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We study the phase structure and critical behavior of fully frustrated systems. The Hamiltonians
considered have global O( ) symmetry, as well as the discrete symmetries associated with the space
group. The fully frustrated XY (n=2) model on the square and triangular lattices are two of the
more popular models that belong to this class of problems. We derive a Landau-Ginzburg Hamil-
tonian for the general case, assuming that both the (continuous) O(#) symmetry, and some discrete
symmetry are broken in the low-temperature phase. This Hamiltonian is studied in 4—e€ and 2 + €
dimensions by standard renormalization-group procedures. For n =d=2 we establish connection to
a microscopic double-layer model, which is mapped onto a Coulomb-gas problem.
Renormalization-group recursion relations are derived, and the resulting flows are used to restrict
the kinds of transitions that can be observed in various cases. In particular, for the fully frustrated
XY model on the square and triangular lattices, we expect a single transition from the disordered
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phase to one with Ising-like long-range order and algebraically decaying XY-type correlations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Interest in fully frustrated spin systems has been trig-
gered originally by the close connection of these systems
with various models of spin glasses. Peculiar phase struc-
ture of spin glasses is generally believed to appear as a re-
sult of competition between randomly distributed fer-
romagnetic and antiferromagnetic interactions.?> Owing
to this competition, the low-temperature phase of spin
glasses is highly degenerate. Edwards and Anderson,’
considering a model with randomly interacting X7Y-like
spins, have estimated that there may be O(2") ground
states for a model with N spins. Each one of these states
is continuously degenerate, but only discrete transforma-
tions can connect these 2V states.

Fully frustrated continuous-spin systems are somewhat
intermediate between usual phase-transition models and
spin glasses. In these models a high degree of bond com-
petition results in double degeneracy of the ground state,
even though their Hamiltonian is translationally invariant.

More recent interest in uniformly frustrated models has
been motivated by their connection to experimental sys-
tems such as arrays of coupled-system Josephson junc-
tions in a transverse magnetic field.

A simple system exhibiting this discrete degeneracy of
the low-temperature phase consists of XY spins on a two-
dimensional square lattice with the Hamiltonian (the neg-
ative inverse temperature — f3 will be absorbed in coupling
constants)

H=J2 S,-@(f,j)sj=.]2 COS(Gi—Gj—-fij), (11)

(i,j) (i,j)

where (i,j) denotes a pair of nearest neighbors and
A(f;;) is the operator of rotation by an angle f;;. The f};
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are chosen to satisfy

0 if {i,j) is in x direction,
fijz*fji'; (1.2)

r;*XF if (i,j) is in y direction,
where lattice spacing is taken to be unity and F is the
frustration. Periodicity of interactions in (1.1) and reflec-
tion invariance provide a natural cutoff for frustration:
0<F <. The case F =1 corresponds to fully frustrated
model for which (1.1) and (1.2) reduce to ferromagnetic
coupling in the x direction and alternating rows of fer-
romagnetic and antiferromagnetic bonds in the y direction
(Fig. 1).

In addition to usual continuous degeneracy, the low-
temperature phase of (1.1) may have a high degree of
discrete degeneracy. For F =2m(m /n), where m /n is an
irreducible fraction, multiplicity of the ground state is of
order n.* In particular, the ground state of the fully frus-
trated model has double (discrete) degeneracy, in addition
to the obvious invariance under rotations.

Models exhibiting double degeneracy of the low-
temperature phase have been studied by Villain,’~7 who
pointed out-that they possess some new type of long-range
order which he called “chiral” order. Consider, for exam-
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FIG. 1. Fully frustrated square lattices. Thick lines corre-
spond to antiferromagnetic coupling, thin lines to ferromagnetic
couplings. :
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ple, the fully frustrated model on a two-dimensional
square lattice. In the ground state the square lattice splits
into four sublattices, 4, B, C, and D. Each sublattice is
ordered ferromagnetically, but the direction of magnetiza-
tion differs from sublattice to sublattice. Two different
relative orientations (helicities) are possible [Figs. 2(a) and
2(b)]. Notice that the ground state of Fig. 2(a) cannot be
transformed into the state of Fig. 2(b) by a continuous
transformation. The order parameter associated with the
spontaneously broken discrete symmetry can be identified
as follows.
On each plaquette we define two vectors ¢, and ¢, by

p=st+a | T |s?+a | T |sCia | 3L |5,
(1.3)
$=S+ ——} S+ ~% SCya |~ 3T |sP

In the ground state of Fig. 2(a), | ¢; | =1 and ¢,=0, while
in the ground state of Fig. 2(b), |¢,| =1 and ¢;=0. Vil-
lain argued that at sufficiently low temperature any
ground state is stable with respect to introduction of a
domain of the other ground state. His argument is as fol-
lows. Consider a narrow boundary separating two
domains of different helicity. The energy of such a boun-
dary per unit length (unit area for three-dimensional sys-
tems) is of order T |J | and its entropy is of order unity.
Therefore, in the low-temperature phase ( |J | > 1) most
plaquettes will have the same helicity, and the “chiral”
correlation function

Ln(R)=([¢1(0)— 3O ][$T(R) —$3(R)]) (1.4)

will have a nonvanishing limit as R— . This long-
range order will vanish at some transition temperature 7,
which does not have to be the same as the critical tem-
perature of a Kosterlitz-Thouless transition, also expected
in this system.

Monte Carlo simulation of this model® produced evi-
dence for a transition similar to a Kosterlitz-Thouless
(KT) transition, except for one important feature.
Whereas in the KT transition the specific heat per site C
has a peak with a maximum value C,,,, that is indepen-
dent of lattice size N, in the frustrated model C,,,

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Ground states of the fully frustrated XY model on
the square lattice.

diverges logarithmically with N. The logarithmic scaling
of the specific heat is characteristic of the Ising transition.
However, the Monte Carlo data were not precise enough
to distinguish whether the peak value of the specific heat
occurs at the same temperature as the jump in vorticity or
slightly above.

The fully frustrated XY model on the triangular lattice
has been studied recently by mean-field techniques’ and
Monte Carlo simulation.!® These calculations favor a sin-
gle transition of a novel type rather than two consecutive
transitions.

While the precise form of the definition of ¢,¢, de-
pends on the details of each model, the possibility of such
a definition and Villain’s argument depend only on the ex-
istence of two different types of ground state which can-
not be connected by rotation. In this work we argue that
all models exhibiting this kind of low-temperature phase
are described by the same Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson
(LGW) Hamiltonian. Assuming that the strong universal-
ity hypothesis'! is satisfied, that is, all models described
by the same LGW Hamiltonian belong the same univer-
sality class, we study this Hamiltonian by renormal-
ization-group methods.

The most general LGW Hamiltonian, appropriate for
transitions in fully frustrated models, is derived in Sec. II.
It should be noted that, up to the leading anisotropy term
(fourth order), the XY antiferromagnet on the triangular
lattice, the fully frustrated XY model on the square lat-
tice, and the XY helimagnet are all characterized by the
same LGW Hamiltonian. In Sec. III this Hamiltonian is
studied by means of an exact renormalization group in di-
mension d =4—¢ and d =2+e¢€. In both cases no stable
fixed points are present in the vicinity of the Gaussian
fixed point. In dimension 4—e this is interpreted as a
first-order transition, while for two-dimensional systems,
renormalization-group recursion relations allow us to es-
tablish a close connection between our models and a
model defined by the Hamiltonian

H=J 2 S,--Sj(l+r,~1-j) , (1.5)
{i,j)

where the S; are n-component vectors (n>2), 7; are
Ising-like variables, and (i,j) runs over pairs of nearest
neighbors on the two-dimensional lattice. An Ising-like
transition is predicted for the model (1.5) with n >3. In
Sec. IV the Hamiltonian (1.5) with » =2 is rewritten in
the Coulomb-gas representation and analyzed using a
Kosterlitz-type position-space-renormalization group.

