PHYSICAL REVIEW B

VOLUME 15, NUMBER 5

1 MARCH 1977

Multispin correlation functions for Ising models*

Helen Au-Yang
Institute for Theoretical Physics, State University of New York at Stony Brook, Stony Brook, New York 11794
(Received 29 October 1976)

We calculate the multispin correlation functions away from T, of a two-dimensional Ising lattice along the
diagonal. We also present the result for a four-spin correlation function in the scaling limit. These results
show that with slight modifications, the operator reduction formulae of Kadanoff hold.

L. INTRODUCTION

The multispin-correlation functions in the two-
dimensional rectangular Ising models have been
studied by many authors.!™ In particular, Kada-
noff! has studied the 2z-spin correlations along a
line at T=T_,. These results suggest the operator
reduction algebra.”®’® In order to check these re-
duction formulae away from T, we shall compute
a few cases of the multispin correlation functions
exactly. The first calculation is for two groups of
spins, when their separation is much larger than
the correlation length and each group contains odd
number of spins. Secondly, we shall present’
the rigorous result for the four-spin correlation
function 0,0 y0 y. 4O y+ 4+ z) in the scaling limit, that
is the limit when all the distances between the four
spins M, N, and L approach infinity, and T goes
to T..

IL. ODD-ODD SPIN-CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

Let o, denote a spin on the (/,1) sites along the
diagonal of the rectangular Ising lattice, so that
0,=0;,;. The spin-correlation function is an NXN
Toeplitz determinant,®° while the ratio
(0,0,0,,,04)/{0,04) is the Ith diagonal element of
the inverse of this finite Toeplitz matrix.2 When
T<T, N>|T/T,-1|?, the spin correlation is
known® to behave as

(auon) = (o 1+ e 1+ ()]

—J

where |t |" is the correlation length, given by

t=ky/2—kt/2ecT/T, -1, 2)
k, = (sinh2K, sinh2K,)™ . (3)

When / is much smaller than N, the ratio
{0,0;0,,,04)/{0,04) can still be calculated by the
same technique used by Wu.? In particular, we
find

(0,0,0,0x) = 0p0x) (1 = $£2H1 + (47N2 |t |) e 2N ¢!
x[1+0(1/NItD]} ,
@)

in which &, is defined in (3). More generally, we
have for I< N,
i > ’ (5)

where Bj is the ratio' {0,0,0,,,)/{0,) for T< T,
and is given by

bre2Nltl

(050105, 0x) = 00x) (B;'* m +e

B; =lim 000,04 ,,0)
N 0,0y)
1 ang 1y g1
=’; kg (;nslgg(a)n , 6)
in which
(@),=T(a+n)/T(@)=a(@+1)+*++(a+n-1), (7)
while

b = kaz,(z’: kﬁ"(%)n)()i) kg (= é)J) BT TU+ (=1, 3555 1 = FF (=1, 35 - 5,1 — 1Y)

= n! j!

where F(a, b; c; z) denotes the hypergeometric func-

tion. The particular values of B; and b; are

Bl =1-1k, B;=1-3ki- 3K},

. 9)
Bi=1-1K- k- 08,
by =kg?—iky, by=kyt-ik2- LK, (10)
by =ks®— Bk - Lki— kS .
15

TOTOUY ’ ®

At T=T,(k,=1), the sum in (6) can be evaluated
exactly to yield

o _ ($0,0,04,,) _P@+3)rQ+3)
(B')"( (' ; >T»T rEreey* -
(11)

(]

This shows even though the expectation values
(0,0,0,,,) and {o3) vanish at T,, their ratio re-
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mains finite. Furthermore, by comparing (11)
with (8) we find for k,=1, (b;).=(B;7).. Conse-
quently, in the limit I« |¢ |!, b7 ~Bj; the cor-
relation function of (5) has the simpler form

. ) 12)

-2N1t1
(0601014,0x) =B;<°o<’~)<1 MTITE R

Thus, we find that the product of three spins be-
haves as a single spin.

