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A spin-infinity Ising model is presented in which there is a hierarchy of spin groupings, for
which the interaction potential satisfies exactly the scaling hypothesis that group-group inter-

actions involve only the group mean spin.

The calculation of the critical exponents for this

model is reduced to the solution of an eigenvalue problem which appears to be numerical trac-
table. Thevalueof the critical exponent 7 appears as a parameter of the model and formulas
for the critical exponents 6, ¥, v are presented. Assuming 7=0 for three dimensions, we

obtain 6=5, ¥=1,30, and v=0. 65.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Since Widom® introduced his homogeneity argu-
ments and Kadanoff? introduced the scaling idea,
there has been considerable interest as to whether
they are valid for thed-dimensional, spin-s, near-
est-neighbor Ising models near their ferromagnetic
critical points (¢ 2 2). The two-dimensional Ising
model results agree very well with these ideas,
but the question is open for 4 > 3.® The fundamental
idea (in the scaling picture) is that, near the criti-
cal point where the spin-spin correlations are very
long ranged, it does not matter whether we consider
the fundamental interaction to be that of a single
spin with its neighbor or that of a group of spins
with a neighboring group of spins, since all those
spins in the group would usually be aligned anyway.
The consequence of this line of reasoning has been
to derive a series of equations which relate any
critical index of divergence (or convergence) of the
various thermodynamic variables at the critical
point to the behavior of, at most, two fundamental
ones and the dimensionality of the system. These
results then allow values to be deduced for all the
critical indices once any two independent ones are
known. The trouble was, until recently, that scaling
arguments provided no way to obtain numerical
values for any of these. Recently, Wilson®* has
shown how to compute (by means of a series of
scaling-idea type of approximations) the value of
one independent index (he assumes that the scatter-
ing intensity index n=0) for an Ising-like continu-
ous-spin model. The value he obtained of y=1.22
for the three-dimensional case is close to the ac-
cepted® value of y=1. 25 for the Ising model.

In this paper we clarify, refine, and extend the
work of Wilson.* We introduce a ferromagnetic
spin-infinity Ising model for which Wilson’s key
approximations are exact. The structure of the
spin-spin interaction is such that there exists a
hierarchy of groupings of the spins, such that at
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each level in the hierarchy the spin-spin interac-
tions can be broken into the intragroup spin inter-
actions and an interaction between the mean spin

of the group with the mean spins of the other groups.
The lattice structure of the groups is the same as
that of the original spin lattice. As one reaches
levels of the hierarchy in which each group consists
of a large number of spins, the behavior of the
mean spin, except for amplitude, should cease (in
the critical region) to depend on precisely which
layer of the hierarchy one is on and depend only on
the hierarchy structure. Thus, there exists an
intrinsic scaling behavior for our family of models.
We will show for our model how to obtain in a
numerically feasible way the various critical in-
dices.

In Sec. II we show how we were heuristically
led to define our model in one dimension and show
that it is indeed a ferromagnetic Ising model. We
describe some of the general results that apply to
models of this type.

In Sec. III of this paper we show how the scaling
ideas can be applied to reduce the properties of
the model to the discussion of a recursively defined
family of functions of a single real variable. We
also derive an expression for the field-free mag-
netic susceptibility in this model.

In Sec. IV we extend our model to higher dimen-
sion (d> 2). Again, a recursively defined family
of functions of a single real variable results. The
defining recursion formula now involves (2¢ -1) in-
tegrations rather than the single integration re-
quired for d =1 and required in Wilson’s approximate
solution for his model. In addition, a slightly dif-
ferent model is introduced which requires only a
single integration.