Such renormalization-group procedures are based on
expansion in various small fugacities. The initial Hamil-
tonian does not lie in the region where these fugacities are
small. Therefore, we cannot draw unambiguous con-
clusions concerning the nature of the transition from the
disordered phase to the low-temperature one. However,
the possible scenarios we find are either a single first-
order transition or a single continuous transition of novel
critical behavior (Ising-like and Kosterlitz-Thouless-like
simultaneously). Which of these two scenarios is chosen
by any particular system may depend on various
nonuniversal details of the underlying model.
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II. SYMMETRY ANALYSIS

A. General considerations

Consider a system of classical n-component (n >2) unit
vectors S; located at sites i of a d-dimensional lattice.
The Hamiltonian of such a system will be assumed to
satisfy usual requirements of translational invariance, glo-
bal O(n) invariance, and sufficiently short-range interac-
tions. As a result of the rotational invariance of the Ham-
iltonian the ground state is continuously degenerate:
under arbitrary global rotation it transforms into another
ground state. However, it may happen that not all ground
states can be connected by rotation. In this case, in addi-
tion to rotation, some discrete transformation is required
to connect all ground states.

In this paper we will concentrate on the “minimal”
case: we assume that apart from the usual rotational de-
generacy, the ground state has additional double degenera-
cy. Then these ground states form two “pockets” in phase
space, separated by a potential barrier, and the symmetry
group of the Hamiltonian contains some discrete transfor-
mation 17, satisfying 7*=E, which connects these two
“pockets.”

Let .#” be the number of spins per unit cell in the low-
temperature phase. Consider the expectation values

(S}, a=12,...,n, L=1,...,.4" (2.1)

where j runs over unit cells, L labels spins within a cell,
and « labels spin components. Let us assume that these
quantities do not depend on j for all temperatures. Then
we have only n.#" independent quantities (S;,). Stan-
dard theorems of linear algebra tell that we always can
choose n.#" independent linear combinations,

bup= > an3(Sra)s B=12,...,n, M=12,...,.4"
L,a

(2.2)

satisfying the following requirements:

(a) For each M, n quantities ¢,sg transform under rota-
tion as components of an n-dimensional vector ¢,,.

(b) In one ground state, )

|¢1] >0, ¢2=0, ¢3="--=¢,=0, (2.3)
while in the other ground state, '
$1=0, [¢2|>0, ¢3="+=¢,=0. (2.4)

(c) m transforms ¢; into ¢, and vice versa.

Assuming that ¢;,¢4, ..., ¢, vanish at all tempera-
tures, we see that the order parameter can have at most 2n
independent components

b1g b2 B=12,...,n. : 2.5)

The appropriate Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson effective
Hamiltonian'? is constructed from all possible invariants
that can be built from the order parameter and its deriva-
tives.!?

Consider first those terms in the expansion which do
not contain derivatives. Any such term which is invariant
under both rotation and the operation 7 can be construct-

ed from three basic invariants:

i+ d1'dy B165. (2.6)

It will be convenient to define the following set of invari-
ants,

Or=|¢1|%|¢,|*cos(ka), k=0, 1, 2,... 2.7)
where a is defined by
$1°¢,
[¢1] [ 2]
Oy, can also be written as
Op=1,
01=¢1¢,,

0,=2(8,¢,)*— 9143 ,
Ok 12= 04,0, +(Op 41— Oy _1$363)b1°0; -

Then all terms which do not contain derivatives are of the
form

($3+83)($293V0k, 1,j,k=0,1,2, ... . (2.9)

Inserting the derivative terms, one finds that the most
general Hamiltonian is

= r(}+3) +w b1 ¢+ (V)2 + (V) +a(Ve)(Ve,)
+u(P}+ 33+ v81d3 4w, (21 8,)* — b7d3)
+wi (483 (b1d)+ -,

where the ellipsis denotes terms of sixth and higher order.
Notice that for our models # >0 and v > 0.

The partition function is obtained by performing the
functional integral over ¢, and ¢,,

2= [ D4 Dexp |~ [ a% 760,696,985, |
(2.11)

The appearance of two second-order invariants indicates
that the order parameter transforms as a reducible repre-
sentation of the SO(n)X Z, group generated by rotation
and 7. However, in most cases the group of transforma-
tions which do not leave the ground state invariant is
larger than SO(n)XZ ,, i.e., the full symmetry group of
the Hamiltonian contains a transformation § which acts
on the order parameter as follows:

é, é1
Slos |~ |2008, | -

Here, %(0) denotes the operator of rotation by a certain
angle 6427, Since Oy is invariant under ¢ if (*=E (k0
is a multiple of 27), several invariants including ¢‘¢$,
disappear and the Hamiltonian (2.10) becomes

H=r(p1+¢3)+ (V) + (V)2 +u(d+¢3)?
+ 035+ w21 ¢,  — i3+ - - - .

The existence of § also assures that the order parameter

cosa =

(2.8)

(2.10)

(2.12)

(2.13)
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transforms as an irreducible representation of the group
generated by rotation, 7, and §.

B. Examples of frustrated systems

In this subsection several frustrated models are treated
explicitly. We determine the order parameters of these
models and construct corresponding LGW Hamiltonians.
Only two-dimensional lattices are considered.

1. Triangular lattice

The simplest example of a frustrated system is provided
by the antiferromagnetic XY model on the triangular lat-
tice (see Fig. 3). This model is defined in terms of two-
component unit vectors S; located at the sites j of a tri-
angular lattice. The Hamiltonian of this model is

H=J 2 Si'S' )
ij

(2.14)

where (7,j) denotes a pair of nearest neighbors and the
coupling constant J <0 favors antiferromagnetic align-
ment. This Hamiltonian is invariant under the group O(2)
of rotations and reflections of the spins, and also under
the translations, rotations, and reflections which form the
space group P6mm of a triangular lattice.!* Since the
operations in O(2) and P6mm commute, the symmetry
group Gy of H is simply their direct product.

The ground state can be obtained’®> by a Fourier
transformation of §;:

ik r;

Sj= 2 S(k)e 7, S(—k)=S8*(k) (2.15)
k

where k runs over the Brillouin zone of the triangular lat-
tice. Then we have

H=JN Y S(k)-S(—k){ cos(k-t;)+cos(kt;)
k

+COS[k'(tl+tz)]} , (2.16)
where N is the number of lattice sites and ¢,z, are the
lattice vectors. Since S‘?:l, the S(k) satisfy N condi-
tions,

2 S(k)'S(k’)ei(k +k’)~rj.
k,k’

=1, j=1,2,...,N. (2.17)

The ground state can be determined by minimizing
(2.16) under the “weak” condition

t
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FIG. 3. Ground states of the fully frustrated XY model on
the triangular lattice.

L5 5 sw)skne =1,

(2.18)
N S x

and then looking for solutions satisfying (2.17). Under
the weak condition the minimum satisfies

S(k){cos(k-t;)+cos(k-ty)+cos[k-(¢;+1,)]} =AS(k) ,
(2.19)

where A is the Lagrange multiplier. In order to obtain a
nonvanishing solution, we must have

A=cos(k-t;)4cos(k-ty)+cos[k-(t;+1,)] .  (2.20)

Multiplying both sides of (2.19) by S(—k) and summing
over k we see that — JNA is just the total energy of the
system. Therefore, S(k) must vanish unless k is such that
A reaches its maximum. The maximum is reached for
k=xQ, 0= —%gl +2%g,, where g;,g, are reciprocal-
lattice vectors defined by g;¢; =278;;. Note that +Q lies
at the corners of the first Brillouin zone. The ground
state corresponding to k =Q is given by

S;=ucos(Q'r;)+vsin(Q-r;), (2.21)

where u and v are two orthogonal unit vectors. The sym-
metry group P6mm contains a global rotation of the lat-
tice by 180°. Action of this transformation on the ground
state (2.21) gives us another ground state,

Sj=ucos(Q-r;)—vsin(Q-r;) , (2.22)

which corresponds to k= —Q. Since u and v are two-
component vectors, the pair (u,v) cannot be continuously
transformed into (u, —v).

