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A bstract. W e analyse the low -tem perature behaviour of the H eisenbergm odelon a
two-dim ensional Jattice of nite size. P resence of a residualm agnetisation in a nite—
size system enables us to use the spin wave approxin ation, which is known to give
reliable results for the X Y modelat Iow tem peratures T . For the system considered,
we nd that the spin-spin correlation filnction decays as 1=r T for large separations
r bringing about presence of a quasilong-range ordering. W e give analytic estin ates
for the exponent (T) In di erent regin es and support our ndings by M onte C arlo
sim ulations of the m odel on lattices of di erent sizes at di erent tem peratures.
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T he Iong history of the H eisenberg m odel in two din ensions is characterised by a
com petition between two contrary opinions about properties of thism odel. The early
cbservation, m ade by Peierls [l], about long-wavelength lattice waves destroying the
Jocalisation of particles on their lattice sites in two-din ensional crystals was followed
laterby a sin ilar result for 2D m agnets of continuous sym m etry w here the spontaneous
m agnetisation is destroyed by long-wavelength soin waves. P roven m athem atically
by Mem in and W agner 2], this fact denied the very possbility of a ferrom agnetic
phase transition in this type of systam s. A though the high-tem perature series for the
Heisenbergand X ¥ m odelsin 2D , presented by Stanlky and K aplan [3]approxin ately at
the sam e tim e, gave indication of a phase transition in both m odels. B eing qualitatively
sin ilar in those works, the two m odels had quite di erent developm ents afterwards.
The 2D X Y modelhasbeocom e fam ous for the B erezinskiiK osterlitz-T houless BK T)
transition K] to a quasi-long-range ordered (Q LRO ) phase. T his specialtype of ordering
cannot be characterised by an order param eter In an in nie system and m anifests
In a power law decay of the soin—spin correlation function with distance. The low-
tem perature properties and critical behaviour of the X Y modelon a 2D lattice are
govemed by interactionsbetw een topologicaldefectsw hich appear in the system [5,16,/7].
This scenario is desply connected to the symm etry of the model. In the X ¥ m odel
rotations of a spin ©m an Abelian group what allow s form ation of stable topological
defects like spin vortices and others, in this sense it can be called an Abelian m odel
In contrast to the non-Abelian ones. T he Heisenberg m odel is non-A belian, this is the
m ain reason to deny a possbility ofa BK T transition In it, since no stable topological
defects (nstantons) can be formed. The crucial evidence for an absence of a phase
transition in the 2D H eisenberg m odel cam e from the renom alization treatm ent m ade
by Polyakov [8,9]. Now it is comm only believed that thism odel does not exhibit any
phase transition at non-zero tem peratures, although there are still som e controversies
(sseeg. Refs. [10,111),112,/13,[14]) and reportswere m ade that disagree w ith the outcom e
of Polyakov’s work, assum Ing the possibility of a phase transition at nite tem perature
In the 2D Heisenbergm odel, sin larto the BK T transition n the 2D X Y m odel (see [/]
and references therein) . The last question is In portant in the context of an asym ptotic
freedom ofQCD at 4D [9,115].

T he discussion above concems in nite system s. And it isan in nite 2D m odel of
continuous sym m etry forwhich theM em In-W agner theorem hasbeen proven. H owever,
either In M onte Carl sinulations or even in reality we always dealw ith nite physical
system s. Ik iswell known now that n a nie 2D X Y -soin system below the BKT
transition tem perature there is a non-vanishing m agnetisation which tends to zero only
In the them odynam ic lim it [16,[17]. T his cbservation goesback to Berezinskii hin self
and is supported by experin entalm easurem ents (see Ref. [18]).

A Tthough there isstillno de nite answer forthe question w hetherthe 2D H eisenberg
m odel can pass to a Q LRO phase or not, it is reasonable to assum e that this m odel
considered on a nite lattice will certainly possess som e ordering, i. e. non-vanishing
m agnetisation, at low tem peratures sin ilarasthe 2D X Y m odeldoes. T his assum ption
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is clear from the obvious fact that In a nite systam , transition to the ordered phase at
T = 0 wWhen all spins of the H eisenberg m odel are pointed In the sam e direction) m ust
be continuous. Hence we m ust see an appearence of som e ordering as the tem perature
approaches zero. This iscon med by M C simulations on the H eisenbergm odel In two
din ensions [L9].

Due to the above reasonings, we assume all spins S, = (S;;S7;S7) In the
Ham iltonian of the H eisenberg m odel on a two-din ensional lattice w ith spacing a and
sites de ned by a vector r:
1X X
2

r r
being pointed approxin ately In the sam e direction at low enough tem peratures. This
allow s us to treat the m odel by m eans of the spin-wave approxin ation (SWA).W e
consider the case of the nearest neighbours interaction potentialJ r  £) = J ¥ O%ar
and 1/2 stands in (1) to prevent double count of each bond.

