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Scaling transformations are used in numerical calculations of the properties of the two-dimensional
Ising model near its critical point. When compared with the exact Onsager solution, the best
approximation is seen to lead to 1 part in 10* accuracy for the two largest scaling indices. This rather
accurate calculation is obtained by utilizing a scaling transformation which depends upon a parameter.
The parameter is set by demanding that two different evaluations of the magnetic eigenvalue agree with
one another. One evaluation is found via the standard eigenvalue method; the other comes from a
consistency condition for the spin-spin correlation function. This condition may also be used to

distinguish scaling eigenvalues from other eigenvalues.

I. CONCEPTUAL BASIS OF THE CALCULATION
A. Setting up the problem

Recently, several different groups!~* have per-
formed numerical calculations of the critical prop-
erties of spins on lattices by the direct calculation
of approximate scaling transformations. In this
application of the renormalization-group method, 57
one starts from a functional of all the spins in the
system z{c}. One defines a transformation of this
partition functional to a new set of spin variables u;
on a lattice with a lattice constant larger by a factor

~of I. This transformation is of the form

z'{u}= g {u, 0} Z{o} .

Here the transformation matrix 7 is limited by the
condition that the partition function be invariant un-
der the scaling transform, i.e., that

z=%}) Z{o}=§z'{u}.

Condition (1. 2) will be satisfied automatically if T
obeys

(Z) T{uot=1 .

This condition, in turn, will be satisfied if T is a
product over all sites of the u lattice of the form®

i, o} =TT 30+ pp e fo}) -

In using the transformation method, one parame-
trizes Z{o} by writing it as a function of a group of
coupling constants K;. These coupling constants
include a magnetic field term, nearest-neighbor
interactions, next-neighbor, four-spin terms, etc.
They appear in Z{o} in the form

(1.1)

1.2)
(1.3)

(1.4)

Z{o}=exp Z K;S{o} .

(1.5)

Here the S; are extensive functions of the ¢’s. In
general they may be represented as a sum over
lattice sites of the form

Si:ZSi(F) .

For example, s; might be o, or s, might be a prod-
uct of neighboring spins, etc.

In these terms, the transformation (1.1) can be
considered to be a transformation upon the K;’s of
the form

K!=R,(K)

(1.6)

(1.7)

The fix.(’ed point is identified as a special set of K’s
called K*, for which the transformation leaves K;
invariant,

K¥=R;([K*) . (1.8)

This fixed point is identified with the critical point.
In numerical applications, an approximate form
of R,(K) is found, and the fixed point located. Then
the properties of small deviations from the fixed

point

K;=K¥+h;, h;<1, (1.9)

are investigated by evaluating the matrix b,; de-
fined by

h§=K§—K;“=; bish; . (1.10)

The eigenvalues and eigenstates of b;; are found.
We indicate these by the notation

Db ud =uh®
i
(1.11)
Z v¥b;; = v¥b .
i
B. Interpretation of eigenstates and eigenvalues

The eigenstates and eigenvalues defined by Egs.
(1.11) have a very direct physical interpretation.
The eigenvalues, when written in the form

377



378 LEO P. KADANOFF AND ANTHONY HOUGHTON 11

b =%,

(1.12)

give the scaling indices directly. For example, the
largest relevant odd- and even-spin eigenvalues can
be directly interpreted in terms of the standard
critical indices as

Y, =1/v (even-spin) ,

(1.13)
yo=d—B/v (odd-spin),

with d being the dimensionality. Notice that the re-
sults (1.13) are supposed to be independent of the
choice of scaling transformation.
Furthermore, the eigenstates can also be given
a direct interpretation. From the right eigenstate,
we can form the eigenoperator
sa(F):Zu;"si(-f) . (1.14)
1

The correlation function for these eigenoperators
then has the simple scaling properties

(5o(T)sg(ONg-gx = Ayg (T/7) /7?4 V ™8

for large ». The concept of conformal invariance
indicates that A,, should be diagonal. Thus, this
equation simplifies to the form