The order parameter of this model can have at most six
independent components, that is, expectation values of
two spin components for each one of the sublattices. The
six quantities

Sra={Srs), L=A4,B,C and a=x,y (2.23)

transform as a reducible representation of P6mm X O(2)
which can be decomposed into a four- and a two-
dimensional irreducible representation spanned, respec-
tively, by the following linear combinations:

V73 1 V3

1
Prx=S4x— ESBx + TSBy - ESCx - TSCy )

Vil 1 V3

1
¢1y =SAy - TSBx, ) SBy + TSCx - ESCy ’
. 3 3 (2.24)
3 1 3
Pox =Sax— ESBx - TSBy - ESCx + TSCy >
3 1 V73 1
b2y =S4+ TSBx - ESBy — TSCx - _Z_SCy ,
and
32 =S 4x +Spx +Scx> ¢3y =SAy +SBy +SCy . (2.25)

Since @3, is just the net magnetization which vanishes
both in the ordered and disordered phases, we will be con-
cerned only with the representation spanned by ¢i,¢,.
This four-dimensional representation is a Kronecker prod-
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uct of a two-dimensional representation of P6mm and a
two-dimensional representation of O(2). In a compact
vector notation,

2 2
b1=S,+R —3£ Sp+ R ——371 S,

(2.26)
$r=S4+% _2r Sp+# —2371 Sc»

where ¢,¢, and S; are understood as two-component
vectors, ¢; =(¢y,dy) and S; =(S,Sy,).

Under global spin rotation, ¢;,¢, transform as two-
component vectors while elements of P6mm act as fol-
lows. Since the elements of P31m leave ¢,,¢, unchanged,
we need to consider only the factor group P6mm /P31m,
which is just the group of all permutations of sublattice
indices A4,B,C. This group is generated by the permuta-
tions &§: [ ABC]—[CAB] and 7: [ ABC]—[ACB], which
act on ¢,¢, as

m] {@(W% 61 ¢,
52| |2(—2m/3), 6, |on

Therefore Oy invariants disappear, unless k is a multiple
of 3, and the Hamiltonian is

H=a($2+¢D)+u(dI+¢3)*+vdi
+ w3 (41 ¢2)2—3d303(b1-da))+ -+ - .

> M ] (2.27)

(2.28)

2. Square lattice

The fully frustrated XY model on the square lattice>%?
is defined by the Hamiltonian

H= 2 JijSi'Sj y
(i,j)

(2.29)

where the absolute value of the coupling constant is fixed,
| Jij | =J. On horizontal bonds, Jij >0, while vertical
bonds form alternating rows of ferromagnetic and antifer-
romagnetic couplings (Fig. 1). In the ground state the
original lattice splits into four sublattices, 4, B, C, and D
(Fig. 2).

In addition to the usual P2mm X O(2) symmetries, the
symmetry group of the Hamiltonian (2.29) contains a
“gauge” symmetry'®!” £, This transformation can be car-
ried out in the following two steps:

(a) Perform the gauge transformation

Si——S;, Jij——J; (2.30)

on all sites of sublattice D (Fig. 2).

(b) Rotate the lattice by 90° to obtain the initial configu-
ration of antiferromagnetic bonds.

Under the action of P2mm, O(2), and &, the eight

quantities
S1e={Sts), L=A4,B,C,D and a=x,y (2.31)

transform as two four-dimensional irreducible representa-
tions. The relevant representation is spanned by

V2 V2 V72 V2

G1x=S4x+ 2 Shx — ) SBy—SCx— ) Spx — 2 SDy >
% V3. V2 V32

d’ly =SAy+ SBx+ SBy +SCx+ SDx - SDy ’

2 2 2 2

(2.32)
V2 V2 V2 V2

BDox =Sux + > Spx + “2‘_513,; +Scx— _Z_SDx + > Spy »
V2 V2 V2 V2

¢2y:SAy— ) SBx+ 2 SBy _SCx“‘ ) SDx'_’ ) SDy .

The action of the symmetry group on ¢,¢, is generated
by rotation, &, and the permutation of sublattice indices 7:
[ ABCD]1—[DCBA], which act as follows:

¢1 ' %(7/2)451 ¢1 ¢2
5162 |~ |2(—7r2)8, 6,1~ |6

Therefore, the Oy invariant of lowest order appearing in
the Hamiltonian is Oy,

0,=8(¢1°¢$2)* —80163(d1-02)> + 9103 .

Now consider effects of various lattice anisotropies. In-
troduction of different coupling on alternating horizontal
rows will break &, but £ will remain a good symmetry. In
this case the

0,=2(¢1"$,)* — 13

invariant will appear in the LGW Hamiltonian. Another
way to break £ is to introduce antiferromagnetic bonds
different in absolute value from the coupling on ferromag-
netic bonds. Then £* will also be broken and the LGW
Hamiltonian will be of the most general form, (2.10).

It is of special interest to note that the four-dimensional
irreducible representation (2.32) contains two functions
that belong to k =(0,0) and two that belong to k =(0,).
While usually symmetry operations of a space group do
not mix functions with | k|34 |k, |, the operation &
does. A similar observation was made by Blankschtein
et al.,'® who studied fully frustrated three-dimensional Is-
ing models.

(2.33)

> M

(2.34)

3. XY helimagnets (Refs. 19 and 20)

In some models all Oy invariants disappear from the
LGW Hamiltonian. Consider, for example, a system of
XY spins at the sites of a square lattice interacting via the
following Hamiltonian:

H=J1 2 S['Sj—f-Jz 2 Si'Sj >
(i j) G,j)

(2.35)

where (i,j) runs over pairs of nearest neighbors and
(i,j )’ runs over pairs of next-nearest neighbors in the x
direction. If J,,J, satisfy

Ji1>0, J,<0, |Jy|>+J, (2.36)
the ground state will be given by
S;=ucos(Qr;)+vsin(Q-r;) , (2.37)
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or by

S;=ucos(Q-r;)—vsin(Q-r;) , (2.38)

where the wave vector Q points along the x direction and
cos | Q | =—J,/4J, (lattice spacing is taken to be unity).
Equations (2.37) and (2.38) describe spiral magnetic struc-
tures with opposite helicities.

For | Q | =2m(m/4"), where m /4" is an irreducible
fraction, the unit cell in the low-temperature phase con-
tains .4 spins, and the components of the order parameter
can be defined as

1 =1 m N
¢1=7L=0% 277[4 S(Lx),
(2.39)
1 =1 m
=— R | —27—L |S(LX
23 /Lzo 7‘/;/ (LX)

Here, S(LX) denotes average magnetization on sites with
the x coordinate equal to L. For incommensurate wave
vectors we must take the limit .#"— . Translation by a
lattice spacing in the x direction acts on ¢,¢, as follows:

1 RQu(m /N )y
1028 RB(=2m(m /N"))D,

Therefore, the Oy invariant of lowest order appearing in
the Hamiltonian is O -/, for 4" even and O ,- for .4~ odd.
For incommensurate wave vectors, all O, disappear and
the LGW Hamiltonian is constructed from powers of

$1+43 and ¢ig3:
H=a($i+¢3)+u($i+d3)+vdigi+ - - .

. (2.40)

—

(2.41)

III. ¢ EXPANSION NEAR FOUR AND TWO
DIMENSIONS

A. 4—¢€ dimensions

The mean-field approximation predicts that systems
described by the Hamiltonian (2.13) exhibit a second-order
phase transition. However, since the mean-field theory is
not very reliable, we will study the critical behavior of
(2.13) by the powerful methods of the renormalization
group.