It is also easy to evaluate the multispin correla-
tions,

(000,0,050,0x) = 00x) ((1 - 3K5)* = g3 k3)

e-ZNltl
x<1+——2ﬂN2|“ +> (13)

(050,0,030,0 4. 50y 10)

=(00) (1 = 5 3> = 5 k) (1 - 35)

3e-2NItI
<1+_2TT+ oo), (14)

and

(050107 4 10N- m=1On-mOn) ={Oo0x)

(Biby+Bpby)e™®M't! ]

=("°"”>[B'Bm+ 4aNZf |

(15)

for I,m < N, in which B}, and b;, are given by (6)
and (8), respectively. These results show that the
correlation function of any two group of spins, each
of which contains an odd numbers of spins, has the
same form.

Next, we shall show that the correlation function
still has the same form when no pair of spins are
neighbors of each other as in the above examples.
We find that it is possible (but more tedious) to
compute (0,0,0,, ,0y) for l+m << |¢ |, and

. g-2Ntl
(050,0;, nOx) = D7 0,04) <1+ T ITIRA .),

(16)

where D7 denotes the ratio (0,0,0,,,)/(d,) for
T<T,. It can be expressed as an m Xm determi-
nant

Dl=ldi,j|l<i, islem=1 am)
whose elements are

min[4, 5] kh!-zn(__l_) (L)
- 0 2)i-n\2)j-n
i, Z; (G-n)t(G-n)!

ns=

(18)

This again shows that the correlation function
{0,0,0,, ,0x) has its leading term proportional
to the spin-spin correlation (o,0y) .

When T>T ,, the spontaneous magnetization is
zero; this means that the Toeplitz determinant
(0,0y) vanishes in the limit N -, This in turn
means the semi-infinite Toeplitz matrix is not
invertible,'?*! and here we would need to calculate
its inverse elements (0,0,0,,,)/{0,)!. This dif-
ficulty is overcome by using the method of Wu,®
and we find

(000,01, 108 =B1 {00+ b} {w,o0y)

1/4,=Nltl
+o(t;—2> (19)

for T>T,, where®
(0o0y) = (1 = k5 %) kg [ T - 2)/T(z)T (V)]
X F(3, N = 3; N; kg?) + O(e™3¥1t)
~ (2 [t |)"”4e'”“'(1rN)"/2
X[1+@N[t[)r+ee], (20)

while

~(1 =k 4 N[ T(N - 3)/2T (3) T(V)]
XF(%,N"%;N’k(;Z)
~(@2N) @[ ) 2em M uN) /2

3
X<1+8N|tl+°">’ 1)

in which the constant B} and b} are given as

(wooy)

(050,0;,,0x)

B o)
1+1 2,,( )
=(U)'@), Z = (22)
5 Rt (- 5),,,,1
£ ni(n+1)! ’

L kb 2"(_2) (z+1 n)

b7 =(IN°1(2), Z (23)
with the particular values
Bi =tky+iks', By=gho+ Sk +L k7,
24
B; =2k, +“k' + 2 k3 + mk' (24)
bt =32k, - k3), b3 =3(ke—k5' - 5k5%) , (25)

=2 (k- 3k5' - 1ks° - LR .

Again, at T=T_(k,=1), we can evaluate the sums
in (22) to obtain

o _[£0,0,0,. 1) _T@+3)r(+%)
(B1),=( 2ope )oone®

TROTE?

(26)

On comparing this equation with (11), we find
(B}),=(B7),. This shows that the expression in
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(22) for (0,0,0,,,)/{0,), which is an inverse ele-
ment of a noninvertible Toeplitz matrix, is cor-
rect. The sums in (23) for k,=1 can also be
evaluated exactly yielding

(03).=(B}), or bi=Br+0(tl) . (27)

When I,m << N and |¢

"1« N, we have
(0501071 410y mOx- mOn) ~ Bi By 0,0)
+(B1 b, +B;, b7 )owy)  (28)

for T>T, with constants B} and b?% defined in (22)
and (23).

The equations (5), (19) for (o,0,0,,,0,) and
(15), (28) for {0,0,0,,,0x-m -10x. Oy are still valid
expressions even for I, m—, |t |-0, with |t 11,
[t |m~0(1). In this limit we find

mi=(logpl)

~((rocrl)+(|t|11")

X(2|tll)'2e'2””[1—([tll)"+- ,,] (29)

and
s - (£909,054)
Bz‘( C) >mc
1/2
(oo (22)
1 9
. %(thll)-semm<§‘m+"> , (30)

which together describes the behavior of the spin-
energy correlation.

