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Abstract

One-dimensional systems with short-range interactions cannot exhibit a
long-range order at nonzero temperature. However, there are some par-
ticular one-dimensional models, such as the Ising-Heisenberg spin models
with a variety of lattice geometries, which exhibit unexpected behavior sim-
ilar to the discontinuous or continuous temperature-driven phase transition.
Although these pseudo-transitions are not true temperature-driven transi-
tions showing only abrupt changes or sharp peaks in thermodynamic quan-
tities, they may be confused while interpreting experimental data. Here we
consider the spin—% Ising-XYZ diamond chain in the regime when the model
exhibits temperature-driven pseudo-transitions. We provide a detailed inves-
tigation of several correlation functions between distant spins that illustrates
the properties of quasi-phases separated by pseudo-transitions. Inevitably,
all correlation functions show the evidence of pseudo-transition, which are
supported by the analytical solutions and, besides we provide a rigorous
analytical investigation around the pseudo-critical temperature. It is worth
to mention that the correlation functions between distant spins have an
extremely large correlation length at pseudo-critical temperature.
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1. Introduction

In the past decade, Cuesta and Sanchez ﬂ] investigated relevant proper-
ties regarding one-dimensional models with short-range interaction, such as
the general non-existence theorem for finite-temperature phase transitions

. Furthermore, there is a wide class of one-dimensional growth models
subjected to an external field (i.e., with on-site periodic potential), such
as the discrete sine-Gordon model, showing absence of phase transition at
finite temperature. Despite the fact that for the one-dimensional discrete
sine-Gordon model it has been proven that the model cannot have any phase
transition at finite temperature [3], some numerical simulations strongly sug-
gested the existence of apparent finite temperature separation between a flat
region and rough phase. This result was investigated by Ares et al. M] using
the transfer operator formalism showing that an arbitrary size sine-Gordon
chain will exhibit this apparent phase transition at finite temperature. Re-
cently, it has been found that water molecules confined inside single-walled
carbon nanotubes exhibit entirely different behavior from their bulk ana-
logues: Such single-file chain of water molecules encapsulated in the tubes
shows a temperature-driven quasi-phase transition B] On the other hand,
using the formalism of micro-canonical ensemble it was also shown a pseudo-
‘iéansition at finite temperature for a simple kinetic one-dimensional model

.

Lately, several one-dimensional models have been examined in the frame-
work of decorated structures, in particular, Ising and Heisenberg models
with a variety of geometric structures, such as the Ising-Heisenberg models
in diamond-chain structure ﬂ, E], the one-dimensional double-tetrahedral
chain, in which the localized Ising spin regularly alternates with two mobile
electrons delocalized over a triangular plaquette E], the alternating Ising-
Heisenberg ladder model m], the Ising-Heisenberg triangular tube model
]. These models show unexpected behavior similar to the discontinuous
or continuous temperature-driven phase transition. The analysis of the first
derivative of the free energy, such as entropy, internal energy, magnetization,
shows an abrupt jump as a function of temperature, maintaining a close sim-
ilarity with first-order phase transition. Whereas a second order derivative
of free energy, such as specific heat and magnetic susceptibility, resembles a
typical second-order phase transition at finite temperature. Although these
pseudo-transitions are not the true temperature-driven transitions, abrupt
changes or sharp peaks in thermodynamic quantities may lead to mistaken
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of spin—% Ising-XYZ diamond chain.

conclusions while interpreting experimental data.

Here our main goal is to shed further light on pseudo-transitions and to
illustrate them discussing correlation functions around the pseudo-critical
temperature. We take as an example the spin—% Ising-XYZ diamond chain
investigated in some details earlier |7, 8]. The rest of the paper is organized
as follows. First, we review the model and its ground-state diagram consid-
ered in Refs. ﬂ, ,], Sec.[2l Then we discuss the pseudo-transitions from
the effective Ising-chain-model perspective, Sec. Bl Our main findings are
the distant pair spin correlation functions for the spin—% Ising-XYZ diamond
chain, which are examined rigorously in Sec. [l Finally, we summarize our
results in Sec.

2. Hamiltonian of the model and its ground-state phases

Here we consider the Hamiltonian of the Ising-XYZ diamond chain, see
Fig. M as the sum of the block Hamiltonians per unit cell H = Zfil H;
already discussed in Ref. ﬂ] The Hamiltonian of the unit cell is given by:

Hi= = J(4+7)S580 — J(1—)SY, SV, — 55,55,
— Jo(Sg; + Sp)(0i + 0iv1)

h

where Sg‘(b) (a = x,y, z) are the Spin-% operators, o corresponds to the Ising

spins %, v is the zy-anisotropy parameter, J and J, are the Heisenberg-like

interactions between interstitial sites, the exchange parameter Jy represents
the Ising-like interaction between nodal and interstitial sites, and the exter-
nal magnetic field h, and h are assumed to be along the z-direction.

The eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian () for the i-th unit cell are given
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Figure 2: Ground-state phase diagram in the v — h plane. The coupling parameters are
assumed as J = 100, J, = 24, and Jo = —24.

by:
Y
& = h2 4+AM, (2)
Y
_ kS
& = —hg+5+, (4)
Y

where 4 = 0; + 0441 and A, = \/(hz + Jop)? + %J2’y2. The corresponding

eigenstates in the natural basis {|T),|),|5),|Z)} are:

lp1) = —sinb,|T) +cosb,| ), (6)

1
- - = N + t ) 7
|p2) \/5(|+> 1) (7)

1
= —(|z2)=1%)), 8
|3) \/5(|+> 1) (8)
[pa) = cosb,|T) +sinb,| ), 9)

where HM:%tan_lmwithO<9u<ﬂ.

Next, we provide a zero-temperature phase diagram in the v — h plane
ﬂ, |§, ] Throughout this article, we will consider only the case h, = h.



In Fig. 2l we report the ground-state phase diagram for a particular set of
coupling parameters J = 100, J, = 24, and Jy = —24. From now on we
will consider just this set of parameters throughout the article. The phase
diagram presents three ground-state phases, namely, one ferrimagnetic phase
(FI) and two modulated ferromagnetic Heisenberg phases (M Fy and M F5).
We use the term “modulated” since, e.g., the state |¢p4) has probability
cos? @, in | T) and sin® 6@, in | Z). Therefore, these states are given below:

N

| M Fy) ZH’M%’ ® | )i (10)
Z]:Vl

|FI) :H|902>z' ® [ 1), (11)
Z;l

|M Fy) :H|904>z' ® | 4)i- (12)
i1

The corresponding ground-state energies are:

€1,0 = EMF2 - % - % _\/(hz“‘ J0)2 + iJ2’72, (13)
J. J h

£0,0 = Fp; :ZZ 5 Ty (14)

€-1,0 = EMFO - % + % _\/(hz_ J0)2 + %J2’72; (15)

the ¢’s notations should not be confused with £’s defined in Eqgs. @) —
). TIts worth to note that phases MF, and MF; are degenerate for a
null magnetic field and v 2 0.5892. For v ~ 0.5892..0.8314, the external
magnetic field splits the energy as E, , > E,, , whereas for v 2 0.8314

the external magnetic field splits the energy as E, , < FE, .. Further
information about of these results can be found in Refs. , |§]

3. Effective constants J.g¢ and h.g and pseudo-transitions

Using the decoration transformation , , , ], we can map the
spin—% Ising-XYZ diamond chain onto the well-known spin—% Ising chain,

whose Hamiltonian is expressed by H_, = Zﬁvzl H j» where

Hj=—E, — J40i0541 — hyoj, (16)



here ESH, J., and h_; are the parameters of the effective Hamiltonian.
Through the decoration transformation , , , ] these effective Ising-
chain parameters can be obtained explicitly; thus we have

1

E?H =1 In (wlwgw_l) , (17)
1 wiw—_1

chf :Bln < w% ) N (18)
1 w1

=—In(— 1
e =g (), (19)
where s " "
w, =2e 2 [e_TZCh%] +e T ch (BAH)} . (20)

Here p={-1,0,1}, g = kB%T, T denotes the absolute temperature, and kg
is the Boltzmann constant.

Along the boundary between F'I and M Fy or between F'I and M F5 the
Boltzmann factors (20]) satisfy the following relation wy ~ w_1 > wg, which
implies that wyw_1 > w%. Therefore from Eq. ([I8]) we conclude that Jeg > 0
and the equality holds only at T — oo. Thus, for T" < oo, the effective
parameter is positive Jog > 0 (effective “ferromagnetic interaction”).

In Fig. B(a), (c), (e), the effective parameter Jog (I8) is depicted as
a function of temperature for the above mentioned set of parameters, as-
suming several values for the magnetic field h = h,. We observe that the
effective parameter Jog is always ferromagnetic and only weakly depends on
temperature. In Fig. Bib), (d), (f), the effective magnetic field h_, ([I9) is
illustrated. It is important to remark that the effective magnetic field heg
may change its sign at a certain temperature, which will be discussed below.

Let us define the quasi-phases at a finite temperature as the zero-temperature
phase extensions: M Fy goes to qM Fy and F'I goes to qF'I. Thereby, in
Fig. Bl(f) one can see an interesting behavior of heg versus temperature T,
namely, for v = 0.8 and h = 13, the effective field heg remains almost
zero until 7" ~ 0.75. But while heg < 0 the system is in ¢M Fy phase,
whereas for heg > 0 the system goes to ¢M Fy phase, this will be confirmed
when we study the magnetizations of Ising and Heisenberg spins (see Ap-
pendix [ppendic_B).