Recursion relations for three-dimensional systems can
be obtained by Wilson’s e-expansion version of the
renormalization-group (RG) transformation.?! In this ap-
proach the Hamiltonian is Fourier-transformed and a
spherical Brillouin zone is introduced. Performing the
functional integral over the ¢(g) which have wave vectors
g in the range A/l < |gq | <A, with /> 1, and rescaling g
and ¢(q), a partition function of the same form but with
new parameters r’, u’, v’, and w’ is obtained. Terms of
sixth and higher orders are known?! to be irrelevant near
d =4, so that (2.13) reduces to

Ho=r (3463 + (V) + (V) +u(di+¢2)?
+ i3+ w(2(d) )2 —b3d3) . 3.1)

The Hamiltonian (3.1) was studied previously in a dif-

ferent context by Aharony.??> Recursion relations for u, v,
and w were found to be
du

1 2 2 2
W:eu —ET?[ 8(n +4)u*+nv°—2(n+14)w

+4nuv —8(n — Duw —4(n —2hw] ,

dv 2

E:ev—f—z;z—[(n —4)w*—24uv —4(n — o], (3.2)
ﬂzew+——l——[(6—n)w2—12uw +2vw] .

dl 21r?

From the recursion relation for v, it follows that if we
start from a non-negative initial value of v, the renormal-
ized value of v will also be non-negative. However, all
stable fixed points of these recursion relations reside in the
region v <0. Under the action of a RG transformation,
systems with a positive initial value of v flow to the insta-
bility region bounded by the planes u =0 and
4u +v=|w|. Renormalization-group trajectories for
models with n =2 and w =0 are shown in Fig. 4. This
runaway to the instability region is interpreted as a first-
order transition.?>?* Therefore we conclude that a first-
order transition is expected in three-dimensional fully
frustrated systems. '

B. 2+ € dimensions

The phase transition in two-dimensional systems can be
studied by means of Polyakov’s 2+ ¢ expansion.”’ As op-
posed to the soft spin field of the 4—e expansion, the
2+e€ theory deals with a fixed-length spin field. There-
fore, the partition sum now reads

Z= [ 2¢, 24,5114}
— [ % (V)P + (V)

Xexp

+oidi+ 3 wOp+ - | . (33)
k>2

Assuming that the magnetization is along the ¢; direc-
tion, we parametrize the spin field by

¢1(x):e —a(x)¢1(x), ¢2(x):( l—e —2a(x))1/2¢2(x) , (3.4)

where p?=g@3=1. Inserting (3.4) into (3.3), one finds that
the a field acquires mass v. By power counting the mass
is found to be strongly relevant (to zeroth order in
€,A,=2). Thus we can set v =« and neglect the a field.
Since all Oy, invariants are proportional to some power of

u

FIG. 4. Renormalization-group trajectories in d =4—¢ for
models with n =2 and w =0.
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a, these invariants are irrelevant.
The partition function (3.3) is a continuous limit of a
microscopic model,

H=J 3 ¢i¢pj—v P HT I (3.5)
(i,j) i
where we neglected Oy invariants. Defining
1 , 1
S:“‘/_—Z(¢1+¢2), S =7—5(¢1—¢2) ) (3.6)

and taking into account that ¢} +¢3=1, (3.5) transforms
into

H=J3S;S;+J 3 S;S;+v 3 [(8;'S;*—%]1. (3.7
iJj (i,j) i
From the constraint ¢3+¢3=1, it follows that
(S;°S;)2 < + with equality if and only if
S;=7,8;, mi==*1. (3.8)

In the limit v=+ o« only configurations satisfying (3.8)

J

(Vih)*+

v
27 4

In d =4—¢€ one finds that this Hamiltonian has, for
large symmetry breaking, two transitions. The first (high
temperature) is associated with ordering of the O(n) type.
This is followed by an Ising-like transition. Such a situa-
tion arises in systems with a tetracritical point. In our
case, however, on the w; =0 line the transition is first or-
der. Therefore, the phase diagram has a first-order line at
low symmetry, and two lines of continuous transitions at
large symmetry breaking; these lines join in some manner.

For d =2 and n =2, one expects, for large symmetry
breaking, a high-temperature Kosterlitz-Thouless transi-
tion, followed by an Ising transition. So far we can
deduce only that one of the three possibilities of Fig. 5
[(a)—(c)] can occur.

The fact that one has to choose among only these three
possibilities, combined with the results of Sec. IV, will al-
low us to exclude possibility (a).

IV. FRUSTRATED XY MODEL
IN TWO DIMENSIONS

_In this section we study the model (3.9) with two-
component spins S;. First, a variational approximation is
presented, followed by scaling arguments applied to this
model.  Subsequently, the partition function is
transformed into the Coulomb-gas representation. Stan-
dard position-space RG techniques are employed to derive
generalized Kosterlitz recursion relations. These recur-
sion relations are used to establish the phase diagram.

Y — (0 —w)) (Y g) >+ -
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contribute to the partition sum. Substitution of (3.8) into
(3.7) yields

H=J 2 Si'Sj(l+TiTj) .
(i.j)

(3.9

This Hamiltonian describes an (n >2)-component vector
model coupled to an Ising model. For n >3 this Hamil-
tonian is expected to exhibit a single transition of an Ising
universality class. The n =2 case will be studied in detail
in Sec. IV.

C. Effects of symmetry breaking

Consider the LGW Hamiltonian (2.10). The quadratic
part can be diagonalized by introducing
1 1
hi=7561+62) to="7(di—¢) . (3.10)

In terms of these two representations, the Hamiltonian
takes the form

_a 2 v W W,
1 2(V¢2)+ u+4+4+2 ]

(3.11)

2r

(a)

(b) T

(c) T

FIG. 5. Possible phase diagrams for models with w =0.
Thick line denotes first-order transition. The manner in which
transition lines meet in (b) has not been specified.
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A. Decoupled variational approximation

The model (3.9) consists of an XY model and an Ising
model with some peculiar coupling between them. One of
the possibilities that arises here is that this coupling is ir-
relevant and the model (3.9) has two independent phase
transitions, one of XY type and one Ising-like. If indeed
this is the case, the natural question to ask is which tran-
sition occurs first.

In order to estimate the critical couplings of XY and Is-
ing transitions, we will minimize the trial free energy

1785

BF= 3 (—p.H+p,Inp,)
{S,7}

4.1)

under the constraint
exp [K > S:S; ]exp [L > 7T ]
(i,j) (i,j)
Zyy(K)Z;(L)

pr=pxy(K)p;(L)=

4.2)

Here, K and L are the parameters to be determined. Sub-
stitution of (4.2) into (4.1) yields

1 ,
F—— —JS:'S; —Jr:7:S:°S; T
A= 2Rz &y | &y S S ImSeS KSeS i)
X exp [K >, Si°S; |exp [L S i ‘ ]—anXy(K)—an,(L) . 4.3)
(,j) €i,j)
Using the relation
! 2 2 Ksi'sj exp (K 2 Si'sj ~InZyy(K)=(Hyy(K)) +BF = —Sxy(K), 4.4
Zxy(K) {s,7} 1 {ij) i j)
where Syy(K) is the entropy of the XY model at coupling K, and a similar relation for the Ising model, we obtain
J J
BF = —Sxy(K)—S{(L)—— (Hyy(K))— NKL (Hyy(K))(H[(L)) . 4.5)
Here, N is the number of bonds. In order to minimize the free energy, K and L must satisfy
1 1
K=J I—W(HI(L)) , L =—J7V—(HXY(K)) . (4.6)

The functional dependence of (1/N){H;(L)) on L is known exactly,?® while (1/N){Hxy(K)) can be taken from Monte
Carlo simulation of the XY model.?” After substitution of these functions into (4.6), this system can be solved numerical-
ly, giving K and L as some monotonic functions of J. When L (J) reaches the critical value L, =5In(1+Vv2), K(J) is
equal to 1.07, which is slightly below the critical value?’ K, =1.12. Therefore we conclude that within the decoupled ap-
proximation the model (3.8) possesses an intermediate phase with ordered Ising spins and disordered XY spins.