(54(T)s(0)) s = Ay 0 op/rHEe) |

In general A, will be nonvanishing for the relevant
operators of the theory, but will vanish for the so-
called “scaling” operators.®

Equations (1.14) and (1. 15) enable us to write an
asymptotic form for the correlation function
(s;(T)s;(0)). Equation (1.14) may be inverted to give

(1.15)

s; () =2 v¥s, (F), (1.16)
so that
o a\2 Aa
(Si(r)sj(o»x*: E ('Ui) m (1.17)
(relgvant)
for ¥ -,

C. Examples of scaling transformations

In this paper, we shall discuss three specific ex-
amples of scaling transformations:

(i) Decimation. The new lattice #' is chosen to
include half the sites on the old lattice, as indicated
in Fig. 1. Then [=V2. On the new lattice, the new
spins w,. are chosen to be exactly equal to 0,,. The
remaining ¢’s are summed over. Thus

tot=0, . (1.18)

(ii) Block transformation. As shown in Fig. 2,
each p, appears in the midst of a block of four
spins. Once again the increase in lattice constant
1is v2. We choose

t, =tanhK(o, +0,+05+0y) , (1.19)

where the four ¢’s are those immediately surround-
ing the block. ®

(iii) Second block transformation. The p’s are
further spaced out, as shown in Fig. 3. Now [
equals 2. We choose £, once again to have the
form (1.19). This transformation can be consid-
ered to be simply the composition of the previous
two.

D. Dependence upon K

According to the theory, y, should not depend on
K. Let us jump ahead and look at the results of our
approximate recursion calculation to see whether
this independence is indeed realized. Figure 4
plots the values of 1/v and 8 determined from Eq.
(1.13) and our most successful transformation, the
second block transformation. The details of the
approximation method will be developed in Secs. II
and III. For now, the important point is to note
that the calculated eigenvalues do appear to be
roughly constant over a whole range of K, but that
some K dependence is indeed present. It would be
helpful to be able to choose some particular value
of K as “better” than the others. In some sense,
this could be the value of K for which the approxi-
mations for R,.(_IZ) were more accurate than for
other values.

For this reason, we seek another equation to de-
termine B/v. If we can obtain an independent eval-
uation of this quantity, we can then compare this
result with the eigenvalue. Presumably the “best”
value of K would be the one for which these quanti-
ties were most nearly equal.

E. Correlation-function determination of y,,

To develop this second equation for y,, we cal-
culate the p-p correlation function as

(lpe )y = 2y Hhye uoz'{u}/ > Z{ut.
{u} {u'}

From the definitions (1.1)-(1.4) of the transforma-
tion, it immediately follows that this correlation
function can also be expressed as

Ky
° X ° X
Hq
X ° X °
- H2

X L] X °

FIG. 1. Decimation transformation. [=v2; X=0,,, ®
=U,.» and g,,.
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] . . .
X X
(] ° . .
X
. . . .
X X
(] . [ .

FIG. 2. Block transformation. 1=v2; x=p,,; ®=o0,.

(ip ol = ot to oDy 5 (1.20)

now, f,, and pu,. can be written in terms of the basic
objects s;(r). Let us define s,(#) to be just the spin
variable

by =5y (F) (1.21)
Then for decimation transformation

t{o}=0, =5, , (1.22)
while for the block transformations

t.{o}=tanhK(o, +0,+03+0,)

=5w, (0, +0y+05+0,)
+ 5w (01 +0, +03+0,4)010,040, ,

with

w, = s(tanh4K + 2tanh 2K) . (1.23a)

The ¢’s lie at the points immediately surrounding
the p. If we define sz(F) to be a product of three
neighboring o’s, e.g., 0,0,03, We can write the re-
sult for the block transformation
te{ot=w.s,(F) +w._s,(T") . (1.24)

Then, both transforms may be represented by
(1.24) if we define

w,=1, w.=0 (1.23b)
for decimation.
Now apply Eq. (1.20) at the fixed point. From

(1.20) and (1.24) it follows that

(51510
R
R
R

FIG. 3. Second block transformation. I=2;X=y,.,,
=0,.