Hence, the necessary condition to find pseudo-transition is
heg(Tp) =0, and wy < {wi,w_1}. (21)

This equation is used to determine the temperature of the pseudo-transition.
In Ref. @], the equivalent condition, i.e., the requirement w_; = wy, was
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Figure 3: Effective Ising-chain parameters, assuming J = 100, J, = 24, and Jo = —24.
(a) Parameter Jeg as a function of temperature for v = 0.7. (b) Effective magnetic field
heg as a function of temperature for v = 0.7. (c¢) Jeg against 7" for v = 0.75. (d) hes
against T for v = 0.75. (e) Jeg against T for v = 0.8. (f) heg against T for v = 0.8.

suggested. It leads to a transcendental equation for the pseudo-critical tem-
perature T,

This phenomenon contrasts to the ordinary spin—% ferromagnetic Ising
chain in a field. The effective magnetic field orders all Ising spins but as
the temperature increases the spins fluctuate and the ferromagnetic order
immediately smoothly melts.

In Fig. @ the pseudo-critical temperature 7),, which is determined from
the condition heg (7)) = 0, is shown (drawn as a solid red line). 7}, melts
smoothly at T}, ~ 1.5. The phase diagram clearly shows the pseudo-critical
temperature curve between two regions, the gM Fjy state and the ¢F I state
for the model in question with parameters given in Fig. @l When wg be-
comes relevant, the condition heg (7)) = 0 still would give, in principle, the
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Figure 4: Phase diagram 7T against h, obtained from the condition hes (1) = 0, for fixed
parameters J = 100, J. = 24, Jo = —24, and v = 0.7.

Table 1: Pseudo-critical temperature for a given magnetic field with the parameters given
in Fig. [ First two columns correspond to v = 0.7, second two columns correspond to
~v = 0.75, and third two columns correspond to 7 = 0.8.

\ v=0.7 \ v =0.75 \ v=0.8 \
h T, h T, h T,
10 | 1.3552499 | 14 | 1.3552499 11 1.4753981
11 | 1.1270292 | 15.5 | 1.1270292 12.4 1.07033229
12 | 0.8150481 | 17 | 0.8150481 12.8 0.86683633
125 | 0.567641 | 18.5 | 0.567641 13 0.66742119

127 [ 03726212 | 187 | 0.2671694 | 13.06 | 0.45524697
1274 0.2694923 | 18.9 | 0.2057833 | 13.0639 | 0.2973970

1275 | 00 1922 00 13.063945 0.0
128 | NolT, 20 No 7, 13.1 No 7,

value of T},, but this result does not lead to a pseudo-transition because the
singularity observed when wy; = w_; vanishes due to the significant contri-
bution of wy. It is also worth mentioning that when 7, — 0, then h, — h,,
where h. is the true critical magnetic field at the zero temperature.

In Table[dlthe pseudo-critical temperature is reported for several magnetic-
field values using the condition (2I]). Here we assume the fixed xy-anisotropy
parameters v = {0.7,0.75,0.8}. For v = 0.7 this pseudo-critical tempera-
ture occurs in the interface between ¢F'I and gM Fy, whereas for v = 0.75
the pseudo-critical temperature occurs in the interface of ¢F'I, gM Fy, and
qgM F5. Analogously, for v = 0.8 the pseudo-critical temperature occurs in
the boundary between g M Fy and ¢M F5. The next-to-last row of bold data
corresponds to the critical field that occurs only at 7' = 0, whereas the last



row of data indicates that there is no pseudo-transition for h > h..

For the considered decorated chain, at some temperature (better low
enough, then there still will be well pronounced traces of the ground-state
ferromagnetic order) the effective magnetic field changes its sign. All Ising
spins reorient simultaneously following the change in the effective field di-
rection and continue to fluctuate with further temperature grow.

4. Spin correlations: Results and discussions

In this section, we study in detail the correlation functions for the model
considered. To this end, we perform an algebraic procedure discussed in
Ref. ﬂﬂ] We write the transfer matrix as follows

W:(“’l wo), (22)

wy w1
where wy, wy and w_; are given by (20)). Its eigenvalues are expressed by

1E£B

with B = \/(w1 — w_1)2 + 4wg. The transfer matrix W in the diagonal
basis becomes

<o A_>_P WP = A, (24)

where the matrix P is written as

p_ ( cos 6 —Siw) (25)

sing cos¢

with ¢ = %tan_l 2w and 0 < ¢ < 5. Therefore the partition function

w1 —w_1
becomes Zn = /\f + AN or for large N simply becomes Zy = /\f.
Below there are two useful identities that will be used later. Namely,

c0s(26) Wi —wog W — Wy
B jui—w- 1\ V1 +4w0
2 2
sin(2g) =20 _ 20 g, (26)

B /1 + 4w}

where we define conveniently wg = ﬁ



The expectation value (o) is expressed as follows

1 1 -
(o) = ﬁtr (eW) = Wtr (6AN), (27)

where & = P~1oP is explicitly given by

~ 1 [ cos(29) —sin(29)
i ( ~sin(26) — cos(26) > | (28)

2
After some algebraic manipulations, we obtain
1
(o) = 5 cos(2¢) (1 + uN) , (29)

A e
here u = 3=. In the thermodynamic limit, the formula for (o) reduces to
+

lwl—w_l 1
2wy —wa| /1 + 4w

The Ising spin magnetization M; = (o) close to the pseudo-transition tem-
perature becomes approximately

(o) == cos(26) =

5 (30)

1 wp, — W1

M = [1—2w] + O(wy)] - (31)

5 |’LU1 — ’LU_1|

Consequently, the magnetization near the pseudo-transition can be expressed
explicitly as

1wt +0o@wd > w_
M; = {il wy + O(wy), w1 > w-1, (32)
2

+ZT)(2] + O(@é), w; < Ww-_i.