B. Double-layer model

The model (3.9) is a limit of a more general model described by the partition function

z=|T1[  dordgr)

{(rr

where p is some positive integer. The model (3.9) is
recovered if p =2 and L-— «. For finite L, (4.7) de-
scribes a system consisting of two layers of XY spins with
an interaction L cosp[6(r)—¢@(r)] on links between the
layers.

To check the relevance of the coupling between the
layers, we calculate the correlation function

(cosp [6(0)—#(0)]cosp [0(p) —d(p)])

=(eip[e(O)—B(p)]>6<e—ip[¢(0)——¢(p)]>¢ . (4.8)

In the spin-wave approximation the correlation function
(ePLOO—8p)]y wag calculated by José et al.,2t

{ eip[G(O)—G(p)]) ~p—p2/21r.l . 4.9)

exp [J 2)cos[9(r)—9(r’)]+J<2)cos[¢(r)—¢(r')]+L > cosp[6(r)—¢(r)] | , 4.7)

[

Consequently, the correlation function (4.8) decays as
p""z/ ™. From this result and from the scaling theory of
phase transitions, it follows that the operator
L cosp (0—¢) has a scaling index 2—p?2/27J, i.e., it is ir-
relevant for 2mJ <p?/2. Since vortices are known? to be
irrelevant for 4 <27J, the Gaussian fixed line is stable
against both vortex perturbations and coupling between
the layers for 4 <27J <p?/2. Therefore we expect that
the model (4.7) with p >3 will exhibit an intermediate
massless phase similar to that of the p-state clock model
with p > 5.

In order to proceed further with the investigation in the
double-layer model, we rewrite it in an equivalent lattice
Coulomb-gas representation. In this representation typi-
cal problems of two-dimensional statistical mechanics are
formulated in terms of two sets of integer variables m (R)
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and ¢ (7) residing on sites » of the original lattice and sites
R of the dual lattice. Interaction between charges of the
same kind at large separations is proportional to the loga-
rithm of the distance. On the other hand, the
m(R)—gq(r) interaction is proportional to the angle be-
tween the vector R —r and some fixed direction in the
plane. This form resembles the interaction between elec-
tric charges and magnetic monopoles. The duality
transformation for a model written in a Coulomb-gas rep-
resentation has a particularly simple form. It reduces to a
interchange of “charges” m and “monopoles” ¢

The purpose of rewriting our model in Coulomb-gas
language is twofold. First of all, recursion relations for a
problem with a single Coulomb gas were derived by Kos-
terlitz.” Derivation of recursion relations for a model
with any number of Coulomb gases can be done by
straightforward generalization of Kosterlitz’s method.>
Another advantage of the Coulombic formulation lies in
the unification of various models: the difference between
problems is reflected only in changes in the parameters of

the interactions. This unification suggests that under
J

> exp

m(r,r')
n(r,r’)
q(r)

=~ E [6(r)—

z = Hf:rdé)(r)dqﬁ(r)l 2 2,

2 [6(r)—o(r')—2mn(r,r')]*—

2.Gm

Note that m (r,7' )= —m (¢',r).

renormalization-group transformation our model may
flow toward some simpler model with known behavior.

The general prescription for the transformation of
two-dimensional models into the Coulomb-gas representa-
tion was given by Kadanoff.>! Following his methods we
find that the double-layer model can be reformulated in
terms of two sets of “charges” m (R) and n(R), and a set
of “monopoles” g (r).

The first step in the transformation into the Coulomb-
gas representation is the replacement of all cosine interac-
tions by a Villain form,

@

2
ekcos(x)_) z e—k(x—27rm)/2’ (4.10)

m=—oco

which can also be written (up to a normalization factor) as

i e—q2/2k+iqx . (4.11)

g9=—o

Substituting (4.10) for the coupling within each layer and
(4.11) for coupling between layers, we obtain

—2mm(r,r')]?

3L S g¥ (P +ip 3, q(r)[6(r)—¢(r)]

(4.12)

Since the Villain interaction has the same symmetries as the cosine interaction, and closely approximates it numerical-
ly, one can argue that models (4.7) and (4.12) belong to the same universality class. Indeed, the differences between Vil-
lain and cosine interactions were shown to be irrelevant to the critical behavior of the XY model.3? On the other hand,
the Villain interaction allows exact decomposition of the configurations to spin waves and the Coulomb gases of vortices.

For future convenience we will carry out the transformation to the Coulomb-gas representation for a more general
model. We introduce in the Hamiltonian a term

K 3 [6(rn—6')
(r,r")

—2mm(r,r')][o(r)—p(r')—=2mn(r,r')], (4.13)

with 0 <K <J. The initial model corresponds to the value K =0, but since a nonzero value of this parameter will be gen-
erated by the renormalization procedure, it is convement to include it explicitly from the start. This term is missing in
the recursion relations of Parga and van Himbergen,** who studied the p =1 case.

On each site R of the dual lattice we define integer variables m (R) and n(R) which are essentially the circulation of
m (r,r’) and n(r,r’) around the plaquette containing the dual lattice site R:

mR)=3F mrr)=mQR —5%—59, R+58—39)+m(R+ 55— 35, R+ 55+ 1)
R

‘5)
+
3
~
I
N
L
+
=

+m(R+ +X+39, R—3%++
(4.14)

oS

n(R)=3F m(r,r)=n(R—38—39, R+38—39)+n(R+ 58 -39, R+ 55+ 7
R
+n(R+124+19, R—18+19)+n(R—12+15, R—12—-1p).

Now the partition function (4.12) reads
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Z= 3 Z(m,n,q)exp ——izqz(r)] , (4.15)
m(R),n(R), r
q(r)
with
Z (m,n,q)= <~ [Hf do(ridé(r [H8 ), g mrr) n(R) ERn(rr)]
n(rr)
X exp 2 [6(r)—6(r') 277m(r,r’)]2———';— S, [¢(r)—¢(r')—2mn (r,r")]?
2 G (rr')
+K 3 [6n—0(r")—2mam(r,r")[¢(r)—(r')—2mn(r,r')]+ip 3 q(1[O(r)—d(r)] | . (4.16)
(rr) r ’

In order to obtain the Coulomb-gas representation, we need to perform summations on m (r,#'),n(r,#’) and integra-
tions on 6(r),é(r) in Z (m,n,q).
This is done in detail in the Appendix. We obtain, after some algebra, the final form,

z=3exp

m,n,q

2 2
—Z 73 mAR)—Z-J 3 nAR)+7K S m(R)n(R)
2R 2 R R

L, mp?
2L 2nJ 427K

S qX(r) 427 m (R)In [M———&L m

r (R,R")

.J.B_’_;.B_'_L n(R")

+27J 3, n(R)n
(R,R")

AR=RL Vn (k) 20K 3, m (R

Rs#£R'

+ip 3 [m(R)=n (R)IOR —rg(+—22- S g(rin J——'—L g | 4.17)

2 +27K =,

where a is the lattice spacing. This expression is derived assuming K <J. The prime on the summation implies, for
K <J, “charge neutrality” for each of m(r), n(r), and ¢(r). For K =J, only the constraints > g(r)=0 and
> r [m(R)—n(R)]=0 survive (see the Appendix). The function ©(R) is given by

O(R,,R,)=tan (R, /R,) . (4.18)

The integer-valued variables m (R) and n(R) are identified®®3* with vortices on different layers of the double-layer
model (4.7), while the g (r) mediate the interaction between the layers.

