
tw een both descriptions, we w illdiscuss thispoint to take
pro tofallthepertinent results in the literature. To con—
struct the scaled H am iltonian, let us call it I, the cou-—
plingcoe cientJ inH issubstituted by J=I¢, where¥ is
the upper bound ofthe potentialenergy perpaﬁl:c% that
, and d according to ¢ = =

i 61

dependson N ,
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In the large N lin it one has E,:fj]

(led 0 <d
nN =d ®3)
d

(=d) >

¥ WN; =d

wih  a function ofthe ratio =d only, that goesto 2 as
=d goes to in niy. For d, ¥ depends strongly on
N . Then the representation given by ¥ m ay be consid-
ered arti cial, shoe the m icroscopic coupling coe cient
becom es N -dependent, that is, becom es fed w ith m acro-
scopic inform ation. Anyway, the them odynam ics and
the underlying dynam ics of B can be trivially m apped
onto those of H by transform ing energy-lke quantities
through ¥ $ E =¥ and characteristic tin es (as long as
m om ents of nertia rem ain unitary) through e $ ez
f;‘:']. T he usual preference for the scaled orm ¥ comes
from the fact that the themm odynam ic lim i of E=N is
always nite and no further scalings of etther therm ody—
nam ical or dynam ical quantities are needed.

Tt has been analytically shown E], through canoni-
cal calculations perform ed w ith H am iltonian ¥, that the
them odynam icsofsystem swih < d,atthe nalther-
m al equilbrium , is equivalent to that of s m ean— eld
version (the socalled Ham iltonian M ean Field HEHMF)
EL_']) . Such system s display a second order phase tran—
sition, from a low-energy ferrom agnetic state to a high—
energy param agnetic one, at a certain critical energy per
particle & = ®.=N = 0:75J. This in portant resul fori¢
analytically con mm sthe previous ndingg f4] for the 1D
case of the origihal H am iltonian H , just by taking into
account the sim plem appingbetween ¥ and H . Since the
equilbrim results ofthe HM F are universal or < d,
we will sum m arize them . In tem s of the m agnetization,
Ham iltonian ¥ leads to the ollow ing caloric curve

N JN L (8
® = "—+ —1 m?; wih = &;
2€ 2 I (Um )
)
where € 1=F (peing T = 2HEIiN the tem perature

and having set the Boltzm ann constant kg = 1) and I,
arethem odi ed Bessel functions ofordern. T he consis—
tency equation from which them agnetization isextracted
can be found for Instance through canonical calculations
fld]. T has a stabke solution m = 0 for & < 2 whik,
for &€ > 2, the zero m agnetization solution becom es un—
stable and a non—vanishing Sdependent stable solution
arises. From (4) it is clearthat the criticalvalue €.J = 2
corresponds to & = 0:75J. Notice n Eq. (-4) that, as
m ? 1 and the inverse tem perature © does not depend
on N , then the largeN Iim i of E=N isalways nite.

W e w ill analyze the size dependence of them al aver-
ages. W ew ill ocus on the range 0 < 1 of1D lattices
govemed by Ham iltonian H . In Fig. 1 @), the average
m agnetization per particle hm i is represented as a func-
tion of the energy per particle U=N , for = 05 and
di erent system sizes. C learly, the energy per particle
at which the system becom es disordered, ie, at which
the m agnetization vanishes up to nite size corrections,
grow s w ith the system size. In Fig. 1 (o), the sam e data
are represented as a function of U=N ¥ . Through this
scaling, alldata sets tend to the sam e curve in the ther-
m odynam ic lim i, as it has already been shown previ-
ously 1. I the inset of Fig. 1), apbt mivs. N,
or U=NM¥ = 14 and two values of , illustrate that
the m agnetization in tlig,e_hjgh energy regin e decaysw ith
the system size as 1= N . Addiionally, data sets for
N = 128 and di erent valuesof 2 [0;1) were included
In Fig.1 () to show that the curve ofm agnetization vs.
U=N ¥ isthe sam e orany —zéY system with 0 <1,
up to corrections of order 1= N . particular, the uni-
versal curve coincides w gth the one for the HM F m odel
( = 0), given by Eq. (Q, once taken into account the
mapping B $ E=¢. Everything in agreem ent w ith the
analytical results of Ref. E]. However, conceming the
phase transition, there is a risk to 21l nto an endless
rhetoricaldiscussion. Strictly speaking, there isno ferro-
m agnetic transition, because the critical energy per par-
ticle U.aN = 0:75J¢ is divergent, as asserted in fal.
Nevertheless, the Iimit N ! 1 , desoite being an ideal
ized situation, must re ectthebehaviorof nitebut large
system s in orderto bem eaningful. U ltim ately, we are in—
terested In  nite-size system s, as real system s are. For