Next we will study the correlation functions. Consider first the thermal
average of two different Ising spins

1 . . L AN
(0j0j4r) :Wtr (cW oWV )= Wtr (6A GAN ) (33)

with 7 = {0,1,2,... }. In fact, we are interested in the thermodynamic limit
(N — o0) and this equation reduces to

(0j0j4r) = i [cos?(2¢) + u” sin®(2¢)]

= (0)? + iur sin?(2¢) = (0)? + (%)QuT. (34)

10



The case r = 0 corresponds to the trivial identity (o?) = %. Now let us

discuss the average spin pair ([B4]) around the pseudo-transition temperature
when wy — 0. We have

(@) +ad (%) +0(ag), w>wo,
<Uj‘7j+7’> = 9 ol w \" _4 (35)
<U> + ) <w—1) + O (wo) , w1 <w_1

Therefore, after using (34)), the correlation function Cr = (0;0,4,) — {0)?
becomes

Cr=(9)*u", (36)
and close to the pseudo-transition (wy — 0) the correlation function reduces
to ,
@ (%) +0(@h), w>wo,

w1

Cr = r
e () o), wi<wn

(37)

In Fig. Bl(a) we show the temperature dependence of the Ising spin mag-
1

netization. For wy; < w_q the magnetization at T' = 0 is M; = —3. Sim-
ilarly, for wy; > w_1, the magnetization in the limit of low temperature
tends to M; — %, but holding the condition w; > w_y. This change oc-
curs at heg (7)) = 0. For higher temperatures, the Ising spin magnetization
decreases with temperature, as is expected in ordinary spin models.

In Fig. B(b) the average (0joj,) is illustrated as a function of temper-
ature. For T' ~ T),, we have (0j0j4,) — % for both cases wy > w_j or
wy < w—1. In principle, it looks as a monotonically decreasing curve, but
as soon as the magnetic field becomes closer to h — h,, it exhibits a non-
monotonic temperature behavior suppressed at T}, according to Eq. (33]).

In Fig. Bl(c) the correlation function (B6) is plotted against the temper-
ature. Here, we can observe a peak at the pseudo-critical temperature, the
lower the temperature is, the thinner and higher the peak is, whereas the
higher the temperature is, the broader the peak is.

To estimate the magnetization of the Heisenberg spin, we must apply
the decoration transformation approach , , ,E] First, we have to
perform a partial trace over the Heisenberg spins. For this we need the
unit cell Hamiltonian () with eigenvalues given by Eqs. [2) — (B and the

corresponding eigenvectors given by Eqgs. ([@) — ([@). With the eigenstates in

11
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Figure 5: (a) Ising spin magnetization as a function of temperature. (b) Thermal average
(0ioitr), 7 = 1 as a function of temperature. (c) Correlation function with r =1 as a
function of temperature. We assume J = 100, J, = 24, Jo = —24, and v = 0.75.

hand, we can construct a matrix Q as follows

—sind, 0 0 cos ),
0 L L 9
V2 V2
cos ), 0 0 sinf,

remembering that 6, was already specified when the eigenstates (@) — (@)
were defined. The matrix Q diagonalizes the operator H;, so any function
of the operator H; will also be diagonalized, hence we have

D = Q le PHiled)Qq, (39)

Consequently, the matrix representation of the operator e #i(%:7") can be

12



written in terms of the eigenstates (2l) — (@),

e P80 0 0
0 e P2 0 0
D= 0 0 eP8s 0 (40)
0 0 0 e Pa

The Heisenberg spin operators Si and S;' can be expressed as s = S7'®
1; and spf = 1, ® S}, respectively, and using the similarity transformation
we have 8¢ = Q~'s2Q and sy = Q_ls‘g‘Q. The explicit representation of
these matrices is given in Appendix [Appendix A]

In what follows, we perform the partial trace over the Heisenberg spin
operators,

wy, =tr (8;D) = tr ($;D)

= e st )
AM

is because there is a relation with

—B(H+F) cos(26,,) sinh(8A,,) sinh(8A,). (41)

z

The reason why we use the notation wy

Wy
w;, = L O, .
K28 Oh,
Evidently, using ([42)) we can recover the previous result ({£I]). Now we define
the matrix W, as follows

wo— (), (43)

w?