Correlation functions can be transformed into the Coulomb-gas representation by the same techniques. Two different
correlation functions can be defined for the model (3.9)—the correlation function for the Ising variables,

(r(0)r(p)) , (4.19)

and the XY correlation function,
(ei00gi0lp)y | (4.20)
Analogous correlation functions can also be defined for the model (4.7). They are

r (p)__<el(6(0 ¢(0)) —i(6(p ¢(p))) (421)

and
Txylp)= (160 +8(0)), —i(8lp)+4(p))Y (4.22)

Following the same steps as the Appendix one finds that the Coulomb-gas representation for the correlation function is
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1 ’
T(p)= 3 exp

2 2
T IS m R~ T 3 n R+ K S m(Rn(R)— == 3 g(r)
2 X 2 R R 2L < .

m,n,q
2 ’
P (2 AR=R"| | (R’
+ 3T 42K ;[q 2] +21TJ(R’2R,)m(R)ln ; m(R’)
4207 S n®n |AB=RL LRy —2k 3 m(R)n |[LB=RL (R
(R,R") a R+£R’ a
RR’
1 — _ ’ __231__ (71 _Ir;rll_ ™ 423
+szR2’r[m(R) n(R)]O(R —r)q'(r)+ 37 127K (E)q(r)n — q'(r') (4.23)
and
1 ’ 2 2 7’ 2 2
Txylp)=— 3 exp|——J X m*R)——J 3 n*(R)+7°K ¥ m(R)n(R)
Z m,n,q 2 R 2 R R
2 '
N IR S/ A 2 IR—=R"| '
3L + 37 4 27K gq (r)+21TJ(R§')m(R)ln p m(R’)
t2m 3 n®n |[BEEL k) 20k S mrin [AR=RL )
(R,R") R%R’

+ip > [m(R)—n(R)]O(R —r)g(r)+i ¥, [m(R)+n(R)][O(R)—O(R —p)]
R,r R

_zlz__ Ar=r'] . R (4.24)
* 2md ek 22| T e =y
In (4.23), q'(r) is defined by
q(r)+1/p, r=0
q'(r)=3q9(r)—1/p, r=p (4.25)

q(r), r#0,p.

D. Recursion relations and the phase diagram

Recursion relations for the Hamiltonian (4.17) can be derived by means of Kosterlitz’s position-space
renormalization-group techniques. To apply his methods, we rewrite (4.17) as

Z = 2' exp (1ny)2m2(R)+(lny)Enz(R)—i—(lnyq)zqz(r)—i—Zﬂ'J > m(R)n IR_R'| m(R’)
m,n,q R R r (R,R") a
4207 S n@®n |[AB=RL Ry 20k S m R |[LB=RL (R
(R,R") a R,R’ a
RAR’
+ip 3 [m(R)—n(R)IO(R —r)g(r)+27J, 3, q(r)n L___]_r;r q(r) |, (4.26)
R,r (r,r")
r
where y, y,, and J, are defined by and ‘
2
2 N, A
Iny=—"-7, 2= i 2K
5 Since the constraints (4.27) can be relaxed by the
Iny, = 1 2p 4.27) renormalization-group transformation, we will treat y, y,,
q . .

T2L T 2aJ +27K ’ and J, as free parameters. Although it is not necessary to
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introduce a new parameter for the fugacity of g’s, because
one can vary it by changing L, it will be more convenient
in the intermediate steps to use y,.

The term Y, m (R)n(R) in ( 4 17) serves as a fugacuy
of combined vortices—configurations in which the m-
vortex and n-vortex reside on the same lattice site. For
brevity, such configurations were left out in (4.26). All
but one type of these combined vortices are found to be ir-
.relevant in the entire range of couplings we are interested
in. The only complex vortex which can be relevant con-
sists of an m-vortex and an n-vortex of the same sign.
We introduced a new parameter, Ina, for the fugacity of
such a double vortex.

Now we can study the partition function (4.26) in the
region y,y,,a <<1, where the dilute-gas approximation
m(R),n(R),q(r)=0,%+1 can be used. Using standard
methods,?3%3 the following recursion relations are ob-
tained:

dy

I =2—aJ)y,

dyq

==y,

‘;‘;‘ =[1—7(J—K)]a,

0 (4.28)
= —m@mA+ KAy 22 —K Pl —pYy,)
dJ,

—d—T=-—7T((2’IT) quyqz-—2P2.V2) ’

dK 2 2 2 2 2 2,2
==~ TREDUKY’ +227 I K’ —pyy) .

Of these six equations, the first three describe the varia-
tion of fugacities y, y,, and a, and the last three of cou-
plings J, J,, and K, under renormalization. It is easy to
show that

i, — 2P0

7 4.29
e onl + 20K (4.29)

4
dl
Therefore, the initial relationship (4.27) between J, and
J,K is preserved under renormalization.
It may seem more attractive to work with the more

physical parameter L instead of y,. The recursion rela-
tion for the latter is [using (4.27) and (4.28)]

dL

2
al =(4—2nJ,)L

(4.30)

We consider the first three equations for different values
of p, to determine regimes of J,K for which the various
fugacities are irrelevant. We find that y is irrelevant for
()< %, a is irrelevant for K /J <1—(wJ)~ !, and Yq is
irrelevant for K/J <(p?/4)(wJ)~'—1. These regimes
give rise to the various regions of stability, as indicated in
Fig. 6.

First consider the p >4 case [Fig. 6(c)]. In region A4, y
and « are irrelevant, and y, (or L) is relevant. We assume
that the RG flows will proceed to L — «, y,a—0. For

| 2
D
K
J D
A C
| -1
= (mJ)
e (a)
D
K D
J
A C
B -
4 1 -1
g 7 (md)
(b)
8 _
p2
D
E
X
J
A C
B
4 1 -1
o2 5 (mJ)
(c)

FIG. 6. Stability of the Gaussian plane y =y,
p=2,() p=3,and (c) p >4.

=L =0. (a)

this case one obtains the following behavior of the correla-
tions:

—1/nd g

Lxy(p)~p (4.31)

for p— . Therefore, an initial Hamiltonian character-
ized by J,K in region A will have algebraic decay of the
XY correlations and spontaneous breaking of the discrete
symmetry.

In region B all these fugacities flow to zero, and thus
algebraic decay of both correlation functions is expected:

> Ip(p)~const

—1/nJ — 1/ g +K gp)

eff , rp ( p) ~p
In this expression J., K denote the point in region B,
reached (asymptotically) by the RG trajectory of some ini-
tial Hamiltonian, characterized by J,K and nonvanishing
fugacities.

Since the line that separates region A from region B is
the domain of attraction of Hamiltonians that lie on the
phase boundary and on this line the exponents depend on
J s, K o5, Obviously the transition between phases of type
(4.31) and (4.32) is nonuniversal. That is, I, decays with
a power that depends on the initial Hamiltonian. Howev-
er, the decay of I',(p), since it depends only on Jgr + Kesy,
and this being a constant for the A /B boundary, is
universal. '

In region C, y is relevant, while y, (e.g., L) is ir-
relevant. In this region both correlations decay exponen-
tially. On the B/C boundary, 7J =2 and, therefore, the
index associated with Tyy is universal, whereas that cor-

Txy(p)~ (4.32)
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responding to I, is nonuniversal.

Other types of behavior, such as exponential decay of
Txy together with either (1) long-range order
(I'p—const), in region D, or (2) algebraic decay of T,
reglon E, are also possible. However, for the problem at
hand one has initially K =0, and therefore regions A4, B,
and C are expected to serve as sinks of the various phases.

Thus, for p >4 one expects for the model (4.7) to have
three phases. At low temperatures the discrete symmetry
is broken and I', —const, while I'yy decays algebraically.
At high temperatures, in the disordered phase, both corre-
lations decay exponentially. In the intermediate phase
both correlation functions exhibit algebraic decay.

J
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For p =2, in region 4, again I';—const (Ising order)
and Iyy is algebraic. In region D, I')—const and I'yy
decays exponentially.