1.005 r—

. BEST BLOCK
1/11
995 |
99 ! L1 1 K
14
BEST BLOCK

K
.75 .85 95 1§ 1.25 1.50

09 | [ 1

FIG. 4. Even-spin eigenvalue 1/v and odd-spin eigen-
value B/v as obtained from the second block transforma-
tion, plotted as a function of the parameter K. The curve
labeled “check’” gives the value of 8/v obtained from Eq.
(1.26); the curves intersect at a value of K =0, 9783, at
which point 8/v=0,12447,

= (w5, (LT") + w_s,(1F")][w,51(0) + w_s,(0) g .
(1.25)
Next, go to the limit of large » and apply Eq.
(1.17). Equation (1.25) becomes
A N A (v¢y + vy )?
S oty A

3

(1.26)

with »=7'1. For all relevant eigenvalues, A, #0.
If there is no degeneracy, y,#y;, then we can con-
sider (1.26) to be true term by term in @. This
can be true if and only if
1%V = gy, + (/0¥ w. . (1.27)

Equation (1.27) is our second equation for the ei-
genvalue y,. It holds for all relevant eigenvalues,

but not for the scaling eigenvalues.

F. Results for eigenvalues

Let us look at the results of our calculations once
more. Equation (1.27) may be used to obtain an
additional determination of the odd-spin eigenvalue.
Our pair of determinations was plotted in Fig. 4
and the difference curve is given in Fig. 5. The ei-
genvalues are identical at K=0. 9783 and have the
value

B/v=0.12447 (1.28a)
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tanh 2K =.96081
/=> K=.9783

0
-05 -
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tarh 2K
| 1 I i | I
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FIG. 5. Difference curve. (B/v)sneex — B/ )/ B/ V) enecx

plotted as a function of tanh2K. The two determinations
of B/v are identical at K =0, 9783.

Here 1/v from Fig. 4 has the value
(1.28b)

at this point.
1/v=0.999964 .

These should be compared with the exact (Onsager-
solution) values 0.125 and 1.0. The comparison is
obviously more than satisfactory.

We conclude that the trick of adjusting K im-
proves immensely the accuracy of our calculational
method.

All results so far have been taken from the sec-
ond block transformation, which is essentially the
composition of the first block transformation and a
decimation.

Notice that Eq. (1.27) gives nonsense for the dec-
imation transformation. Since w, and w_are, re-
spectively, 1 and O for this case, we find

1%8%a = 1,
or perhaps
vy =0.

In either case, we cannot make much sense of our
procedure. We therefore drop the pure decimation
transformation as having at best a complex rela-
tionship with the physics of the two-dimensional
Ising model.

On the other hand, the first block transformation
does make sense. The results of this transforma-
tion are plotted in Fig. 6. Clearly this is a worse

11
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approximation than the second block transforma-
tion. The indices are more dependent upon K, i.e.,
the approximation method, and the two evaluations
of B/v never intersect. However, we can choose
the best value of K as the one which minimizes the
difference between these evaluations. At this value
we get

1/v=1.03,

B/v=0.10 from eigenvalues , (1.29)

=0.15 from correlation function .

As we expected from the figure, these values are
far less accurate than values obtained from the
other approximation. It would appear that our ap-
proximation method simply converges better in the
case of the second block transformation.

G. Remainder of this paper

Sections II and III have the nature of technical
appendices. They detail the approximations used
for constructing the recursion relation. Since the
decimation transformation is simplest, we describe
it in Sec. II. However, it is not used alone, only in
conjunction with the block transformation to form
the second block approach. The block transforma-
tion is described in Sec. III.

rost
L
1, TT~FIRST BLOCK
v
K
90
CHECK
2 '
ﬁ/V
FIRST BLOCK
L
it
[ K
° ! ! L ! 1
9 92 94 % 97 1
FIG. 6. 1/v and B/v as obtained from the first block

transformation. In this case the two indices are quite
dependent on K and the two evaluations of 8/v never inter-
sect,
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II. DECIMATION TRANSFORMATION
A. Setting up the calculation

To begin, write the partition functionals in terms
of coupling constants in the form

nz{o}=2_K,S;=5{o} .