(42)

its elements are given by (@I).
We are ready now to deal with the expectation values (S7?) and (Sf) (of
course, (S7) and (S7) are identical). Thus, we have

(S7) = (SE) = (§7) = %tr (W, Wh1). (44)

Using the similarity transformation given by W, = P"'W_P, we can write
w,=|( 1 0 . 45
= (i) )

Its elements are specified by

W =w? cos® ¢ + w? sin® ¢ + w§ sin(26), (46)
1

w5 =wj cos(2¢) — 5 (wi — wiy)sin(29), (47)

W*, =wi sin? ¢ + w? cos® ¢ — wi sin(2¢). (48)

13



Eliminating the trigonometric functions using Eqs. (A.8)) and (A29)), we can
also write

@ :(wfgwil) n (w;_w312)éwl_w,l> | Zujuo (49)
’lf)(z) :wg(wlB—w,l) _ wo(wa—wi1)7 (50)
iy L) e s

Finally, the thermal average of the Heisenberg spin becomes,

(57) :ALNtr (W. AN
+
1

~2\yIN—1 ~z N-—1
:W@M* o A ) (52)

We are interested in the thermodynamic limit, so the relation (52]) results
in

T2

w
57y =—L
(57 =5
w?4w? wi—w? | J(wi—w-1) | 2uwiw
= v ) Lo 2}3),\+1 =+ B (53)

It is worth expressing the average (S?) around the pseudo-critical temper-
ature since this analysis is our main goal. After performing some algebraic
computations, we obtain:

(5%) = N Ao e”\ 2771 ) sinh(BA;)
2h, BJ. . - )
AOwle T sinh(BAg) wo + O (wg) (54)
for w1 > w_1 and
oy = BT _ e = Jo p(-had)
(%) = n _A—lw_1e 271 ) sinh(BA_1)
2h, o2 sinh(8A0) @y + O (152) (55)
Aow_l 0 0 0

for w_q > wi. The Heisenberg spin magnetization is obtained from My =
(S#). In an analogous way, we can verify that the magnetizations of Heisen-
berg spin along the x and y-axes are zero,

(Sa) = (8Y) = (S5) = {(S}) = 0. (56)

14



Before we pass to computation of the correlation functions between
neighboring cells, we study at first the two distant Heisenberg spins average,
which can be obtained from

1 . —1x AN—-r—1
(S757,,) = St (WZ ATTIW, AN ) , (57)

here r = {1,2,3,...}. After some algebraic manipulations and bearing in
mind the thermodynamic limit, we obtain

—~

(UN)Z)2 12)8)2 ro__ Z\2 (w(z]')? r
+ u—<5>+)\+)\_u.

Z Qz o 1
<S] j+7“> - )\3_ )\+)\_

(58)

Close to the pseudo-critical temperature (wy — 0), the average (5757, ) up
to first order in w becomes:

w?, —w? w_y\"
G267 ) —(G7)\2 (wg 14001 1
< J J+T> < > +w1w_1 + wg Wo wy

2 z 2 z ,u)Z _ wz B T
+ 7U0[ Tvl_F —1 1(10 1> } o (59)

for wy > w_1 and

z 2 z 2 T
zQz (W, (wO) w1
5555400 = <w—1> " wiw-_1 (w—1>

2% [2w? w? —w? r
+ wO |: —1 + 1 -1 ( w1 > :|QI/(] (60)
w_1 | w- w1 w—1

for w_1 > wy. From (B8] the correlation function Cy = (S757,,) — (87)?

becomes

2

_ wg)
Ap A

Near the pseudo-critical temperature, the correlation function is expressed

by
z 2 2 __apR r
(wo) <1+2w71 wy ZT/(]) (u) , wy > W_1,

—~

Ch

u'. (61)

e = { e U o) (©)
(’wé) wil_wf — w1 T
wiw_1 <1—2 wE ?,U(]) (w—_l) , wp < w-_g.

15
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Figure 6: (a) Magnetization per unit cell as a function of temperature. (b) Average
(S7S7..), 7 = 1 as a function of temperature. (c) Heisenberg spin correlation function
with » = 1 as a function of temperature. All plots are presented for the fixed set of
parameters J = 100, J, = 24, Jo = —24, and v = 0.75.

In Fig.[0(a) we show the temperature dependence of the Heisenberg spin
magnetization for fixed parameters given in the caption to Fig. [ for the
range of h values considered in Fig. 2l The behavior of the Heisenberg spin
magnetization versus temperature is in agreement with Eq. (53]), and in the
limiting cases close to the pseudo-transition is given by Eqgs. (54]) and (B3).
Obviously, at T' = 0 the magnetization is in agreement with the ground-state
phase diagram [the zeroth order of Eqgs. (B4) and (GB3))].

In Fig. Bl(b) the pair Heisenberg spin average (S7S7,,.) is displayed for
the same set of parameters. Only the z-components of Heisenberg spins
correlate. Below T}, the Heisenberg spins are ordered and (S7S7,,) — M.
However, for the temperature above T, or at relatively higher temperatures
the correlation functions decreases gradually when 7" — oo as expected for
any standard spin chain.