In Sec. V we investigate the behavior of our re-
cursively defined family of functions. We argue
that for T'> T, the mean spin will be normally dis -
tributed and we calculate the order of magnitude
of its variance. At the critical point this variance
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becomes infinite, relative to its previous scale of
size. We then derive an approximate linearization
of the recursion relation, and solve for the be-

havior of the free energy at the critical point. We
find that for our model the scaling relation®
6=(@+2-n)/d—-2+n) (1.1)

must hold, where 0 is the magnetization index along
the critical isotherm. We next investigate the
region immediately above T by perturbation the-
ory in (7' - T,) and derive an eigenvalue equation
whose dominate eigenvalue is denoted by 2°. In
terms of this eigenvalue we obtain

7=(2—77)/§ )

where v is the zero-field susceptibility index.
From (1.2) it easily follows® that the correlation-
length index is

v=1/¢ .

(1.2)

(1.3)

Finally, the numerical calculations of Wilson*® in
his approximation are reported, which correspond
fairly well to the ordinary Ising model results.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF ISING MODEL WITH SCALING
PROPERTY

In this section we will construct a family of Ising
models which possesses a rigorous scaling prop-
erty. The ideas involved are very similar to those
of Wilson. * Our approach is to construct a model
where Wilson’s type of procedures are exact,
whereas in his approach Wilson used his proce-
dures as approximations to a nearest-neighbor
Ising model. Our approach will permit us to draw
conclusions about a particular family of Ising mod-
els and the relevance of these models to nature and
to other models can then be discussed separately
from the procedures of solution. For ease of pre-
sentation, we will first discuss one-dimensional
models and generalize to arbitrary dimension in a
later section, even though we are well aware that
we would not expect a phase transition in one di-
mension and that many of our procedures are
somewhat artificial when applied to one-dimen-
sional systems.

The first step in our approach is to introduce a
linear array of Ising spins -1<v;<1, j=1,2,
3,..., 2L, These are the spin infinity or classical
spins. The reason for making the total number a
power of 2 will become apparent later, as will the

use of continuously distributed rather than discrete
spins. A change of spin variable is desirable now
so that one group will involve only two adjacent
spins at a time, the next group will involve two
adjacent sets of two spins, and so on. Figure 1
illustrates the kind of grouping contemplated. Ex-
plicitly we define

Sm, 0= (1/‘/_2)(”2m-1 - VZm)

R } m=1,..., 251, (2.1)
Smo=1/V2)Wam1+Vam

This transformation is easily seen to be an ortho-
normal one. Each of the new variables involves
two, and only two, adjacent spins. We may define
recursively successively higher and higher levels
of such variables. We therefore define

Sm,141= (1/‘/7)(§zm-1,z _§2m,l)

. } m=1,..., 2b-2¢
Sm,141= (1/ﬂ)(§zm-1,t +§2m,l)

(2.2
for 1=0,1, ... L-2. Each of these transformations
of variables is again orthonormal. The final set

of variables which we choose is

Smupym=1, ... 28 g0 . L-1,
(. 3)

& —9=0,5L ™
SI,L-I"'Z L'/Vj‘,
¥

a total of 2° new variables. In order to understand
the behavior of these variables, it is convenient
to reexpress them in terms of the more familiar

momentum transformed spin variables. Thus we
introduce (N=2F)
N
= N1/ 2 5 gariad v, ,
j=1
1 2 N-1
q=0,7,7,..., ~ (2. 4)
or
vy=NYEY ety (2.5)

by the standard procedure of Fourier inversion.
Upon substituting (2. 5) into (2. 1), we obtain

Sm,0= (ZN)-I/ZEG e-4|riqm u«(ezuq . 1) ,
(2.6)
§m,0= (ZN)-I/ZEq e-41rlqm “q (eZMq + 1) .

From this starting point we can derive by use of
(2. 2) that
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Sm,1 = (2IN)Y 2 exp(~ 24 2nigm)u lexp(2™ mig)-1]
q
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8,,1= @MIN)Y2 T exp( - 2" 2nigm) 1,
q
1