H = J@e B ©rsh+ SYsh+ s2s%) ; @)

0

Sr

Figure 1. The anglk variablks .

and ,?) that can be used to de ne the position of

the soin S, placed at the site r.

W e choose a special system of the angle coordinates r(l), 2

by the relations:

(e Figl), de ned

X _ 1) 2)
S;= cos JToos [ ;
Y- o @ @)
S{= sn [oos [ ;
— an @ .
Sf=sn ¥ ; @)
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w ith < W<, - < ®< . Note that the variables chosen are Jjist slightly
modied anglks’, ofthe spherical coordinates: r(l) =, r(2> = =2. A ssum Ing

that the anglks i ’ 2 are an all at low tem peratures for all soins of the system , this
choice of coordinates enables us to m ake use of the SW A and to substitute the scalar

product of two spins that stands in (1)) :

1
s¥*s¥+ s¥sh+ s%sh= cos( P

r r0

) cos(
(l))

0

@ @
. 20)

1 . @
+ 1 cos(” sh P sh 3 ; 3)

by an expression quadratic n r(l), 2. Thus, [3) can be written in the SW A as

XX ZaZ 1 1 1 1 2
SISy + sysy + sis; 15(1" )2 5(5’ 2 @)

and the Ham ilttonian [) is reduced to

H=Ho+H{" € Yg+8]Y € P9 ; )
w here
1X X 5
HIY (£ 9N =7 Je D, n 6)
r r0

is the H am iltonian ofthe 2D X Y m odel on the sam e lattice taken in the SW A R0]. H
can be regarded as a shift In the energy scale.
T he soIn—-s0in correlation function w ith the assum ption about an allness ofall i ’
@

r  Treads:
D E

. 1 2
G,R)=hS, Sgi ocos(®P Fycos(? 2y )

w here the angular brackets stand for the them odynam ic averaging:
.1 u . B
hid = ETI(::E ); wih Z = Tre

and
z z
Tra:= i a® d P oos @ 8)
4 r > r r

In the2D X Y m odelthepower law decay ofthe spin-goin correlation function w ith
distance serves as an indication ofQ LRO .A suitable quantity to characterise the decay

ofthe correlation finction w ith increase ofthe distance R is the tem perature dependent
exponent:

In
I Gz(R):

= 9
@) R! 1 nR ©)

n the case of the 2D X Y modelthe SW A gives for the exponent ** R0]:
= 1=2 J); 10)

that is reliable for an all tem peratures R1].
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D ue to the separation of the angke varizbles ., 2 i [B) and [J) we can write

for the correlation function:

@) @)

G2R) = G, R) G,'R); 11)
where |
@) 1 N Y ‘ @) - HXY (£ Wg) (1) @)
G R)=—(@) dal e " cos( P B a2
Zq 0
and |
@ 1 X 4 = @) (2)0 HXY (£ @g) @ @
G, R)= 7 dooos , e ! cos( g ) 2(@3)
2 =2

0

Z1 and Z, respectively origihate from the Integration over P and # i the partition

function Z = Z.Z,. A *hough i m ay be believed that the SW A applied to O (n) m odels
autom atically leadsto m 1) * ¥ exponent, the presence ofthe cosine in the integration
elm ent n [13) m akes the problem m ore nvolved.

Now, to de ne the decay of the soin-spin correlation function G, R) for large
distances R it is enough to nd the asym ptotic behaviour of G 2(1) R) and GZ(Z) R) In
the imit R=a ! 1 . Tt is easy to see that G2(1) R), Eq.[12), is just the correlation
function of the 2D X Y model, G5 * R ), the asym ptotic behaviour of which is well
known:

XY

R)=G3' R) R=a) (14)

wih *¥ given by [10). So, the problem jstoeva]uateGZ(Z) R).W ewilfollow the same

schem e that hasbeen used to nd G5 ¥ R) RJ]. For this purpose we pass to the Fourier
variables:

@
G 2

2 1 X ik 1 X ik 2
J=p= &y x=p= e (L5)
N k N r

where N is the total num ber of Jattice sites and k spans the 1st Brillouin zone. Then

the Ham itonian [8) reads
X
HYY (€ g =47 kK k k
K6 0

wih 2 ocoska coska, and the integration in [I13) must be changed to
0

Y
@ dg d A (16)
k2B =2

w ith the product taken over a halfofthe 1st B rillouin zone denoted by B =2. T he cosine

cos( & r(i)R ) In [I3) can be presented in the Fourder variablks as
" #

; X
Reexp p= (g y+ §y)
N 6o
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with [ = coskr cosk(@+ R)and ; = (shkr shk(@+ R)). The product of
cosines n [13) can be expressed in the SW A as
" #
Y X
cos e P = exp % (2?7 a7)

@)

P P
using the equality r(r(z))2 = Lo x x weobtaih an Integrable orm frG,

A fter sim ple integration we have

R).