Then, the recursion relation becomes

ﬂ"{u}zln(z e‘”"}) .
Opr=iys

2.1)
{0y}

The actual coupling terms which we use in our
calculation are shown in Figs. 7 and 8. We use for
K; the notation K, ,, where x is the number of spins
contained in the corresponding s;.

The calculation of the sum in Eq. (2.1) is consid-
erably facilitated by the fact that we can perform
the sum exactly when there are only nearest-
neighbor couplings present. Our basic procedure
then is to perform the sum for the nearest-neighbor
case and then handle all other terms in perturbation
theory.

When there are only nearest-neighbor and con-
stant terms in &, the sum in (2.1) takes the form
of a product of terms like

z= Z exp[2Ky, 1 +0Ky 1 (lhy + Uy + g+ Hy)]
[+

=2coshKy 1 (g + la + Mg+ [4g) €XP2K, ; . (2.2)

Here the u’s are the new spin variables immediate-
ly surrounding the spin 0. (See Fig. 1.) In per-
forming the perturbation calculation it is also im-
portant to know the average of o derived from the
partial partition function (2.2). This average is

DIAGRAM | NUMBER OF
DIAGRAMS

DIVIDED BY
NUMBER OF

LATTICE SITES=U

NUMBER OF | COUPLING
SPINS=n CONSTANT

(o] Ko,1 1

2

2

Ka, 2

Ka,3

Ka,a

Ka, s

Ka,6

R Vatodos NN IS

FIG. 7. Even-spin diagrams,

NUMBER OF | COUPLING | DIAGRAM [ NUMBER OF

SPINS n CONSTANT DIAGRAMS
OVER NUMBER
OF SITES =U

1 Kit ° 1

. | e | L .

Ks,2 —— 2
K3,3 N\ 4
K3,4 e 8

FIG. 8. Odd-spin diagrams.

0,), =tanhK;, ((uy + s+ g+ ) - (2.3)

With these results in hand, one can rewrite Eq.
(2.1) in the form

F'{ut=Folup+F{u}, (2.49)
Ff{ut= Zt Inz , (2.5)
summation
sites
Fi{u}=1n(erent®l) (2.6)

In Eq. (2. 6) §,,,, means F{o} less the constant and
nearest-neighbor terms. The average is defined
by Eq. (2. 3), so that the average of each summation
variable depends upon the four u’s immediately
surrounding it.

Fo{ 1} may be evaluated exactly. It contains the
coupling constants

(K:m)o =2Ky,1 + Up, (K;,l)(): 20,,

(Kz,2)0=Uzy (Ki1)o=Us, €.
with

Uy =1n2 + §ln cosh4K, , +31ln cosh2K, , ,

U, = sln cosh4k, ; , (2.8)

U, = §ln cosh4K, , — 3lncosh2K, ; .

The remainder of the problem lies in the evalua-
tion of the average (2.6). Some terms in &, are
trivial—those which do not involve summation vari-
ables. The first five terms in the left-hand column
of Fig. 9 are the trivial ones; the remaining terms
in the figure are the nontrivial terms included in
our analyses. The trivial terms simply give rise
to a contribution to &;{u} of the form

(K’i)trlv :; R ;K; -

Here the following components of R;; are equal to .
unity:

Rai;25 Rozpss Rarass Runns Raygss - (2.10)

(2.9)
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K2,2 S e
Ka,3 —t— o7
S
Ka,3 @ x(o %
X
Kea . x
x\
K3,3 A x" o x
Ke
K2,4 HFig x M3
I-‘o/'ll-n
Ko [l
x
K3,1 l_. L
K3 2 *—X—o X———X
x
K34 e .
T x
K5‘1 >——X—a x+x
l !