1-1
x I [1+exp(2*tnig)], x I1 [1+exp(2tmig)] . (2.7)
A=0 =0
I
The norm of each level (indexed by 1) of variables may be computed as
oL-1-1 1
Y shi= s o 2 Lexpl - 2" qi(g+ ¢ ym] g e
m=1 ¢« ¢ m
1-1
x TI {[1+exp(2*'7ig)] [1+exp(2*rig’)] } [exp(2**iniq) - 1][exp(2***nig’) 1], (2.8)
2=0
or summing over m we get
oL-1-1 1
) Sh1= 2 2 0(1, ¢, q') g iy
m=. a q
1-1
x TT{[1+exp(@* mig) | [1+exp(2™ mig")]} [exp(2*niq) — 1] [exp(2** 1 nig’) =1], (2.9)
A=0
I
where order 27!, From their analysis of the spin-spin

6(1,q,q')=1 if 2"} g+ ¢') = integer
(2. 10)

For the 1=0 level, there are two types of nonvan-
ishing &’s. They are

=0 otherwise.

’_ L
=24,

d=1-q, ¢
which yields (as p, is periodic with period 1)
E'msfn,0= 2 lbq P sin’rq ~ 3 Im(u, po,s.,) Sin27g]

(2.11)
In the hope that they are representative, we will

study only the diagonal (g+¢'=1) terms. From
(2. 9) these are, for 121,
2L-1-1 1-1
2 s2, 1= [T cos®(2*nq)] sin®(2 nq) ug
m=1 qa A=0
(2.12)
or, for very small ¢
Z‘lmsfn,lgzmﬂzz’qqz I““q N‘-a ° (2'13)

Now we also know that

2wy =v )P =20, sin¥(nq) by Beg T2 00, 4° Bg Heg
(2.14)

Hence, in some sense, at least for small ¢, (that
is, with regard to the long-range behavior) the sum
on the left-hand side of (2. 13) and (2. 14) are very
similar. The sum on the left-hand side of (2. 14)
differs from the usual Ising energy only slightly
as

'_JEjVjVj-l‘lE%JZ;j(Vj "Vj+1)2 —JEJ V? .

From (2. 12) it is evident that the variables in the
Ith level mainly concern momenta with ¢ of the

(2. 15)

correlations near the critical point, Fisher and
Burford® conclude (among many other things) that

(Mo ko) =D/(ga)™ (q~0), (2. 16)

with a possible nonzero exponent 7 and a finite am-
plitude D. Putting this consideration of the magni-
tude of the u, near the critical point (if any) together
with (2. 13) and taking account of the cutoff in the
sum due to higher terms for g~2°!, we are led to
consider a model Hamiltonian of the form

L bl 1 _/1-2F\  ,
je=Jgp, 2°71@m (Sm,,)z— = dJ (_'___"n_T 2a V5.
1=0 m=1 2 1-2 j

(2.17)
The considerations which have led us to this form
have been somewhat heuristic; however, we will
be able to derive exact consequences of (2, 17).

A picture of the structure of (2.17) can be ob-
tained from Fig. 1. The spins, grouped by an in-
teraction line on level zero, are coupled by the in-
teraction %(vs - ve)z, for example. Those spins in
level-zero groups, which are joined together by an
interaction line at level one, interact as § (v5+vg
- Vg~ va)z, with various strengths, and so onthrough
the higher levels.

It is easy to see that every v; v, interaction is
ferromagnetic. First we note that before a cer-
tain level (value of ]) is reached, v;v, will not ap-
pear at all. The first time it appears, v; will be
in one §,,,,;-1 and v, in the next 8, ;4. Thus, in
the first level of appearance ] the interaction will be
(for J>0) of ferromagnetic sign. In every subse-
quent level, v; and v, will appear only through s, ,
and so have the antiferromagnetic sign. Thus we
may, by summing a geometric progression, com-~
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pute the spin-spin interaction in terms of the level
of first appearance as

~-Jv,v, [ 2572
270G GFCT>

where we have taken the limit L - < in writing this
expression. Aslongasn<2thetotalv, v, interaction
is ferromagnetic. It is also to be noted that the

vjz terms have been arranged to cancel exactly.

Due to the quadratic nature of the interactions, al-
though our Hamiltonian is not translationally invari-
ant, it has at least spin symmetry, i.e., if v,

-~—v, for all j, 3¢ is unchanged.

