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A bstract. W eanalysethelow-tem peraturebehaviouroftheHeisenberg m odelon a

two-dim ensionallattice of�nite size.Presenceofa residualm agnetisation in a �nite-

size system enables us to use the spin wave approxim ation,which is known to give

reliable resultsforthe X Y m odelatlow tem peraturesT.Forthe system considered,

we �nd thatthe spin-spin correlation function decaysas1=r�(T ) forlargeseparations

r bringing aboutpresence ofa quasi-long-rangeordering. W e give analytic estim ates

for the exponent�(T) in di�erentregim es and supportour�ndings by M onte Carlo

sim ulationsofthe m odelon latticesofdi�erentsizesatdi�erenttem peratures.

PACS num bers:05.50.+ q,75.10

E-m ail:akap@icmp.lviv.ua,berche@lpm.u-nancy.fr,hol@icmp.lviv.ua

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0611264v1


Quasi-long-range ordering in a �nite-size 2D Heisenberg m odel 2

The long history ofthe Heisenberg m odelin two dim ensionsischaracterised by a

com petition between two contrary opinionsaboutpropertiesofthism odel. The early

observation,m ade by Peierls [1],about long-wavelength lattice waves destroying the

localisation ofparticles on their lattice sites in two-dim ensionalcrystals was followed

laterby asim ilarresultfor2D m agnetsofcontinuoussym m etry wherethespontaneous

m agnetisation is destroyed by long-wavelength spin waves. Proven m athem atically

by M erm in and W agner [2],this fact denied the very possibility ofa ferrom agnetic

phase transition in thistype ofsystem s. Although the high-tem perature seriesforthe

HeisenbergandX Y m odelsin2D ,presented byStanleyandKaplan[3]approxim atelyat

thesam etim e,gaveindication ofaphasetransition in both m odels.Beingqualitatively

sim ilar in those works,the two m odels had quite di�erent developm ents afterwards.

The 2D X Y m odelhasbecom e fam ousforthe Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT)

transition [4]toaquasi-long-rangeordered (QLRO)phase.Thisspecialtypeofordering

cannot be characterised by an order param eter in an in�nite system and m anifests

in a power law decay ofthe spin-spin correlation function with distance. The low-

tem perature properties and criticalbehaviour ofthe X Y m odelon a 2D lattice are

governed byinteractionsbetween topologicaldefectswhich appearin thesystem [5,6,7].

This scenario is deeply connected to the sym m etry ofthe m odel. In the X Y m odel

rotationsofa spin form an Abelian group whatallowsform ation ofstable topological

defects like spin vortices and others,in this sense it can be called an Abelian m odel

in contrastto the non-Abelian ones. The Heisenberg m odelisnon-Abelian,thisisthe

m ain reason to deny a possibility ofa BKT transition in it,since no stable topological

defects (instantons) can be form ed. The crucialevidence for an absence ofa phase

transition in the2D Heisenberg m odelcam efrom therenorm alization treatm entm ade

by Polyakov [8,9]. Now itiscom m only believed thatthism odeldoesnotexhibitany

phase transition atnon-zero tem peratures,although there are stillsom e controversies

(seee.g.Refs.[10,11,12,13,14])and reportswerem adethatdisagreewith theoutcom e

ofPolyakov’swork,assum ing thepossibility ofa phasetransition at�nitetem perature

in the2D Heisenberg m odel,sim ilartotheBKT transition in the2D X Y m odel(see[7]

and referencestherein).Thelastquestion isim portantin thecontextofan asym ptotic

freedom ofQCD at4D [9,15].

The discussion above concernsin�nite system s. And itisan in�nite 2D m odelof

continuoussym m etryforwhich theM erm in-W agnertheorem hasbeen proven.However,

eitherin M onteCarlo sim ulationsoreven in reality wealwaysdealwith �nitephysical

system s. It is wellknown now that in a �nite 2D X Y -spin system below the BKT

transition tem peraturethereisa non-vanishing m agnetisation which tendsto zero only

in thetherm odynam ic lim it[16,17].Thisobservation goesback to Berezinskiihim self

and issupported by experim entalm easurem ents(seeRef.[18]).

Althoughthereisstillnode�niteanswerforthequestionwhetherthe2D Heisenberg

m odelcan pass to a QLRO phase or not,it is reasonable to assum e that this m odel

considered on a �nite lattice willcertainly possess som e ordering,i. e. non-vanishing

m agnetisation,atlow tem peraturessim ilarasthe2D X Y m odeldoes.Thisassum ption



Quasi-long-range ordering in a �nite-size 2D Heisenberg m odel 3

isclearfrom theobviousfactthatin a �nitesystem ,transition to theordered phaseat

T = 0 (when allspinsoftheHeisenberg m odelarepointed in thesam edirection)m ust

becontinuous.Hence we m ustsee an appearence ofsom eordering asthetem perature

approacheszero.Thisiscon�rm ed by M C sim ulationson theHeisenberg m odelin two

dim ensions[19].