FIG. 9. Terms actually included in the analysis of the
decimation recursion relation. The trivial terms are the
first five in the left-hand column. In all cases, save for
K,,9, the terms in the right-hand column are not included
in the analysis. Instead, we approximate them by dou-
bling the size of the terms in the left-hand column. The
diagrams K, , are not included in this figure because our
approximation for the block transformation does not
generate K .

All the remaining contributions from the diagrams
under consideration vanish.

To complete the calculation, we need the contri-
bution of the nontrivial couplings indicated in Fig.
9. Each term represented here may be written as
a term in the sum

Frem :; K;s;
or as a product

e%rem =H coshK, (1 +tanhK;s,) (2.11)
t

since each s, has values +1. Therefore the entire
set of remaining terms in the analysis can be ex-
pressed as

F{ut= ln<ItI coshK,(1 +s, tanth)>u . (2.12)

In a cumulant expansion of the average Eq. (2.12)
reduces to

Fo{u} =2 Incoshk, + (sy), tanhk,
) t

+% D tanhK, tanhkK,.
tt’
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X((e5e: 00 = (Sulsed) +eee - (2.13)

Thus the remaining contributions to K; may be

expanded in a power series in tanhK,; of the form

U,(K}); =2 C;;(tanhK,) U,
7

+Zk: D;;,(tanhK,)(tanhK,)U,U, . (2.14)
J

Here U; is the number of diagrams of a given type
as defined in Fig. 7. In conclusion, K’ is the sum
of Koy [Eq. (2.7)], Kiriy [Eq. (2.9)] and (K'),.

B. Evaluation of nontrivial diagrams

Each nontrivial diagram involves {(¢),. From Eq.
(2. 3), this may be written

©), =18 (x. +x.5,) , (2.15)
with

Sy = Uy + Mo+ g+ My,

Sy = Kykakghy (2.16)

x,=3tanh4K, , +tanh2K, ; .

A typical lowest-order contribution to (2.13) is
produced by the fourth-neighbor interaction shown
in the sixth line of Fig. 9.

For this case, the resulting expectation value is

St =3 bollty + Ha + g+ tg) (X, +2.5,) .

A count of terms shows that the contributions to the
C;; are

_ - - -1
Cogp4= Co1;04= 022;24 = Cza;z4 =2Xs

Cus;4= Cap;oa = 3X., 2.17)

- _1
Cua;24= Cygyo4 = 5%«

The terms C, 22, D, ;22;22, and C 54y, Which
are only slightly more complex, are treated in an
exactly analogous fashion. Even one type of con-
tribution C, ., (the term shown in the right-hand
column of Fig. 9) can also be handled in this way.
However, there are other terms, one involves 512
terms when written out as a product that are too
complicated to handle directly.

C. Simplification from symmetry

But, why should the left- and right-hand columns
of Fig. 9 give different contributions? They are
physically identical terms in the original o lattice.
They only become distinguishable because of the
symmetry breaking produced by the summation

technique.
In lowest order, the difference between these

diagrams should not contribute to any physical ei-
genvalue or eigenstate—only to redefinitions of ir-
relevant eigenvalues and eigenstates. Hence for

all linear analyses we can replace the right-hand-
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TABLE I. Odd-spin portion of the recursion relation,
K{=2) ;M K,. The values of M,; are listed in the table
with the notation x=x, +x_. The blanks represent zeroes.

K value Ky Ky Ky K33 K3y Kgy
K{,1 1 3x 3x ix, x.
ki, 3% 24 1 i, x,
K, ix,

K{;3
K, ix,
Ki X

column diagrams by the simpler diagrams in the
left-hand column. We make this replacement in all
cases save that of K, ,, which we take to second
order. In this way, we are left with seven non-
trivial diagrams to evaluate. Once again we re-
place contributions to coupling constants which are
not on our list by lumping them into the highest-
order coupling constant K, ; with the same » value.
In this way we obtain our approximation for the
decimation recursion relation. The odd-spin por-
tion of this approximation is summarized in

Table I.