nie-size XY systems,wih < 1,asthosethatwere
sim ulated in this work, one can distinguish two regin es:
One, at ow energies, w here the system is ordered w ith a
m agnetization signi cantly di erent from zero and inde—
pendent from the system size, and agother, a disordered
one, w ith m agnetization oforder 1= N . A good, repre—
sentative, them odynam ic lim i, re ecting this situation,



can be de ned by m eans of an appropriate scaling, the
one allow ing data collapse. In that case, i resultsa -
nite critical energy, U.=N ¥ = 0:75J, which plays the

sam e role as the critical energy per particle In an exten—
sive system .
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FIG.1l. (@)—-() Average m agnetization per particle hm i as

a function of the totalenergy U for di erent sets of param —
eters ( ;N ). The Inset iIn (b) presents the m agnetization as

a finction of 1= N ®HrU=NM = 14. (©)—(f) Caloric curves.

In all cases full lines ?olr.respond to the m ean- eld analytical
result given by Eq. ) and, dotted lines are guides to the

eyes. D ashed lines correspond to U=N = 1= In (c) and to

a straight line of slope 1/2 In (d). Symbols (de ned as in
(b)) correspond to averages over 10 sam ples, com puted over
a tin e interval of order 103, after a transient (t 103) has

elapsed and starting from "waterdbag" [10] iniial conditions.

W ehave set J = 1. The lattice din ension isd= 1.

Let us analyze the dependence of the m ean kinetic en—
ergy on the total energy for di erent system sizes and
di erent values of In Fig. 1(c) we represent the
data as done in Ref. [6], that is U=N wvs. , Where
1= = T = 2/ i=N . In agreem ent w ith Ref. [6], perfect
data oo]Japse occurs for totalenergies scaled w ith the sys—
tem size N , as can also be appreciated in the altemative
representation of the sam e data exhbied in Fig. 1(d).
H owever, these plots are restricted to very Iow energies.

If one extends the range of energies potted Fig. 1E)),
i becom es clear that data collapse does not hold any
m ore through the N -scaling. W hereas, as before, i is
the N ¥ -scaling the one which lads to data collapse in
the full energy range Fig.1(f)). As an aside comm ent,
note that, because the relation U ’ 2hK i holds at low
energies, data collapse w ould occur in that regin e forany
arbirary scalngby N ,wih 2 <. In particular, this

istruefor = 1,aspbtted N Fig. 1 (d) henceFig. 1)
at low energies) and for = 2 ,asin Fig. 1(f) at low
energies.

O ne can understand what is going on as follow s. For
very low energies, the dynam ics is dom inated by the
quadratic tem s of the potential. Thus, the system can
be seen as a set of aln ost uncoupled ham onic oscilla—
tors (nom alm odes). O ne can also think of particles in
amean— eld, a description that is exact in the In nite—
range case. The particlese ectively interact not through
the fullmean- eld m but only through is uctuations.
If the m ean— eld were constant it would play the role of
an extermal eld and there would be no interactions. At
low energies, where m is alm ost constant, the residual
or e ective Interaction, that is the com ponent com ing
from the uctuations ofm , is snall. This is consistent
w ith the nom alm odes view , where interactions are very
weak too. Therefore, In the lin it of very low energies (as
well as in the lim it of very high energies) the system be-
com es non-interacting (hence, integrable). W hik at high
energies, ie. above the critical value, one has aln ost
non-interacting rotators; at low energies, ie. close to
the ground state, one has aln ost non-interacting nom al
modes. Then, at low energies, from the virial theorem ,
the resut 'K i’ WV i arises trivially. T he consequent re—
lation U 7 2K i= N= indicates that the energy is ex—
tensive. A natural resul since the interaction tem s are
not strong, contrarily to what was asserted in Eﬁ]. How—
ever, as the energy Increases and anham onicities grow,
the correct scaling choice is no m ore that of an extensive
system , asbecom esevident in Fig. 1 (). D ata collapse is
actually obtained through the scaling by N ¢, as shown
In Figs. 1) and 1(f). M oreover, this data collapse is
expected to be universalforany 2 [0;d) ['1"3:] Henoe, at
criticality, w e have the nonextensive behaviorU, / JN I¢
and also 1= .= T,/ JI¥.