1 X sjr12k—R!
R)= exp - (18)

N + -
Jkeok 23

@)
G 2

Recall that we are Interested In the long-distance behaviour of the pair correlation
function [7) at Jow T. W e estin ate the asym ptotic behaviour of [18) in the lin it
R=a! 1, J! 1 frtwo cases:

(
a+4 977 or &= 1,

R=a) 73 for R =a)*

4 J

19)

Thus, it is etther constant w ith respect to R or equivalent to [I4) depending on the
—5\2
asym ptotic value of the ratio £=2)

43
Substituting [19) into [11l) with the known expression for G 2(1) R),Eq.[12), we get
the follow ing asym ptotic behaviour of the spin-soIn correlation fiinction:

X Y CR=a)2
G,R) R=a)’ or ——

X Y (R=a)2
G2R) R=a) for 13

1; 20)

@1)

Let us clarify which of the two above estin ates corresponds to the behaviour
cbservable In practice. An approach used in the above derivations was based on the
assum ptions about an allness of the tem perature and niteness ofthe lattice. T herefore,
thelimi J ! 1 isphysically grounded, because the lower tem perature we consider,
the m ore lkely ordering In the system is. Butthe Imit R=a ! 1 aswellasN ! 1
used to cbtain approxin ate estin ates of the integrals in practice is lin ited by niteness
ofthe Jattice: R=a)? < N . A s the lattice size grow s to In nity the ordering disappears
and our approach m ay becom e Invalid. From the above argum ents we conclude that for
a system ofa nite size in the low -tam perature lin it the estin ate [20) holds. M oreover,
power-aw asym ptotics [20), [21)) brings about Q LRO present in the system . Recallthat
these fom ulas were obtained by m eans of the SW A . A pplicability of the latter to 2D
H eisenbergm odelhasbeen jisti ed at thebeginning ofthispaperby a nite system size
that leads to residualm agnetisation at Iow T . T herefore, although the Q LRO wasnot
considered as an intrinsic property of a nitesize system , the powerdaw asym ptotics
[20), [21) gives argum ents In favour of its presence.
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Let us quote another argum ent that favoursthe Q LRO in the 2D H eisenbergm odel,
which by no m eans is connected to the SW A and holds also for an in nite system . In
Refs. [14] argum ents were given that the m odel undergoes a freezing transition at non—
zero tem perature [12] with typical low -tem perature con gurations in a form of a gas
of superinstantons [L1]. Subsequently, an onset of the low -tem perature Q LRO phase is
characterised by the power-aw decay of the pair correlation function w ith an exponent

= XY [13,/14]. Note, that our result [20) does not contradict the estim ate of [13],
since the fom er is valid at low tem peratures, whereas the latter holds at the transition
tem perature. A though our approach can not give a de nite answer about the presence
0ofQ LRO phase in an In nite systam , this question is still under discussion.
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Figure 2. M onte Carlo results for X Y (to illustrate the well established case) and
H eisenberg m odels for nite two-din ensional lattices of di erent sizes.

To verify our analytic results we have perform ed M onte C arlo sin ulations of the
Heisenberg soin model on lattices of di erent sizes and at di erent tem peratures.
The W ol ’s cluster algorithm was used for this pumpose 22]. The exponent is
cbtained on the base of three di erent cbservabls, analysing the nite-size scaling of
the m agnetisation, M L @, the pair correlation finction, G, L=2) w)y @
and the m agnetic susceptibility, I? T, A1l three quantities are com puted
at di erent tem peratures for varying system sizes, giving acocess to a tem perature-
dependent exponent (T). Powerdaw scaling found for all three quantities M , G,,
and supports the presence of a Q LRO phase found by analytic considerations. N ote
that the lattice size In our sinulations changes from N = 8 8 toN = 256 256 for
each xed temperature Fig.[d) I order to obtain the nitesize scaling estim ates of

(T) shown in Fig.[3. W e cover the range of tem peratures from 10 ° to the order of

)2 2
1. Thus in fact we observe both cases (R4 53) 1 and (R4 ? 1. However, com paring
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the analytic resuls and the outocom e of our M onte Carlo sinulations in Fig 3, we see
that = 2*Y tstheM onte Carlb data over the whole range of tem peratures except
the last several points (at the high tem perature side of the window shown i Fig.[3)
which must indicate a transition to a non algebraic behaviour (see Refs. R3] and [13]).
Thus, de ned by RI) have not been cbserved In our com puter sinulations. The
natural conclusion is that when the condition (R;'?Z 1 is reached the tem perature is
not low enough to use the approach based on the SW A and possbly is already close
to the conkctured transition tem perature of the m odel (see Refs. [12]). Hence, the
question about a possibility to observe [2I) in M C simulations rem ains opened. But
the im portant conclusion of the work is that the result = 2 *Y for the Heisenberg
m odel In two dim ensions is reliable in a wide range of low tem peratures up to lattices
256  256.