III. THE BLOCK TRANSFORMATION
A. Setting up the calculation

In calculating the results of the decimation trans-
formation, we extracted the exact effects of the
lowest-order interaction and took all the higher-
order interactions into account as perturbations.
We can apply a rather similar method for the block
transformation. We start by calculating the prop-
erties of the basic block shown in Fig. 10(a). Then,
we move on to calculate the interaction between two

o, T2

(b)

FIG. 10. (a) Basic block. (b) Two blocks together.

TABLE II. Configurations of four spins and associated
values of functions of these spins. Wiy represents the
number of similar configurations.

Configuration

+ o+ + - + o+ + = - = - -
+ o+ + + - - - + - + - —
W
Variable 1 4 4 2 4 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Sy=0y 0y 0y 70y 4 2 0 0 -2 -4
S = + g
w = 9192 7 020 4 0 0 -4 0 4
+030y + 0404
S jna = 0103 + 090, 2 0 -2 2 0 2
Sy=5,8, 4 -2 0 0 2 —4
Sy = 010,050, 1 -1 1 1 -1 1

‘blocks as shown in Fig. 10(b). When these two
terms are calculated, we use the results as a
starting point for a perturbation theory in which we
expand in (a) the correlations among more than two
blocks and (b) the interaction terms which cannot
be included in the blocks.

The basic block is organized so that it contains
the couplings produced by K as well as the interac-
tion terms listed in the first four rows of Fig. 9.
Then, the zeroth-order result for the transformed
free-energy function is obtained by calculating the
partition function for the basic block. This is sim-
ply a sum over the ¢ variables of

ef0=1(1 +tanhKuS;)
Xexp(Ko,l +K2,lsnn +K2,annn +K4.IS4) > (3 1)

where S;, S,,, -.. are defined by Fig. 10(a) and
Table II. The partition function for the basic block
is then given by
zzz e wia) (3.2)
o
where the a are the configurations listed inTableII.

In summing over all the basic blocks, we essen-
tially sum over all o variables twice, since each
one falls into two blocks. To represent this fact,
we introduce two variables 7,.. for each o,. These
7,.. variables are taken to be at sites halfway be-
tween the o, sites and the p; sites—as indicated in
Fig. 11.

Each pair of 7,., variables surround a o, vari-
able. We define these new variables by the state-
ment that they are equal to the o, variable and to
each other, i.e.,

0,=ir+7"), T=1"=0,. (3.3)

To represent this equality, a factor (1 +77') is in-
troduced into the sum defining F' at each o, posi-
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FIG. 11. Distribution of the auxiliary sites relative to
the basic o and u sites. x=u, ®=g; O=T,

tion. Then, the basic equation for ¥’ can be written

SFI{“} _ lnz [H 2 0(T1 T2 T3 Ty Shhgrs)
T Ly

<HV) Trem (5 1 ] (3.4)
Here, V, is defined by
V, =11 +77")ef 11T | (3.5)

where 7 and 7’ are the two new summation variables
surrounding the point ». The K, ; term takes into
account the one-spin term in . The remaining
interactions in & are included in F, . {o}, with each
of the ¢’s replaced by a pair of 7’s in accordance
with Eq. (3. 3).

Equation (3. 4) permits a very convenient rewrit-
ing of §’'. Define { )] to mean an average of some
function of the 7°s with a weight factor

H ef0leeeitgrn)

iy
With this weight factor, 7’s which fall into different
blocks are uncorrelated, while 7’s in the same
block have only a weak correlation. In fact, K is
chosen to make the intrablock correlations as weak
as possible. In any case, with this definition of
( )%, Eq. (3.4) can be written

F{ut=Fe{nt+F{ut, (3. 6)

Fo{ut= Z Inz+y In(v,)% , (3.7)
0

i =1n((TT g )e"=") 5.8)

Equation (8. 6) represents our starting point for the
calculation of §'.