Due to the above reasonings, we assum e all spins Sr = (Sx
r
;Sy

r
;Sz

r
) in the

Ham iltonian ofthe Heisenberg m odelon a two-dim ensionallattice with spacing a and

sitesde�ned by a vectorr:

H = �
1

2

X

r

X

r0

J(r� r
0)(Sx

r
S
x
r0
+ S

y
r
S
y

r0
+ S

z
r
S
z
r0
) ; (1)

being pointed approxim ately in the sam e direction atlow enough tem peratures. This

allows us to treat the m odelby m eans ofthe spin-wave approxim ation (SW A).W e

considerthe case ofthe nearestneighboursinteraction potentialJ(r� r0)= J�jr� r0j;a,

and 1/2 standsin (1)to preventdoublecountofeach bond.
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Figure 1.Theanglevariables�
(1)

r and �
(2)

r thatcan beused to de�netheposition of

the spin Sr placed atthe site r.

W e choose a specialsystem ofthe angle coordinates�
(1)

r ,�
(2)

r (see Fig.1),de�ned

by therelations:

S
x
r
= cos�(1)

r
cos�(2)

r
;

S
y
r
= sin�(1)

r
cos�(2)

r
;

S
z
r
= sin�(2)

r
; (2)
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with � � < �(1) < �,� �

2
< �(2) <

�

2
. Note thatthe variableschosen are justslightly

m odi�ed angles’,� ofthe sphericalcoordinates: �
(1)

r = ’,�
(2)

r = � � �=2. Assum ing

thatthe angles�
(1)

r ,�
(2)

r are sm allatlow tem peraturesforallspinsofthe system ,this

choice ofcoordinatesenablesusto m ake use ofthe SW A and to substitute the scalar

productoftwo spinsthatstandsin (1):

S
x
r
S
y

r0
+ S

y
r
S
y

r0
+ S

z
r
S
z
r0
= cos(�(1)

r
� �

(1)

r0
)cos(�(2)

r
� �

(2)

r0
)

+

�

1� cos(�(1)
r

� �
(1)

r0
)

�

sin�(2)
r
sin�

(2)

r0
; (3)

by an expression quadraticin �
(1)

r ,�
(2)

r .Thus,(3)can bewritten in theSW A as

S
x
1
S
x
2
+ S

y

1
S
y

2
+ S

z
1
S
z
2
� 1�

1

2
(�

(1)

1
� �

(1)

2
)2 �

1

2
(�

(2)

1
� �

(2)

2
)2 ; (4)

and theHam iltonian (1)isreduced to

H = H 0 + H
X Y
1

(f�(1)g)+ H
X Y
1

(f�(2)g); (5)

where

H
X Y
1

(f�g)=
1

4

X

r

X

r0

J(r� r
0)(�r � �r0)

2
(6)

istheHam iltonian ofthe2D X Y m odelon thesam elatticetaken in theSW A [20].H 0

can beregarded asa shiftin theenergy scale.

Thespin-spin correlation function with theassum ption aboutsm allnessofall�
(1)

r ,

�
(2)

r reads:

G 2(R)= hSr � Sr+ R i�

D

cos(�(1)
r
� �

(1)

r+ R
)cos(�(2)

r
� �

(2)

r+ R
)

E

; (7)

wheretheangularbracketsstand forthetherm odynam icaveraging:

h:::i=
1

Z
Tr(:::e� �H ); with Z = Tre� �H

and

Tr:::=
Y

r

1

4�

Z �

� �

d�
(1)

r

Z �=2

� �=2

d�
(2)

r
cos�(2)

r
:::: (8)

In the2D X Y m odelthepowerlaw decay ofthespin-spin correlation function with

distanceservesasan indication ofQLRO.A suitablequantity to characterisethedecay

ofthecorrelation function with increaseofthedistanceR isthetem peraturedependent

exponent:

�(T)= � lim
R ! 1

lnG 2(R)

lnR
: (9)

In thecaseofthe2D X Y m odeltheSW A givesfortheexponent�X Y [20]:

�
X Y = 1=(2��J); (10)

thatisreliableforsm alltem peratures[21].
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Due to the separation ofthe angle variables�
(1)

r ,�
(2)

r in (5)and (7)we can write

forthecorrelation function:

G 2(R) = G
(1)

2
(R)� G

(2)