16



Now we address our investigation to present the quantities which refer
to one cell. So we perform the partial trace over the Heisenberg-Heisenberg
spins operators,

vy =tr (8587 D) = %eﬁgh [e o shf“ﬂ— o T A, )cos(26 )} (63)
ol =tr (848}D) = e 8 [em Tt + *Fsh(pA)cos(26,)],  (64)
v =tr (5387D) = k¥ [ F e (8a,) — o Fan (£)]. (65)

Therefore, the corresponding matrix can be written as

Va=<”;a ] ) (66)

vy vy

with @ = {z,y,z}. Using the similarity transformation given by V, =
P~V ,P, we have

A R 67

o T ’lN)(OI 621 Y ( )

with the matrix elements

¢ =v$ cos® ¢ + vy sin? ¢ + v sin(26), (68)
1

Uy =vg cos(29) — 5 (vff —vy)sin(29), (69)

5%, =0f sin? 6 + 0%, cos? ¢ — v sin(20). (70)

By eliminating the trigonometric functions, the elements of matrix V, be-
come

ap ~LEpR) o POty fonmuny) | e, (1)
dg =Biwoy | wo(uiut,) (72)
- uf4u® uf—u® ) (wi—w—1) 2u

g, =liruty) | (umet )onwo) | 2uguy (73)

Consequently, the average of the one-cell pair of Heisenberg spins is given
by

1 ~ 1
S888) =—xtr (Vo AN = — (8fAF 1+ 02,0071 74
(525555 =3t ( ) = 5w (PO wem ) )
In the thermodynamic limit, we have
o oo v o v =0 ) (w1—w_1) 20%w,
(5.5 '>:( oW ) + (o 21;,\+1 =+ B (75)
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Figure 7: One-cell pair average (r = 0) as a function of temperature. (a) (S7.S3); (b)
(SYSYY; (c) (Sz5%). We assume J = 100, J. = 24, Jo = —24, and v = 0.75.

In addition, the averages (SZST), (S§SY), and (SZS7) satisfy the following
identity
1

(SaiS%) + (S5Sy) + (Sa5E) = 4 (76)

at any temperature. This is a simple consequence of the obvious relation
((Sa +Sp)?) =S(S+1)=2.

In Fig.[(a) the average of one-cell of (S7S}) is reported as a function of
temperature for a range of magnetic field described in panel (a) and consid-
ering the same set of parameters as in Fig. [6 For temperatures 0 <7 < T,
the average (S7Sy) is around a certain value definitely below % and above T},
it becomes almost % and then decreases with further temperature growth.
Please, check the statement. Analogously, Fig. [[(b) refers to (S4S}), where
there is also a clear jump at 7" = T,. The lower the temperature is, the
jump becomes more evident. In Fig. [(c), (S7S;) is depicted as a function

18



of temperature. For temperatures lower than T}, (SZS7) — %. Whereas for
h > h, there is no pseudo-transition and (SZS57) — —1 when T — 0.

Furthermore, let us consider the thermal average between different mixed
Ising spin and Heisenberg spin at distant sites,

z 1 A7 r—1~ _r
(S7ojir) = St <WZ ATl AN ) , (77)

here we assume r = {1,2,3,...}. After algebraic manipulations similar
to the previous case, and taking the thermodynamic limit, we obtain the
following expression,

T2 T2

(S50j4r) = 211))\—1 cos(2¢) — 2120_ sin(2¢)u". (78)

Writing it in terms of the Boltzmann factors, we have

’LZ)(Z)’LUO r

(Sjoj4r) = (S)o) — 5y—u (79)

Around the pseudo-critical temperature, the previous result reduces to

w? wi  wi [ w_1\"
Siojpr) =+ |2 ——L (—) | @+ O(w] 80
(S70j41) ;T L}l o o wy + O(wp) (80)
for wq > w_1 and to
w? wi  wi [ w \
S%gi V= ——L | 0 _ 7o _~L To + O(w2 81
{ JUJ+7“> 2w, + [w_l wy \w_q wo + O(wy) (81)

for w1 < w_y. From (8] we obtain the correlation function

- .
S e
and near the pseudo-critical temperature (wy — 0) we have
z T
111}1}—0 <%> wo + O(?I)(%), wp > w_1q,
Cra =S o " N . (83)
w (rfl) wo + O(wg), wi <w-y.

A similar algebraic computation was developed in Ref. ﬂﬁ], but here we
concentrate on the case near the pseudo-critical temperature.

In Fig. Bl we show the Ising-Heisenberg spin pair average and the Ising-
Heisenberg spin correlation function as a function of temperature, assuming
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Figure 8: (a) and (b) Average (S;oi+1) as a function of temperature. (c) and (d) Correla-
tion function as a function of temperature. We assume fixed J = 100, J, = 24, Jo = —24,
and v = 0.75.

the same set of parameters as in Fig. [0l and the values of h as given in the
legend of Fig.[Bl Panel (a) illustrates the one-cell pair Ising-Heisenberg spin
average (r = 0, see Fig.[I]. We observe here a noticeable jump around the
pseudo-critical temperature 7;,. The same quantity is displayed in panel
(b) but now for » = 1. In panel (c), the correlation function for one-cell
Ising-Heisenberg spin pair is depicted, where we observe a strong depressing
of the curves at pseudo-critical temperature T),. Similarly in panel (d) the
correlation function for » = 1 is illustrated, and analogous behavior is ob-
served. Therefore, all represented curves are entirely in agreement with the
average of one-cell Ising-Heisenberg spin pair ([80) and (8T), as well as with
the correlation function provided by Eq. (83]).