B. Lowest-order calculation

The zeroth-order partition function z is easily
calculated from Eq. (3.1). This equation also per-
mits the direct calculation of averages of the 7’s

ANTHONY HOUGHTON 11

which lie on a single block. We define these aver-
ages as

<T1>3 =L,

<7'17273>2 =Lsu , (7'172737'4)2 =L,

<7172>2, =Lp, <7173>‘(1 =Logn »

(3.9)

where nn and nnn stand for nearest- and next-
nearest-neighbor terms.
One can also directly calculate (V,)) as
(V)% =3coshky (1 +L3up’)
X[1+xtanhK, 3(u+u)], (3.10)
with
x=2L,/(1+L%, (3.11)

where p and u' are the (nearest-neighbor) new spin
variables immediately adjacent to ». For our later
work, we shall also need to know the quantity

{V,0,0%
< >1_ <V>0

_ Mu +p'/2) +tanhk, ,
“1+2(u+i'/2)tanhK, ;

(3.12)

Equation (3. 8) defines the lowest-order approxi-
mation for §’, i.e., F' contains constant, nearest-
neighbor, and one-spin terms. In the case of small
K, these have coupling constants

(K§,1)o=1nz +5In(1 - LY,
(K{,1)0:27\K1,1 s
(Kz,1)0=3In[(1+ L3)/(1 - L})] .

The remainder of the calculation is the estimation
of 1 as defined by Eq. (3.9).

(3.13)

C. Corrections from F

The general structure of the terms lumped into
Frem 1S @ product of terms of the form expK,o, 2

- 0,,, where each ¢ is represented by a 2(T +T .
In a first-order expansion such a term produces a
contribution to ¥’ of the form

oottt =T 634 T o).

where the second product is over all #’s not in the
diagram. In lowest order, we approximate such a
contribution by neglecting the correlations among
different Vv,’s.

Then we find

Ti "1

vy (3.14)

n
s {ut=k, I1 @)%, (3.15)
i=1
where { )! is defined by Eq. (3.12).
For example, a K, , term like that defined in Fig.
9 will produce a contribution to the right-hand side
of (3.15) which looks like
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, ~ My + p2/2)+tanhK1,1
65 {ut= Ky, 1+ (uy + up/2)tanhk,

y Mpg+ ug/2) +tanhk, 4

1+ (kg + py/2)tanhk, ; ° (3.16)

The next step is to convert (3.16) into a statement
about coupling constants. Start with X; ;=0. Then
the right-hand side of (3. 16) takes the form
1Ky ) (Halhg+ iy + My Mg+ 11 14g), fOT 0dd 7 and even
m, which includes, respectively, a nearest-neigh-
bor term, a next-nearest-neighbor term, and a K; 3
and a Ké,,; term. The new lattice contains, respec-
tively, U;N' of these terms, i.e., 2N', 2N’, 2N’,
and 4N’, where N’ is the number of p,. sites. On
the other hand, there are 4N or 8N’ terms like
(3.186). Hence a direct count gives a contribution
t0 K; 1 Koot

0K3,1=0Kp,p=0Ky,3=0K5,4=1K, )\°8N'/2N' . (3.17)

In a similar way, we can assess the effects of all
terms in F,{o}. The general structure we see is
that the terms independent of K, ; are

GKJI,H :?]—2— Z Zm= Cj,n;i,n+2m,a

im « 7

A n+3m
X '5 Ki,n+2mVi,n+2m,a .

The values of the matrix C are set forth in Table
III. In Eq. (38.13), the index « distinguishes be-
tween different types of diagrams which may have
the same coupling constant. V; , , is just the num-
ber of such diagrams divided by the number of lat-
tice sites.

The first-order term in K, ; produces effects a
little more complex than those listed in Eq. (3.13).
As can be seen by taking the first-order correction
in K, , to Eq. (3.16), which is

(3.18)

TABLE III. Values of Cy;,pjq for even n.