2
(R); (11)

where

G
(1)

2
(R)=

1

Z1

(4�)� N

 
Y

r0

Z �

� �

d�
(1)

r0

!

e� �H
X Y

1
(f�(1)g)cos(�(1)

r
� �

(1)

r+ R
) (12)

and

G
(2)

2 (R)=
1

Z2

 
Y

r0

Z
�=2

� �=2

d�
(2)

r0
cos�

(2)

r0

!

e� �H
X Y

1
(f�(2)g)cos(�(2)

r
� �

(2)

r+ R
):(13)

Z1 and Z2 respectively originatefrom theintegration over�
(1)

r and �
(2)

r in thepartition

function Z = Z1Z2.Although itm ay bebelieved thattheSW A applied to O (n)m odels

autom atically leadsto(n� 1)�X Y exponent,thepresenceofthecosinein theintegration

elem entin (13)m akestheproblem m oreinvolved.

Now, to de�ne the decay of the spin-spin correlation function G 2(R) for large

distances R it is enough to �nd the asym ptotic behaviour ofG
(1)

2
(R) and G

(2)

2
(R) in

the lim it R=a ! 1 . It is easy to see that G
(1)

2 (R),Eq.(12),is just the correlation

function ofthe 2D X Y m odel,G X Y
2

(R),the asym ptotic behaviour ofwhich is well

known:

G
(1)

2 (R)= G
X Y
2 (R) � (R=a)� �

X Y

(14)

with �X Y given by (10).So,theproblem istoevaluateG
(2)

2 (R).W ewillfollow thesam e

schem ethathasbeen used to�nd G X Y
2 (R)[20].ForthispurposewepasstotheFourier

variables:

�
(2)

r
=

1
p
N

X

k

eikr�k; �k =
1

p
N

X

r

e� ikr�(2)
r
; (15)

where N isthe totalnum beroflattice sitesand k spansthe 1stBrillouin zone. Then

theHam iltonian (6)reads

H
X Y
1 (f�g)= J

X

k6= 0

k�k�� k

with k � 2� coskxa� coskya,and theintegration in (13)m ustbechanged to
0

@
Y

k2B =2

Z
1

� 1

d�
c
k

Z
1

� 1

d�
s
k

1

A (16)

with theproducttaken overahalfofthe1stBrillouin zonedenoted by B =2.Thecosine

cos(�
(2)

r � �
(2)

r+ R
)in (13)can bepresented in theFouriervariablesas

Re exp

"

i
p
N

X

k6= 0

(�c
k
�
c
k
+ �

s
k
�
s
k
)

#
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with �c
k
= coskr� cosk(r+ R )and �s

k
= � (sinkr� sink(r+ R )).The productof

cosinesin (13)can beexpressed in theSW A as

Y

r

cos�(2)
r

�
Y

r

e
�

1

2
(�

(2)

r
)2 = exp

"

�
1

2

X

r

(�(2)
r
)2

#

; (17)

using the equality
P

r
(�

(2)

r )2 =
P

k6= 0
�k�� k we obtain an integrable form forG

(2)

2 (R).

Aftersim pleintegration wehave

G
(2)

2
(R)= exp

 

�
1

�JN

X

k6= 0

sin2 kR

2

k +
1

2�J

!

: (18)

Recallthatweareinterested in thelong-distancebehaviourofthepaircorrelation

function (7) at low T. W e estim ate the asym ptotic behaviour of (18) in the lim it

R=a ! 1 ,�J ! 1 fortwo cases:

G
(2)

2 (R)�

(

(1+ 4��J)
�

1

2�� J for
(R =a)2

4�J
� 1 ;

(R=a)
�

1

2�� J for
(R =a)2

4�J
� 1 :

(19)

Thus,it is either constant with respect to R or equivalent to (14) depending on the

asym ptoticvalueoftheratio
(R =a)2

4�J
.

Substituting (19)into (11)with theknown expression forG
(1)

2
(R),Eq.(12),weget

thefollowing asym ptoticbehaviourofthespin-spin correlation function:

G 2(R)� (R=a)
� 2�X Y

for
(R=a)2

4�J
� 1 ; (20)

G 2(R)� (R=a)
� �X Y

for
(R=a)2

4�J
� 1 : (21)