Now we discuss the dependence of correlation functions on the inter-
spin distance for several values of the magnetic field (and the corresponding
pseudo-critical temperatures, see Fig. [ and Table [Il) which are shown in
Fig. @ From panel (a) it can be seen that the correlation function between
Heisenberg-Heisenberg spins C'i for low magnetic fields decays significantly
with the increase of distance r, but while h — h. (h < h.) the decay be-
comes less significant, that means the correlations are strong even for far
away spins. For example, for h = 18.5 the correlation function becomes
almost independent of distance r up to r ~ 2000 (for more details see Table
2). The same plot is depicted in panel (b), but the correlation function
is given in logarithmic scale here. It is simply a straight line with a slope
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Figure 9: Correlation function decay with distance r for J = 100, J, = 24, Jo = —24,
and v = 0.75. (a) For (S7S7.,.) — (S7)(S7) against . (b) Same as (a) but in logarithmic
scale. (c¢) (Sioiyr) — (S7)(0i) against r. (d) Same as (c) but in logarithmic scale. (e)
(0i0i41) — ()% against r. (f) Same as (e) but in logarithmic scale.

In i—*, which is obviously negative because A_ < Ay. However, for h = 18.5
this slopes is almost zero, while for lower magnetic fields the module of these
slopes are large. Basically similar plots are shown in Fig.[(c), (d) for distant
mixed Ising and Heisenberg spins correlation functions Cry; these correla-
tion functions are negative. The distant pair Ising-Ising spin correlations
Cy, illustrated in Fig. Ofe), (f), are positive and show the same behavior as
the Heisenberg-Heisenberg correlation functions. Certainly, we also observe
in all panels the zero correlation functions for h > h,.

In Table [2] the ratio of correlation functions given by gﬁ 8; = Gl)

Cru(1)
Cu(r) _ Ctr) _ (A=), ti ted function of th d
CH(I) = m = K 11 percent 1S reported as a runction o € assume

distance r for various fixed magnetic fields and their corresponding pseudo-
critical temperature 7,. Here we can see that as the magnetic field increases,
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Table 2: Correlation function decay with distance. Here we report the ratio of gg; in

percent at the pseudo-critical temperature 7,. The three types of the correlation functions
C1, Cg and Cry are denoted by C'. We assume the fixed xy-anisotropy parameter v =
{0.7,0.75,0.8}.

| =07 | 7 =0.75 | 7=0.8 |

h EAGIE ELGIE r | g%
20 50.15 30 55.35 20 52.90

10 50 11.73 14 100 13.28 11 50 19.36

100 2.75 200 1.73 100 3.62

50 53.35 100 57.11 100 47.52

11 100 28.10 | 15.5 [ 200 32.43 | 124 | 200 22.42

300 2.16 500 5.94 400 4.99

500 53.05 1000 | 63.86 200 65.86

12 | 1000 | 28.11 17 | 3000 | 26.02 | 12.8 [ 500 35.09
3000 2.21 8000 2.76 1000 | 12.29

1x10* | 69.78 1x107 | 55.05 2000 | 57.37

12.5 | 5x10% | 16.55 | 18.5 [ 2x107 | 30.30 13 | 4000 | 32.91

1x10° 2.74 7x107 1.53 1x10* | 6.21

the system shows strong correlation between distant spins. For v = 0.75 and
h = 18.5 the correlation function weakened compared to its nearest neighbor
in about 50% for r ~ 107. Certainly, this is completely unexpected compared
to the standard one-dimensional spin chain.

Additional plots of magnetizations and correlation functions for v =

0.7 and v = 0.8 are reported in Appendix [Appendix B| where we observe

similar behavior as for v = 0.75.

In addition, here we will discuss the correlation length £(7") = (ln f\‘—f) )

which characterizes exponential decay of correlations with distance. In
Fig. [0(a) the correlation length &(T) is depicted assuming v = 0.7 and
the same parameters as considered in Fig. 2l We observe the peaks that
are located at the pseudo-critical temperature T),. The correlation length
becomes extremely large, but remains finite at the pseudo-critical temper-
ature 7}, the lower the temperature is, the larger the correlation length is.
For higher temperatures the peak becomes smaller and wider. Analogously,
Fig. I0(b) and Fig. [0(c) refer to v = 0.75 and v = 0.8; we observed here
similar behavior.
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Figure 10: Correlation length against temperature, for the parameters considered in Fig.[2l
(a) vy =0.7; (b) v =0.75; (c) vy = 0.8.