Column m 2 4 4 4
index j 2 3 4 1 2 3

Row index o 2 2

n Z

0 1 2 1 1

2 1 2 1 1 8 5 4
2 2 2 1 4 3
3 1 1 2
4 1 1 1

4 1 1 1 2
2 1
3
4 1 4
5 1 2
6 1

Other 1

° . ° °
X X
° ° ° °
X
3 3 .
X X
° . . °
(a)
FIG. 12. Correlation corrections.
° 3
X
3 ° ° °
X X
3 ° ° °
X
° .
(b)

K2,4K1,1[%7\(#1 + g+ g+ pg) — AX(L + My bhg)(hg + Ky)

=N+ gy (g + )] s

these terms have the structure

2 by m-1
GKJ’,M:E— Z Kl,lKim,a"i,m,a(E)

Jin iam

ANDL
X[Mjl'n;ima <1 —?)"?sz'n;ima] .

Values of the matrices M' and M2 are easily deter-
mined by a direct count.

(3.19)

D. Correlation corrections

Figure 12(a) shows four vertex functions arrayed
about a single block. This arrangement leads to an
important correction to F;, namely, a term of the
form

VIVZ V3V4
F,=1
071 “<<v1>a<va>2<v3>2<v4>2

0
X exXp[ Ky 1010,0304(0) +0, +03+ 04)]> . (3.20)
1

Note that we have included a K; ; term (type ¢ =1)
in §F,. The evaluation of (3.20) is not materially
impeded by this inclusion, and the inclusion of Kj ,
here gives a more accurate evaluation of its effect
than the calculation outlined in Sec. IIIC. Conse-
quently, we handle the K{%! terms in Eq. (3.20)
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and do not include them in the sums in Egs. (3.13)
and (3.14). The major interblock correlation ef-

fects upon the response to K;; are thus taken into
account.

Because of the highly symmetrical structure of
Fig. 12(a), the average in (3. 20) is easily computed
and its effects upon X' assessed. An evaluation of
the averages gives

65}-; = ].II(L(’] + “‘SILII + SnnL;n + Snnan,mn + SSL;“' + S4Li)
- 4lncoshkK, ; - (2+3uS;)In(1 + L)
x (1 +prtanhk; ;) - 2-3uS)n(1-L3) .  (3.21)

Here S; and S, are the variables defined in Table II,
except that they are functions of u,, u,, pg, and u,
instead of ¢’s. The functions Ly, L}, ... are de-
fined as averages on the basic block, with

1 _ (,K11S1*K31S3)\0
Lj={eF1151*Ks1 3>u s

! _ (,K11S1*K31S3 1 ¢ \0
“Ll,<e 11S1*K31 3qsl)u s

! _(,K11S1*K31S31 g \0
L, =(ef1151Kst 3ZSnn>u .

(3.22)

In Eq. (3.22) the §’s are once again of the form de-
fined by Table II, but now they are functions of the
four 7’s which appear in the basic block.

The contributions to the coupling constants may
now be evaluated by a process of projection applied

to Eq. (3.21). For example

’ 1
0Ki2=Tog 2. 2 Vrla)Ssla)oFila wu

where the sum over ¢ is a sum over the configura-
tions of the four variables u,, U, Mg, and p,.

Another set of blocks whose correlations can be
evaluated is shown in Fig. 12(b). However, all
three-block correlation effects are already included
in expression (3.15). Thus, the correlations in
Fig. 12(b) have, in the main, already been taken
into account. We use this diagram to get a more
accurate assessment of the a =2 effects of K, ,,
K, ;, and K ; by calculating these effects from

8F 1=V, V, Vv, XX)8/(V,V, V. V)% , (3.23)
with
X =K, 5(0,0,+0,04) +0,0,0.0,
X[Ky, )+ Kg,1(0, +0,+0,+0,)] . (3.24)

Once again the numerical calculation of the sum is
relatively easy. Using (3.23), we can completely
drop K3 ;, K4, and K, , from the perturbation
theoretic calculations of the previous section—and
instead have a more accurate result in which a
variety of correlation effects upon the results of
these terms are included.
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