An important consequence of the fact that all the
interactions are ferromagnetic is that the Lee-Yang
theorem,” as extended by Asano, ® by Griffiths,® and
by Suzuki and Fisher,® holds for this model. Vari-
ous important consequences follow from the the-
orem.''® Consequently, for any positive tempera-
ture the free energy as a function of magnetic field
is analytic, provided H#0. It appears plausible that
that the result of Gallavotti, Miracle-Sole, and Rob-
inson,!® which shows that the free energy is analytic
for H=0, provided T is large enough, can be ex-
tended to our model. For although our potential
is not translationally invariant, it can be uniformly
bounded by one that is, and the spin-infinity Ising
coupling is physically more difficult to order and
hence less likely to produce a singularity in the
free energy than is the spin -3 case which they
treated. Thus, on general grounds we expect our
model to behave (both the one-dimensional model
and the higher-dimensional models described in
Sec. IV) as any other more or less short-ranged
interaction ferromagnetic Ising model as regards
the appearance of a critical point and the general
appearance of the phase diagram.

According to the criterion of Thompson14 (stated
only for spin -3 Ising models), there would not be
expected to be any long-range order for any positive
T as long as n<1. This result follows since two
spins separated by | j-% | cannot enter with an [
smaller than log,lj-2| and thus, by (2.18), the in-
teraction must fall off like | j-& "3, We would re-
gard the spin-infinity Ising model as no more likely
to develop order than the spin -3 model. The prob-
able lack of long-range order for our one-dimen-

f

(2.18)

2L1

(dSp, 0dSm,0) €XP {

1=1

-K Z (sm 0)
If we define
L) = [ dy exp[- Ky? = $Qq(x+) - 3 Qolw = )] ,

(8.5)
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sional model is consistent with the known similar
lack in the arbitrary-spin, nearest-neighbor,
one-dimensional Ising model.

We note that in higher dimensions, d, discussed
in Sec. IV, Eq. (2.18) will generalize to

- 21-4JV v 22+d-n -2
21(2+d-nj) & 22+d-n -1/’ (2' 19)
and hence the interaction will decay as r"%4, Fer-

romagnetic interactions are maintained for n<d+1.
For any dimension we will require that n<2, how-
ever, to yield a finite total interaction strength.

III. REDUCTION OF PARTITION FUNCTION TO -
FUNCTIONAL EQUATION

In this section we consider the standard partition

function for the Hamiltonian of Eq. (2.17). It is
given by
L-1 2L-1-1 (s. )2
Z=f.;[exp<_BJE 9-1@-n) E my 1
1=0 m=1

lujlﬂ

~ 9L (-3 .
3 87 W—T‘

)Hdw (3.1)

It is convenient to replace the finite integral in (3. 1)
with an infinite one. Thus let

+1 oo
f dllj=f deU(l-—V?)
-1 -0
+o0 1 1 -2L®0=3) 1
[ e[ 3 () -],
(3.2)

where U(x) is the unit step function and K = 8.
Equation (3. 2) defines P(x) by equating the inte-
grands. With this notation, Eq. (3.1) becomes

L-1-1

2
ff exp( KL. 2-1@m) >
m=1

2L
(Vﬁ)) jI=Il dv; . (3.3)

Let us now solve Eq. (2.1) to reexpress v; in
terms of the variables s, oand §, ,. We obtain

(Sm, 1)2

NS

1
2

.

2b =it

KLJ 2-1(2-") &/

1=1

i-;l [ (J_ Gpy 0+ Sm, °)+P<$1? 3

(Sm, 1 )2

[

ON}.(&M
where

Q0(2Y%x)= P(x) (3.6)

and define
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Qy (x) = = 2 In[£,(2°%%%" %) 1,(0)] , (3.7)

then

z= @2 o)

" L-2 al2-1 (s ¥
% .. [ exp li_K > - 5y mafel)
- 1=0 met 2

oL-1

oL-1 1 21/2§ B ds

-z pelFs) () oo
It will now be observed that Eq. (3.8), aside from
the factor in front of the integral sign, the replace-
ment of v; by (8,,,,/2""°"), and the replacement of
L by L -1, is identical to (3. 3) because of the re-
cursive nature of the definition of our variables by
Eq. (2.2). Consequently, if we define recursively
the functions