Let us review the whole picture from the viewpoint
of canonical ensembl calculations. W e will consider
the case = 0, but although tricky, a generalization
to arbitrary 2 [0;d) could be analytically perform ed
E]. The partition function of Ham iltonian (']. when

ORJa given by the follow ing integral over phase space

;dLid yexp( H) = Zg Zv ,which factorizes
Into the kJneth and potential contributions
5 N2
Z
JN 2 N 1
Zy = e ? @) dyeNCe W,



where Zy has already been transform ed by m eans of
the Hubbard-Stratonovich trick and G (y) = Iy +

2
7% DI ). The derivation is the same Pllowed

n f_l-(_)'] for the scaled Ham iltonian ¥, apart from an N —
scaling that does not a ect the procedure. T he integra—
tion can be perform ed by m eans of the G aussian approx—
in ation around the poit y, verifying G%(y,) = 0, that

is, v ! JIN I: (Vo)=I (o) and GP@,) > 0. In our case,

the totalenergy resuls

Qhz N JN? )
= = —+ @ m?); 6)
@ 2 2
w ith
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In correspondence with Eq. (:ff). For large JN , from
the consistency equation, one hasm? ’/ 1 JlN for the
stable solution, an approxim ation that is equivalent to
consideringy, ©  JN 1=2, asdone in Ref. ['§:] In fact,
substitution of the above approxin ate expression orm 2
n ('_é), givesU ’ N= . Agaih one obtains that at low
tem peratures the energy is extensive. H owever, the ap—
proxim ation above is no longer valid as decreases. In
this case, long-range couplings becom e e ective and the
nontrivial nonextensive behavior com es out. Then, the
energy no longer scales with N and one has to consider
the m ore generalEg. ('_6) . An analysis as that perform ed
nRef. i_é], restricted to the very low tem perature regin g,
m issesm ost ofthe rich physics ofthe long-range interact-
Ing rotators. O f course, this discussion ism eaningfil as
soon asN isnotexcessively lJarge. Recallthat1l= . JI€
for generic , hence 1= . JN for = 0. Then N has
to be large enough so that the them odynam ic lim it is
a reasonable approxin ation but not so large as to drive
the tem perature scale out of a realistic range.

ITII.FINAL REM ARK S

A doubk sum as in {I) indicates that, for nteraction
ranges 0 =d < 1, the totalenergy U may grow as
N ,wih > 1,asoccursin the regin es ofthe XY
m odel where long—range couplings becom e relevant (see
also [11]). Therefore, the largeN lin i ofU=N isnotwell
de ned, In fact, the energy per particke diverges when
N ! 1 ._ In that case, the energy is a nonextensive
quantity f_lg'] M any system s in nature also display such
kind ofbehavior, as ilustrated by T hirring in the context
of a discussion on the stability of m atter {_1-3_:] In those
cases, it is som etin es said that the them odynam ic Iim it
does not exist. H owever, a proper them odynam ic lin it

can be e ectively achieved by Introducing a suitable N —
dependent factorN N ' such that the JargeN lim it
of USN N resultswellde ned [14]. Conceming critical-
iy, for the X Y model, in the therm odynam ic lin i,
there is no phase transition in the sense that a transition
doesneveroccurata nie energy per particle. However
for nitesize XY systems, wih 2 [;d), one can
distinguish two regin es: An ordered one at low ener—
gies and a disordered one above a \critical" energy that
Increases nonextensively with the system size (see Fig.
1@)). Then, a di erent lin it appears to be the relevant
one. Indeed, application ofan appropriate regularization
procedure, nam ely, further scalngby N = ¢, allow sto
display a transition. By m eans of that scaling, a nie
critical energy, U.=N ¢ = 0:75J, can be de ned. In this
way, a them odynam ic lim i, representative of the be-
havior observed for large N (@lthough not exceedingly),
which is not lim ited to the low energy clustered regim e,
is obtained.
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