In principle, the internal energy can be obtained using the relation
O+
o8-
Alternatively, the one-cell correlations are related to thermodynamics, since
they determine the internal energy U of the spin system by

U= (H) = (84)

U= (H)=—J1+7v)(S75,) — J(1 —7)(S4S})
— J.(S2SE) — 4Jo(S?0) — 2h,(S?) — h{o). (85)

Using the previous results (7)), ([9), (B3] and B0), we find an equivalent
result to that obtained from (84]).
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5. Conclusions

To summarize, we have examined the properties of the spin—% Ising-XYZ
diamond chain in the regime where the model shows pseudo-transitions and
quasi-phases @] These pseudo-transitions are not true finite-temperature
transitions but only sudden changes such as in the entropy, internal energy,
and magnetization, which are quite similar to a first-order phase transition.
While in some other thermodynamic quantities, in such as the specific heat,
magnetic susceptibility, correlation length and correlation functions, sharp
peaks arise which is also quite similar to a second-order phase transition.
Therefore, this effect could be confused when interpreting experimental data
and misinterpreted as a true phase transition.

A simple way to understand the presence of quasi-phases and pseudo-
critical temperature could be the mapping of the original spin—% Ising-XYZ
diamond chain onto a simple effective ferromagnetic (Jeg > 0) Ising model
with effective magnetic field heg through a decoration transformation. The
zero effective magnetic field heg (7)) = 0 when wy — 0 indicates the presence
of the so-called pseudo-critical temperature 7}, leading to a simultaneous flip
of all Ising spins. Previously in Ref. ﬂﬂ] an equivalent condition w; = w_y
when wy — 0 was considered.

Hence, we analyzed the quasi-phase diagram at low temperatures and
determined the region of parameters where the pseudo-transitions may oc-
cur. Here we consider a detailed investigation of Ising spin and Heisenberg
spin magnetization, as well as the pair correlation function with arbitrary
distance. Basically in this model we have three types of correlation func-
tions: Ising-Ising spin correlation function Cf, Ising-Heisenberg spin corre-
lation functions Crg, and Heisenberg-Heisenberg spin correlation functions
Cpg. The magnetizations of the Ising and Heisenberg spin illustrate the
presence of a substantial change in magnetization near the pseudo-critical
temperature. Likewise, all correlation functions were also focused around the
pseudo-critical temperature, where we observed prominent peaks at pseudo-
critical temperature and this effect is supported by the analytical results.
It is also worth mentioning that the correlation function at pseudo-critical
temperature 7, has large correlation length. For example, for v = 0.8 and
the parameters considered in Fig. 2] with magnetic field bit below the criti-
cal magnetic field (h < h.), i.e., h = 18.5, the correlation functions become
almost insensitive to r for up to r ~ 10°.
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Appendix A. Heisenberg spin matrices

In this appendix we give in detail the elements of some important ma-
trices. First, we consider for the Heisenberg spin at site a (see Fig. [I):

—cos(26,) 0 0 —sin(26,)

>

0
. , (A1)

—sin(20,) 0 0  cos(260,)

QW
N
o

|
—_
o

where tan(20,) = M{iﬁ and 0 < 0, < m. Similarly, the other components
become

0 cos éu —sin éu 0
1 ) ind
& — = cqs 9& 0 0 sin HJL 7 (A.2)
2 —sind, 0 0 cost,
0 sinf,, cosf, 0
by éu we define conveniently éu =0, + 7, and
0 sin éu — Cos éu 0
& 1 - sinﬁu 0 0 CoS Qu ' (A.3)
@2 cos 0, 0 0 sin 6,
0 —cosf, —sind, 0

Second, we obtain similarly for the Heisenberg spin at site b (see Fig. [I]):

—cos(20,) 0 0 —sin(26,)
| 0 0 1 0
K 0o 10 0 ’ (A4)
—sin(26,) 0 0 cos(26,)
0 cos éu sin éu 0
N 1 cos éu 0 0 sin éu
v _ = / L A5
% =5 | sin 0, 0 0 —cosf, |’ (A-5)
0 sinf), —cost, 0
and . .
0 sinf, cosd, 0
vt - sin 0, 0 0 cos 0, (A.6)
b9 —cosf, 0 0 —sinf,
0 —cosf), sind, 0



Therefore, w7 is given more explicitly

w :h XJO B(5+4 )smh(ﬂAl)cos <;5+ . sinh(8Ay) sin(2¢)
1 Ao
+ %eﬁ(_frf) sinh(BA _1) sin? ¢. (A.7)
-1

Using the the relation (26) and assuming wy — 0, we find the following
expansions up to order w3,

w1, — W1 (1

1 wp — Ww-— 1

2 1 1

p=—|1+—— == |1+ — 2w+ O

€08 2 < B ) 2 |: \wl —w_l\ wo (wo)

1 —w_ 1 —w_
Sin2¢:§<1_w>:§[1_w(l 2w + O (w)

Appendix B. Additional correlation quantities

Here we report additional plots concerning magnetizations and correla-
tion functions, see Fig. [B.1Il Mainly we observe similar behavior as it was
discussed in the main text. The only difference we worth to mention would
be that this pseudo-critical temperature occurs between two quasi-phases:
For v = 0.7 the pseudo-transition occurs between qFI and M Fy, whereas
for v = 0.8 the pseudo-transition occurs between ¢M Fy and gM F5.
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