L) = [T ay expl - Ky* = 3Q,(x+y) - 3Q,(x~ )]

3.9)
and

Q1 (0) = = 2 In[1,(2%5%%)1,(0) ], (3.10)

where Qq(x) is given by (3.6), then

GEORGE A. BAKER,

JR. 5

+0 1 21/2§ ) ds )
Xf eXp[—5 Q"( gt ) [prie  (3.11)

or the free energy per spin will be

F/N==FkT m—Z—

N
(-

i /
- %‘— In j:w exp [' %Qz(é(z f)lL%z )j]'d;(z n)L/Z} .
(3.12)

It is to be noted that these results, except for the
last integral, and the introduction of 7 are identical
to those of Wilson* for one dimension.

If we add a magnetic field interaction to the Ham-
iltonian (2. 17) of the form

) 2-7) In2 - kTZ 2-1- 1n[1,(0)]

N
—mH 2, vy=-mHNY%5, 14 (3.13)

j=1
then the integral in (3.11) and (3. 12) is modified to

s 8, 1

21/2
f Texp+mHBN1/2 81 L-1 _EQL<—_2—(E:}T%7EH -275*,7—)3/—
(3.14)
One can deduce by the usual statistical mechanical

7= [r'[l {(Zz-n)zL‘z" [11(0)]21"1"‘} formula that for T >7, and H = 0 the magnetic sus-
10 ceptibility is
|
*o 21/2 & /2(2-n)L/2)] ds
2y Jee G (TwL-l) eXp[ QL( / 1,11 3 15
X '6 f xp[— z.QL(z 2 1,04 /2(2 ")L/Z)]dgl L1 ( )
[
For a finite x (7 > T,) the function @, must be such, Secs. II and III to higher dimension. In this sec-

despite the factor in its argument which tends to in-
finity, as to produce a distribution of finite width
for (8;,51). At the critical point (if any), the re-
quirement that the @, (x) tend to a limit would lead
to the conclusion that

X~ 0(2L(2-ﬂ)) X

Since the minimum ¢ for a system of this size is
0(2"‘), Eq. (3.16) corresponds correctly to the
assertion that 1 is, in fact, the scattering intensity
critical index of Eq. (2.16), which was its intended
role.

(3.16)

IV. EXTENSION TO HIGHER DIMENSIONS

There are many ways to extend the results of

tion we will present only the simplest ones, and
that on only the hypercubic lattices (plane square,
simple cubic, etc.). We could have based our
analysis of the one-dimensional model on triplica-
tion (see Fig. 2) instead of duplication as we did.
One would expect that as larger fundamental groups
of spins are taken the results approach those of the
nearest-neighbor Ising model more closely. Our
method for the construction of a model is to take a
nearest-neighbor Ising model on a regular lattice,
and to group the spins into cells of two or more
spins in such a way that the cells have the same
lattice structure as did the original lattice. The
interactions between spins in the same cell are re-
tained and those between spins of different cells

level
2 i T 1 FIG. 2. An alternatehierarchy group-
| [ T 1 [ ! [ | ing for a one-dimensional model.
(0] rT rri1r1 r01 71 01 01 11 It

spins o L] L] e o o o ® © e o L] e @ o L] ® @ ® o o ® ® o ® o o
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—o—o 0—-?—4
|
S G
—b—o —ob—o FIG. 3. A grouping of a two-
dimensional lattice of spins which
is structurally equivalent to Fig.
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are replaced by an interaction between the mean
cell spins, just as in the one-dimensional case.
This procedure is the repeated grouping of cells
into higher level cells.

We believe that it is necessary for each funda-
mental cell to retain the full dimensionality of the
original lattice in order for at least the rotational
symmetry of the original lattice to be retained.
For example, one might consider breaking up the
plane-square lattice as in Fig. 3, however, this
model can be easily shown to be identical to that of
Fig. 1. We will discuss this alternate breakup
further at the end of this section.