These results show that the operator reduction
hypothesis holds away from T,. More specifically,
we find that the product of any odd number of spins
can be written

2n-1

H 0;~Bo,+bQ,, (31)
=0

where Q, denotes a less singular operator. From
the equations

<°’o°1v> ~ ne-zmtl .
(000 1+41r2N2|tI+ for T<T, (32)

and

(o0 ~(0o0x) = (O y)+ +++ for T<T,,

(33)

J

with n<< |¢|™, we can see that the leading term in
the multispin-correlation function, given by (4),
(12)-(16), (19), or (28), is independent of the choice
of » except |v—i| < [t|'1. The constant B is de-
termined by the ratio

B=<iic)/<w, (34)

while the correlation (§,05) can be deduced from
these equations as

(Q0p) %T—”'— < |¢]((op05) = (o) for T<T,
(35)
and
|#] L /4p=N1t]

<Q°O'R)°C W_ C’CN-1<(700'R> for T>Tc. (36)

However, it is worthwhile to note that (,0,)
#(Qgp0y). It is because from (12), we have

(0,0,050y) ~ B, 0,0 y)(1+ e™2¥1t! /47 N2 (t| Foee),
(37
while (16) yields
(O34 3060505) = { 050,050
=By 00 x)(1+22M1 /aqN || 4« o),
(38)

III. FOUR-SPIN CORRELATION FUNCTION

Now, we shall present the result of our analysis
of the four-spin correlation function
(0,0NO s yOn, u, 1) in the scaling limit. Let us put

% =IN, x,=tL, X=|t|(M+iN+iL), (39)

with ¢ defined in (2). We find the four-point cor-
relation function can be expressed in terms of
these scaling variables

(900N 4O e 1) -F
(0603 0607)

4y, 25, X)

+O((N+L)21n|t|, (N+ L)/M?),
(40)

where F,(x,, x,, X) is the scaling function, which
has the asymptotic expansion

Fy(xy, %5, X) =1+ %xlxz[l - %’ﬁAl - %szz + %fof + %ngg + %xlszlAz ‘ﬁ (F+23) ] (3 -K7)
+ 'i% 2%, (% + 2,)(1 - %xlAl - %szz)(Kf - KoK,) + = x5 (K3 + K, K, -K; - K3+ & xx, (o +23)

128 128

X (K1K3 + 3Kf + 2K(2) - 2K0K2) + O(xf lnlen(X)K4-n(X)) ’ (41)
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where K, =K, (X) are the modified Bessel function®,
while

A;=y+In|x;| -31n2, i=1,2. (42)
On using the results'*
(0000 /{00y =1+ L Ay + 53 + O(x3) (43)

and
(000N /(0a0 ) =1+ £2,A, + 2 22+ O(x3) (44)
we find the scaling function f, defined by

Fulx,X) = (00O NOns yOns ie ) = (ToONN 00D

(0,0 00 )°
(45)

has the incredibly simple form
Fa(xy, %55 X) ~ 3%, %, (KT - K3)

+ 5= % %, () + 2,) (K2 = K K,)

+ s 5 (K] + K, Ky — K - K3)

x4 )

x(K,K, + 3K? - 2K% - 2K K,,) . (46)

All the terms involving Inx, and Inx, disappears
in this expression. At T=T, we find

._NL NLN+L? 3NL* NL)®
fitam*—1em  ~ 3R TO\\®) )

47

with R=M + 3 N+3 L, which agrees with the re-
sults of Kadanoff.! Since the energy-energy cor-

relation function behaves as

(ep)= T2E[KHR[t]) - KAR|])], (48)
where
€R=O0ROR.y — (0001> ’ (49)

we can see from (45) and (46), that the reduction
formula for T+ T, must be modified as

0008 =004 + (000K 050,)° )N €y s, + ON?, ),
(50)

where the superscript denotes values at T=T,, with
(0,0,)°=2/m.

Even though the final result is so simple, the
mathematical difficulties involved in this problem
are enormous. We have used the theorems on the
generalized hypergeometric functions extensively,
which enable us to estimate the errors accurately.
This analysis shall be published elsewhere.”
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