Let us clarify which of the two above estim ates corresponds to the behaviour

observable in practice. An approach used in the above derivations was based on the

assum ptionsaboutsm allnessofthetem peratureand �nitenessofthelattice.Therefore,

the lim it�J ! 1 isphysically grounded,because the lowertem perature we consider,

the m ore likely ordering in the system is. Butthe lim itR=a ! 1 aswellasN ! 1

used to obtain approxim ateestim atesoftheintegralsin practiceislim ited by �niteness

ofthelattice:(R=a)2 < N .Asthelatticesizegrowsto in�nity theordering disappears

and ourapproach m ay becom einvalid.From theaboveargum entsweconcludethatfor

asystem ofa�nitesizein thelow-tem peraturelim ittheestim ate(20)holds.M oreover,

power-law asym ptotics(20),(21)bringsaboutQLRO presentin thesystem .Recallthat

these form ulaswere obtained by m eansofthe SW A.Applicability ofthe latterto 2D

Heisenbergm odelhasbeen justi�ed atthebeginningofthispaperbya�nitesystem size

thatleadsto residualm agnetisation atlow T.Therefore,although theQLRO wasnot

considered as an intrinsic property ofa �nite-size system ,the power-law asym ptotics

(20),(21)givesargum entsin favourofitspresence.
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Letusquoteanotherargum entthatfavourstheQLRO in the2D Heisenbergm odel,

which by no m eansisconnected to the SW A and holdsalso foran in�nite system . In

Refs.[14]argum entsweregiven thatthem odelundergoesa freezing transition atnon-

zero tem perature [12]with typicallow-tem perature con�gurations in a form ofa gas

ofsuperinstantons[11].Subsequently,an onsetofthelow-tem peratureQLRO phaseis

characterised by thepower-law decay ofthepaircorrelation function with an exponent

� = �X Y [13,14]. Note,thatourresult(20)doesnotcontradictthe estim ate of[13],

sincetheform erisvalid atlow tem peratures,whereasthelatterholdsatthetransition

tem perature.Although ourapproach can notgivea de�niteansweraboutthepresence

ofQLRO phasein an in�nitesystem ,thisquestion isstillunderdiscussion.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
T

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

M

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
T

10
-2

10
0

10
2

10
4

χ
O(2)

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
T

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

M

L = 8
L = 16
L = 32
L = 64
L = 128
L = 256

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
T

10
-2

10
0

10
2

χ
O(3)

Figure 2. M onte Carlo results for X Y (to illustrate the wellestablished case)and

Heisenberg m odelsfor�nite two-dim ensionallatticesofdi�erentsizes.

To verify ouranalytic results we have perform ed M onte Carlo sim ulations ofthe

Heisenberg spin m odel on lattices of di�erent sizes and at di�erent tem peratures.

The W ol�’s cluster algorithm was used for this purpose [22]. The exponent � is

obtained on the base ofthree di�erentobservables,analysing the �nite-size scaling of

the m agnetisation,M � L�
1

2
�(T),the pair correlation function,G 2(L=2) � (L)� �(T)

and the m agnetic susceptibility, � � L2� �(T). All three quantities are com puted

at di�erent tem peratures for varying system sizes, giving access to a tem perature-

dependent exponent �(T). Power-law scaling found for allthree quantities M , G2,

and � supportsthe presence ofa QLRO phase found by analytic considerations. Note

thatthe lattice size in oursim ulationschangesfrom N = 8� 8 to N = 256� 256 for

each �xed tem perature (Fig.2) in order to obtain the �nite-size scaling estim ates of

�(T)shown in Fig.3. W e cover the range oftem peratures from 10� 9 to the orderof

1.Thusin factwe observe both cases
(R =a)2

4�J
� 1 and

(R =a)2

4�J
� 1.However,com paring
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the analytic results and the outcom e ofourM onte Carlo sim ulations in Fig.3,we see

that� = 2�X Y �tsthe M onte Carlo data overthe whole range oftem peraturesexcept

the last severalpoints (atthe high tem perature side ofthe window shown in Fig.3)

which m ustindicatea transition to a non algebraicbehaviour(seeRefs.[23]and [13]).

Thus, � de�ned by (21) have not been observed in our com puter sim ulations. The

naturalconclusion isthatwhen thecondition
(R =a)2

4�J
� 1 isreached thetem perature is

not low enough to use the approach based on the SW A and possibly is already close

to the conjectured transition tem perature ofthe m odel(see Refs. [12]). Hence,the

question abouta possibility to observe (21) in M C sim ulations rem ains opened. But

the im portant conclusion ofthe work is thatthe result � = 2�X Y forthe Heisenberg

m odelin two dim ensionsisreliable in a wide range oflow tem peraturesup to lattices

256� 256.
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Figure 3. Com parison between the exponents � ofthe Heisenberg m odelobtained

from theM onteCarlo sim ulationsand from the analyticcalculation in theSW A.The

dashed linepresents�X Y .Theinsetshowsan increaseofthescaletom akethedi�erent

sym bolsused m orevisible.
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