To illustrate our extension to higher dimension,
we will break up the plane-square lattice as shown
in Fig. 4. The first step is to introduce an ortho-
normal change of variable which diagonalizes the
intracell interactions. In the two-dimensional
plane-square case, we need to diagonalize the
quadratic form:

E = (1,1 - vy, + (V1,2 Va,2)?
@.1)

2 2
+ (Vg1 = Va,0)"+ (V1,1 = V3,1)" .

The one transformation which does this is (d is the
dimension, 2)

-0.5
w= 27wy 1+ Vat Vot Vgya)
-0.52
01=2" (Vg1 = Vi 0+ Va1 = Va,3)
@.2)

-0, 5d.
V=2 (V1,14 V12— Va,1— V2,2)

-0.5d
vg=2 (V1,0 = V1,2 = Va,1+ Va,2) ,

where there are 2 spins per fundamental cell. Re

expressing (4. 1) by (4. 2) we have
E, = 2v}+ 202+ 40 . (4.3)

We may now define (total system size is now taken
as N=2%)

S o, i,0= 2_ CopVais  (2°F-D yector values of m),

(4.4)

where B is a vector index which runs over the fun-
damental cell. The index a=1,...,2% -1 indexes
the variables which enter into the intracell energy.

For the breakup (Fig. 4) for the plane-square lat-
tice, the c,z are given by the v; equations of (4. 2).
The intracell interaction energy will be given by

EE:Za € (sa,ﬁx,o)z s (4.5)

where the €, are given by comparison with (4. 3)
for the plane-square-lattice case. Following (2. 2)
we now introduce recursively the orthonormal
transformations

Sa, @, 1415 2 CaB Seom-,1 »

cellm
(4. 6)
§ﬁ,z+1=2-d/z 2 SodB1
cellm
for1=0,1,...,L -2, a=1,...,2°~1, and there

are 242-2"D yector values of m, As before, the
final set of variables will be

(24E-F1) yector values

Sa,mi
of m, 2%! values of a ,
l=0,1,,,_,L—1)

(4.7)
1,017 2054k 5

In a manner similar to (2. 17) we introduce the Ham-
iltonian

L-1
se=d 2 277 300 €4(Sa,imi)?
o

1=0 m
d 1_2L(n-d-2)
'§J<—1“_z—n-z-—a—) Zvi. (4.8)
The partition function will again be
Z= [+ [ (Ildv;) e** . (4.9)
¢-|----—® @=|-----9
1 [ | 1
1 1 ! 1
S St vt T
| | | | 1 |
1 1 | ! | |
&-|--i-|- & —|-—--|- &
|
1
|
| |
) |
1 1
¢-|--t--|-* ol i
i | | | " |
1 | 1 | 1
| C—m——te——_—— L _ e !
\ T ] I
] ! |
] 1 ]
&-|----|-& &-|--—-|-9

FIG. 4. The spin grouping hierarchy used for our two-
dimensional model.
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If we introduce the change of variable

Vamd =272 5 (4.10)

|

dBoz o,m,0 »

1=1

:f j Hdsaon dsamo)exp[ K

—K2 2 €,(Sq,,0)

where P is defined in an analogous manner to (3. 2)
to absorb the v% terms. We may now integrate sep-

arately over the variables associated with each cell.

This possibility leads us to again introduce

2d-1

Io(xo)'"—;[o:w' . /(oIz=Il dxg)

2d-1 2.1

X exp[=K2) €ux% =203 Qo dzuxa) ],
o=l B =0

where (. 12)|
Qo(2¥2x)=2¢1P(x) | (4.13)
and defining
Q4 (x)= — 29In[I(2"-%-%9-05" ) /1,(0) ] , (4.14)

then
L )

2
a(sa m l+1)
2277

z= @ 2ro)*"

L-2
X exp [—-KZ 2t 303)
1=0 m o

-2"’% Q1<27—;";z——>}, (4.15)