In region C the system is completely disordered. In be-
tween, in region D’, since both y and yq are relevant,
correlations cannot be estimated directly. We consider re-
cursion for J —K:

d

dl —(J —K)=
and note that, in regions D’ and C, J —K —0 with renor-
malization. Thus, concentrating on the J =K subspace,
we note that the partition function (4.17) becomes

—m(2m)AJ —K)%p?

& ' 2 R —R’
2=l 3 |3 ew|-Zism®- |+l semromw 3 mwm |[B=RL yr
R n(R)=—o | M(R), 2 R 2L r (R,R") a
q(r)
+i2 > M(R)O(R —r)q(r) > q(r)n dr=r] q(r’) (4.33)
R,r 2 J (r,r") a
where M (R)=m (R)—n(R). Notice that, for J —K =0, the constraint 2 g 1 (R)=0 is relaxed. Additional terms in the

exponent of (4.33) that could possibly be generated by the RG transformation are

(Iny) 3 n*(R)+(Iny") 3 n(R)IM(R) . (4.34)

R R
Summation over n will generate only a fugacity term for M*(R), and we obtain

Z= 3 exp | (ny") 3 MAR)— |5 7 |San+2m 3 MR AR=R'] \pr(ry
M(R), R (R,R") a
q(r)

+i2> M(R)O(R —r)q(r) +— > g(rn —lTrl— q(r’) (4.35)
R,r (rr

This is recognizable as the partition function of an Ising
model** with possibly incorrect fugacities. However, for
any value of the fugacities, the transition in model (4.35)
is governed by an Ising fixed point. For J —K =0 the
correlation function Tyy(p) is disordered for all J,
whereas I';(p) becomes identical to the Ising correlation
function, which decays to a constant for J greater then
some J, and decays exponentially for J <J,.. This is what
happens on the J =K subspace; since points with projec-
tion on D' flow to this subspace, we expect that D’ con-
tains two regions; one with Ising order, the other with dis-
order (same phase as C), separated by a line of Ising-like
transitions.

This line (or, more precisely, the hypersurface it
represents) may be connected to the low-(K /J) part of
Fig. 6(a) in different ways.

(1) It reaches K =0 with (7J)~!> 5. This means a se-
quence of two transitions. Starting from the completely
disordered phase, an Ising-like transition occurs first, fol-
lowed at lower temperature by a transition below which
I"xy decays algebraically.

(2) The Ising line in D’ reaches the boundary of 4 with
K >0. Then, depending on the trajectory of the Hamil-
tonian as the temperature is varied, either the phase struc-
ture described above, or a single transition, from com-

[

pletely disordered to ordered, can occur. This transition
will, in general, be first order; only in a special case (of
lower codimensionality) can it be continuous. To see that
the transition is first order, note that one passes from re-
gion A, with finite Ising order, directly to the disordered
region in D’, and therefore the Ising order undergoes a
discontinuity.

Thus we conclude that either a single transition (first
order or continuous), or two transitions, is (are) expected,
with an intermediate phase of Ising order and XY disor-
der.

However, referring back to Sec. II C, we note that there
we concluded that an intermediate phase, if present, will
have XY order and Ising disorder. Thus exclusion of the
two-transition scenario for the p=2, n =2 model seems
to be justified.

For p =3 similar arguments apply for the region D’
[Fig. 6(b)]. In the most general case, one may have one of
the following possibilities:

(1) Two transitions: intermediate phase (
correlations algebraic.

(2) Single first-order transition.

(3) Two transitions: intermediate phase (D or D’) with
I';—const and I'yy exponentially decaying.

B) with both
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V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work we studied spin systems whose low-
temperature phase has two kinds of order. That associat-
ed with a spontaneously broken discrete Z(2) symmetry,
and the characteristics of the low-temperature phase of a
system with O(n) symmetry.

Important examples of 'such systems are fully frustrated
two-dimensional XY models on triangular and square lat-
tices and XY helimagnets. By symmetry arguments, we
identify the order parameter, appropriate for transitions in
these systems, and construct the most general LGW Ham-
iltonian. We study this Hamiltonian by means of an exact
renormalization group in- dimensions d=4—e€ and
d =2+¢€. In d =4—¢ we find a single first-order transi-
tion.

Analysis of the LGW Hamiltonian in 2+ € dimensions
shows that one flows to a microscopic model (3.9), that
contains O(#n) and Ising-type variables on each site. For
n > 2 such models will have only a single Ising transition
in d =2. For n =2 this microscopic model can be viewed
as a limiting case of a more general class of double-layer
models. In these latter models each site has two XY-type
variables, 6;,¢;, with ferromagnetic coupling within, and
quadrupolar cos[2(6; —¢;)]-type coupling between layers.
Therefore, we expect that analysis of such a double-layer
model will yield results that are relevant to the original
problem, i.e., the fully frustrated XY model in d =2.

The double-layer model is generalized to interlayer cou-
plings of the form cos[p(6; —¢;)]. It is mapped onto a
Coulomb-gas problem, to which standard RG techniques

are applied. The resulting recursion relations are
analyzed, and the following results are obtained.

For p?>8 the low-temperature and disordered phases
are separated by an intermediate massless phase. In this
phase correlations associated with both the discrete and
XY-type symmetry decay algebraically. Phase transitions
in the p%> 8 case will be of Kosterlitz-Thouless type with
unobservable essential singularities in the specific heat.
Some exponents that characterize the decay of the correla-
tion function at the transition are nonuniversal. For p =2
(the most interesting case) we predict a single transition. .
Our analysis cannot resolve whether this transition should
be first order or continuous.

Note added in proof. Derivations of the Landau Hamil-
tonian for some of the systems discussed by us have ap-
peared in recent papers by M. Y. Choi and S. Doniach
(unpublished), T. C. Halsey (unpublished), D. H. Lee (un-
published), J. D. Joannopoulos (unpublished), and J. W.
Negele and D. P. Landau (unpublished).
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APPENDIX

The Coulomb-gas representation of the partition sum (4.15), with Z(m,n,q) given by (4.16), is obtained by performing
summations (integrations) over m(r,r’), n(r,r'), 6(r), and ¢(r). To do this, on each lattice site r we introduce integer
variables k(r) and I(r). On the horizontal bonds of each layer we replace m(r,r') by k(r')—k(r’) and n(r,r') by
1(r')—1(r), while on the vertical bonds we define new variables 7 (r,r’) and 7i(r,r’) by m (r,r')=m(r,r')—k(r)+k(r’)

and n(r,r')=n(r,r")—=1(r)+1(7').
m(r,r'), Alr,r'), k(r), and I(r). We have

zmng=3 (I3 [ dow
r k(r)

mrr'),
a(r,r’)

r I(r)

Xexp

(r,r")

3 [ dsn

~ L 3 [60)+2mk(r)—0(r") — 27k ()]~

Now the summation over m (r,r') and n(r,#’) can be replaced by the summation over

[ H Sm(R),ﬁ(rl,rz)—-ﬁ(r3,r4)6n(R),ﬁ(rl,rz)«ﬁ(r:;,r“)
R

S [6(r)+2ml (1) —$(r)— 2 ()]

J
2.5

+K i [6(r)+ 27k (r)—O(r") =27k (r')][d(r) 4+ 27 (r) —$(r') =2 (r)]

(r,r')

‘*% i [0(r)+27k (r)—O(r") =27k (') — 277 (r,r') ]

(r,r')
|

<

-= > [o(r) 427l (r)—p(r") —27l(r') =277 (r,r")]?