100 TIT T TTTTTmT I T TTTTTmT T T TTTTT T TTTTTmT

---- kT21J
— 2kT21U

O M=4aL"%00)
G(L2)=AL", 0(2)
M=AL" 0@3)
G(L2)=AL", O(3)
x=AL"" 0@3)

| oo

10

|III|T|T|'|
* > O

[T
| i

10

102 10"

1l I L1 I | AN I L1 L I | AN
-8 6 -4 -2 0

10 10 10 10 10
kT/J

Figure 3. Comparison between the exponents of the Heisenberg m odel obtained
from the M onte Carlo sin ulations and from the analytic calculation in the SW A . The
dashed linepresents ¥ Y . T he inset show san increase ofthe scale tom ake the di erent
sym bols used m ore visble.

A cknow ledgem ents

W eacknow ledgetheCNR SN A S exchange program and Lo cTurban and D ragiK arevski
for a discussion of the results. W e thank E rthard Seiler for usefiil correspondence.



Quasi-bngrange ordering in a nite=size 2D H eisenberg m odel 9
R eferences

[l] PeierlsR E 1934 Helv. Phys. Acta 7 81
PeierlsR E 1935 Ann. Inst. Henri Poincare 5 177
RIMemin N D and W agnerH 1966 Phys. Rev. Lett. 22 1133
B] Stanley H E and Kaplan T A 1966 Phys. Rev. Lett. 17 913
4] BerezinskiiVv L 1971 Sov.Phys. JETP 32 493
Kosterlitz JM and ThoulessD J 1973 J.Phys. C : Solid State Phys. 6 1181
Kosterlitz JM 1974 J.Phys. C : Solid State Phys. 7 1046
Bl Nelson D R 2002 D efects and Geom etry in Condensed M atter Physics (C am bridge: Cam bridge
U niversity P ress)
bl Chakin P M and Lubensky T C 1995 Principlkes of Condensed M atter Physics (Cam bridge:
C am bridge U niversity P ress)
[71 Kenna R 2006 Condens. M atter Phys. 9 283
B] PolyakovA M 1975 Phys. Lett.B 59 79
P] Izyum ov Yu A and Skryabin Yu N 1988 Statistical M echanics of M agnetically O rdered System s
New York: K luwer A cadem ic P ublishers)
[L0] N iederm ayer F, N iederm aierM and W eisz P 1997 Phys. Rev.D 56 2555
[11] Patrasciom1 A and SeilerE 1995 Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 1920
[12] Patrascion A and Seiler E 2002 J. Stat. Phys. 106 811
[13] Patrasciom1 A 2001 Europhys. Lett. 54 709
[14] Patrasciom1 A and SeilerE 1996 Phys. Rev.B 54 7177
Patrascioin A and SeilerE 1998 Phys. Rev.D 57 1394
Seiler E 2003 The case against asymptotic freedom (Tak presented In the Sem nar at
RIM S of K yoto university: Applications of RG M ethods in M athem atical Sciences. P reprint
hep-th/0312015)
AguadoM and SeilerE 2004 Phys.Rev.D 70 107706
[15] Kogut B 1979 Rev.M od. Phys. 51 659
[L6] Tobochnik J and Chester G V 1979 Phys. Rev.B 20 3761
7] Archambault P, BramwellS T and Hodsworth P C W 1997 J.Phys. A :M ath. Gen. 30 8363
BramwellS T, Fortin J Y ,Holdsworth P C W ,Peysson S, Pinton J ¥, PortelliB and Sellitto
M 2001 Phys.Rev.E 63 041106
BanksS T and Bramwell S T 2005 J.Phys.A :M ath. Gen. 38 5603

18] BramwellS T and Holdsworth P C W 1993 J.Phys.: Condens. M atter 5 L53
[L9] Betsuyaku H 2004 J.M agn.M agn.M ater. 272-276 1005
RO] W egnerF 1967 Z.Phys. 206 465

1

R1] Berche B, Farinas Sanchez A, and ParedesR 2002 Europhys. Lett. 60 539
Berche B 2003 J.Phys.A :M ath. Gen. 36 585
P21 Wol U 1989 Nucl Phys.B 322 759

P31 W ol U 1990 NucL Phys.B 334 581


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0312015