J

2-1(2-71)2

28 (31, p1)exp[— 27 Q (225,

GEORGE A. BAKER, JR. 5

where the sum on « is extended to =0 and sy i o
=85,0. Then we may write (4. 9), using the notation
of Sec. III, as

2
a(soz,r'ﬁ,l)

-2t P dgesag)], (@11)

r
which is again form invariant. Thus, as before,
we can define a sequence of functions recursively
and evaluate the partition function in terms of them.
We therefore introduce, in analogy to (3.9) and
(3.10),

+o0 PLE]
1,<xo)=[°° ---f(‘n )l

2.1

x exp[-K Z € xm—Z“’Z} Q,( Z digiy) |
'(4.186)
and
Quaa(¥)= = 22 In[1,(2%-0-%4-%5" x)/1,(0) ], 4.17)

where Qq(x) is given by (4. 13). (It is to be noted
that on the plane-square lattice, and indeed on all
the hypercubical lattices the dg,=+1.) The parti-
tion function is now given by

(4.18)

-1
z= IT {22 L) ")
/231 L-1 \] asy, 1

X,[., [ & QL( 92 L2 1ADIE 72

The susceptibinty for T>7T, H=0 is given by

21/2% A ds, L (4.19)

x=m?2BN

We included in Tables I and II are the param-
eters dg o for the plane-square and the simple-
cubic lattices.

The factorsinthese tables allow one to write out
explicitly Eq. (4.16) for two and three dimensions.
It will be further observed that Table II can be
gotten from Table I by writing each horizontal row
twice and doubling its length by writing it a second
time on the same row first with the same signs
and next with the signs reversed; a similar con-
struction will extend to all the hypercubical lattices.

In the breakup of the plane-square lattice of
Fig. 3 the dimensions are not treated in a sym-
metrical manner, since one direction is selected

72 exp[- 277Q, (2728, ,.4/2% ™ ) ]ds, 1 4

for the original spins and another for the first level
grouping. This breakup procedure can be extended
in an obvious way to any number of dimensions.
Now there are d levels required to involve all the
spins treated in one unit cell before. Thus for

this breakup we introduce the Hamiltonian

Ld-1 oLd-1-1
qe=d Z} 2-u(2-n)/d 2 (sm,u)z
p=0 m=1

1 1_2L(n-d 2) 2
—EJ(I——_Zde—> E vi . (4. 20)
i

Since the structure of this breakdown is, for any



TABLE L. dj,for the plane-square lattice.

73\3‘ 0 1 2 3
0,0 1 1 1 1
0,1 1 1 -1 -1
1,0 1 -1 1 -1
1,1 1 -1 -1 1
€y 0 2 2 4

number of dimensions, equivalent to the structure
of the Hamiltonian studied in Sec. III, the results

can be transcribed to our present case. Thus, we
define

U(l-%)
1 1- 2L(n-ll-2) 1
:eXp[—-EK(l—_——z—ﬁﬂm—- V?—"Z‘P(Vj) (4. 21)
and

Qo(2Y2x) = P(x) (4.22)

We obtain the recursion formulas

L= [ ayexp[-Ky?-5Q,.(r+y) -3 Qulx - y)]
(4. 23)

and

Quu(x)= = 21n[1,(201-057050/ ) /1 (0)] . (4.24)

The partition function is given by

La-1
7 = I-I [2(1-0.5n)/dIu(o)]zLd-l-u

n=0

"“ 1, (2280 100 )| 951,00
X exp -3 Qrq SEML] 2 5@-mLT2
(4. 25)

The results of this breakup procedure, by virtue
of the resultant structure, equivalent to a one-
dimensional system with a long-range force, re-
duce the calculation to essentially the equations of
Sec. III. There is an immense computational ad-
vantage in that only one integration per iteration
is required rather 2°—1 as in the other breakup.
It is instructive at this point to note the similar-
ities and differences to the work of Wilson.* The
structure of his recursion relations is extremely
similar. The only difference arises in his for-
mula corresponding to (4. 24). Wilson’s result is
(4. 23) coupled with (4.17). Basically, his recur-
sion relation attempts to advance d levels at one
step. Our results show that, at least in the con-
text of our models, a better procedure would be
either to use a more couplex recursion relation,
such as (4. 16) with (4. 17), or to take d steps of
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the type (4.23) and (4. 24). In the solution of his
equations, Wilson found values of »=0.61 and
y=1.22 (n=0) for the three-dimensional case, which
are not very different from the commonly accepted
values.