[\S)

(r,r')

+K i [6(r) 427k (r)—O(r') 27k (r') — 2w (r,r")]

(rr')

X [p(r) 427l (r) —d(r')—=2ml(r") =277 (r,r" )] +ip > g (1[0(r)—$(r)]

(A1)
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Here, i denotes the sum over vertical bonds and 2 denotes the sum over horizontal bonds. Note that the integrand in
(A1) does not depend on O(r), ¢(r), k(r), and I(r) separately, but only on the combinations O(r)+2wk(r) and
&(r)+27i(r). This property can be used to extend the range of integration by making the replacements

o(r+2rk (N8, 3 [~ d0(r)—>f dor)
kT

- (A2)
(P 420l (N—F(), S J7 detrn— [ agr .
1(r ®
At this point the integrals in (A1) reduce to the Gaussian form,
I [~ d8rddir) |exp |- 2 [8(r -8 >]2—— S [6n—3P
roT® (rr ) (rr
— _ _ _ 1 _ )
+K 3 [6(n—6(r)]1[é(r)—d(r)]+2m Y, [6(r)—6(r)][Jm(r,r')—Kna(r,r")]
(r,r') (rr')
+ 27 2 [¢(r)—@(r")][J7(r,r")— K (r,r'") ] +ip 2‘1 r)[6(r)—¢(r)] (A3)
(rr')
Symbolically, this can be written as
J DB DB exp —%5G“‘§+K§G"@—%_CBG‘1<1>+A§+B§+C (A4)

where the variables 8(r) and 4(r) are combined into the vectors O(r)=(8(r,),0( r2 ..) and ®(r)=(g(r),d(r,),...).
G~! is the matrix of the quadratic form 2<,, )[9 r)—0(r")]%. From (A4) it is easy to see that shift of the 6’s, :
6(r)—O6(r)—(K /J)®(r), will decouple integration over © from 1ntegrat10n over ®. Indeed, performing this shift in
(A3), we arrive, after some algebraic rearrangement of the expression in the exponent, at decoupled Gaussian integrals,

[[[ f°° do(r)de(r) exp{ = 3 [6(rn—6(r)]*— ; S [6(r)—¢(r")]?
r T (rr) (r,r')
N — o p— ~ K._ —_ K... — .
+29(r) 2wJ m(r,r+y)—m(r—y,r)—7n(r,r+y)+7n(r—y,r) +ipq(r)
- _ -, K_ N .
+ Do) 20T |1 ——- ln(r,r+y)+7n(r——y,r) —ip 1—7 q(r) } (AS)

These integrals can be immediately evaluated by the standard method of Gaussian integration, giving, after some rear-
rangement of the terms in the exponent,

Z (mng= 3 [ L1 80 r), i,y —matrpry O (R ry) —(rry) ]
m(r,r'), | R
alrr')

2
S — Zq(r G(r —r')g(r')+ip 2 [m(r,r +9)—m(r —9,1)1G(r —r")q(r")

X exp oy

1p2[n rr +9)—alr —9,7)1G(r—r')q(r")

rr'

~—17'J2[m(rr+y m(r —9,0)1G(r —r)[m(r',r'+9)—m(r —3,r')]

—aJ 2 [A(r,r +9)—7(r —9,0)1G(r —r" )7 (', 1’ +9)—F(r' —F,r")]

rr

+27K Y [7A(r,r +9)—=m(r —9,0)1G(r —r' ) A(r',r' +§)—a(r' —§,r')]
rr
|
277y mz(r,r')—zg—

W(r,r')h‘(r,r')—{-ﬁz(r,r’)] (A6)




32 PHASE TRANSITIONS IN FULLY FRUSTRATED SPIN SYSTEMS 1793

Since there is equal number of summation variables and Kronecker 8§ functions, we can solve for the #i(r,7’) and
7i(r,r") in terms of m (R) and n(R) in the form

Arr4+P)=— S mir+55—G—3)%), Alrr+9)=— 3 n(r+35—( —=+%) . (A7)
j=0 j=0

The last step is to substitute (A7) into the exponent of (A6), and to simplify the resulting expression. We will carry out
the calculation for the term

—ip 3 [A(r,r +9)—m(r —9,r)1G(r—r')g(r') . (A8)

rr'
We wish to calculate

S [7(rr +5)—m(r—$,0]1G(r —r') . | | (A9)
r
Substituting here (A7) and rearranging the summations, we obtain
b iom(r—tj%ﬁ—(j—4%)5c‘)[G(r—r’)—G(r——j:‘—r')], (A10)
rj=
replacing the summation over r by the summation over R =r + 3% — 35,
% m(R) io[G(R+%jz‘+(j — 3R —r)—G(R—5§+( —3)x—r")]. (A11)
j=
In a continuum notation, the sum over j reads

J 3,G(R—r"dR , (A12)

where the path of integration runs from R to infinity in the positive x direction. Since G(R) can be well approximated
by In(R /a), this integral can be evaluated using the Cauchy-Riemann relation d,In(R —r')=—0,0O(R —r’), where
O(R)=tan"!(y /x). Finally, we obtain, for (A8),

ip > m(R)O(R —r')q(r') . (A13)

R,r’

Other terms in the exponent of (A6) can be evaluated similarly, and the partition function (4.15) becomes

Z=3 exp|—5- ¥ +aI 3 mRIGR —RIm(R)+7J 3 n(RIGR—R'In(R")
r R,R' R,R’

m,n,q

—27K 3 m(R)G(R—R")n(R")+ip 3 [m(R)—n(R)IO(R —r')g(r")
R.R' R .

+ S g (NG(r—rg(r) | . ' (A14)

_p*
2m +27K
Here, G(R) is the lattice Green’s function, defined by>°

7 dg, v dg, R

(A15)

G(R)=-2 .
(R) Wf~1r 2w -7 2w 4—2cosq, —2cosq,

It is easy to see that the Green’s function G(R —R') diverges for R =R’. To isolate divergences, let us split G(R)
into two parts,

G(R)=G(0)+G'(R) , (A16)
where G'(R) is the finite quantity,

7 dgx 7 dg, 1—e#R
G'(R)=2 e e
(R) ﬂ-f_w 2 Y -7 27 4—2cosq; —2cosg, (AID)
and G(O0) is the infinite constant,
d d
GO)=—27 [7 T2 [T Ly . (A18)

-7 2w Y -7 27 4—2cosq,—2cosq,
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Substitution of (A16) into (A 14) yields
z =73 exp{G(O) Em(R)r—-ZWK[Em(R)] [En(R)]
R R

m,n,q R

wJ

+ wJ@n(R)]%#:zﬂg [gqm]zH

X exp

— LS S mRGR—RIM R
2L ro (R,R")

+27J Y, n(R)G'(R—R')n(R')—27K ¥ m(R)G'(R —R')n(R’)

(R,R") R,R’
R+£R'

2
2p > q(rG'(r—r)g(r') |,

i A19
2 +27K (=, (A19)

+ip 3 [m(R)—n(R)IOR —r')g(r')+

R,r

where 3 &g denotes a summation over all pairs of lattice sites with each pair counted only once. Since G(0)~ — oo,
only terms with a vanishing expression in the large square brackets contribute to the partition function. If 0 <K <J, this
expression vanishes if three neutrality conditions are satisfied, namely

> m(R)=0, ¥ n(R)=0, ¥ q(r)=0. (A20)
R R r
For K =J only two conditions remain, namely
> m(R)—n(R)=0, > q(r)=0. (A21)
R r
Therefore we can write
Z=3 exp|——=3gXrN+20) S m(RIG(R—R")m(R")
m,n,q 2L r (R,R")
+27mJ Y n(R)G'(R—R')n(R')—2nwK > m(R)G'(R—R')n(R")
(R,R") R,R’
R-R’
. 7 ’ 2p2 ’ . ’ ’
+ip > [m(R)—n(R)]O(R —r')g(r )+m27J+2WK (Z qg(rG'(r—rg(r') |, (A22)

R,r rr')
where the prime on the summation means summation over configurations satisfying condition (A20) if 0 <K <J, or con-
dition (A21) if K =J. Approximating G'(R —R’) by
R—R'’
a

G'(R—R')=In (A23)

m
+2,

where a is the lattice spacing, we obtain expression (4.17) for the partition sum.
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