V. SOME PROPERTIES OF THE SOLUTION TO THE
FUNCTIONAL EQUATION

In the previous sections we have defined a fam-
ily of models and expressed their solutions in
terms of a sequence of functional iterations. In
this section we will deduce some of the properties
from these equations. We will use Eqs. (4.16)
and (4.1%7) as the basis for this section. The con-
sequences of (4.23) and (4.24) are quite analogous.

First let us consider the high-temperature re-
gion where K is very small. Letus compute from
(4.16)

Fyls)=["" e I(xp)dxq (5.1)
If we convert to the variables
Vg = E dﬁ,axa ) (5. 2)
a=0
then we have

Fys)=[" ... [ (I 27925

xexp{— 2 T [sop+Q,(wp) |- 2K 2 (v3-0,)7 .

3 bonds
(5. 3)
From (4.1%7), we also have

F’(20.5d+0. 5n-ls)
= f_:“’ dxexp(=s 25051 )T (x)
- 21-0.5.1-0.511]_:” dx e-s?c 1,(21-0-5¢-0-57)

= 21-0:5-0-577 (0) [ qx exp[- sx -9 Q)]

(5.4)
TABLE II. dp, for the simple-cubic lattice.

E\x 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0,0,0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0,1,0 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1
1,0,0 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1
1,1,0 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1
0,0,1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1
0,1,1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1
1,0,1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1
1,1,1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1
€ 0 2 2 4 2 4 4 6
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Thus we obtain, for the Laplace transform of the
stepl-1+1 ,

f_:" dxexpl—sx—29Q,.,(x)]
- 20.5d+0.5r1-1 Il(o)-l f"'"’ e f (I)} z-d/zdvg)

-0

Xexp{_z [20.57)-1-0.5d SU§+ z-d Ql(vB)]
B

29K 23 (vz3-vy)?}. (5.5)
bonds
We observe from (5. 5) that
fl*l(f) = exP[‘ Z-szq(??” (5. 6)

corresponds to a distribution which is the sum of P
independent identical distributions, except for the
K-dependent part, and a change of scale on vg.
Since fy(x) is a distribution possessing all moments
(and mean zero), itfollows from (5.5) thatso alsodo
all the higher f,(x). For K=0 we have exactly

f dRexp[- sk~ 2471 Q,.,(%) ]

! 20.5d+0.5n-1 (1 _ b
_ 2 k) 2 d/2 daz
I|(* e )2 ).

k=0
n-2-0)1/2, 5 _ o-d 71281
x exp[-2 5% - 277 Qo(R)]} . (5.7
In the limit when / is very large, we can expand

e }2‘”-1

=exp[— (2% - 1)(s2k2 ™ FDT | g, 22D, L]
(5.8)

where K K4, ... are constants of order unity ob-
tained from the Fy(s) function. To obtain the scale
of the resultant distribution we substitute s
=205 & - Thig leads us to conclude at once that
the transform of (5.7) tends to a pure Gaussian in
§, in the limit of large / and K=0. This form cor-
responds to a Gaussian distribution for £, (x) and the
conclusion is independent of the details of the origi-
nal distribution. (This argument is a variant of the
central limit theorem of probability theory.)

Let us now consider the inclusion of the K-depen-
dent terms. For the spin-« Ising model the origi-
nal distribution f(x) is bounded in the sense that it
vanishes for x greater than some fixed value. Thus
if we expand (5. 5) in powers of K (for /=0) and inte-
grate we get an entire function in K. I we then
move this series into the exponent we will get K-de-
pendent terms in the x; of (5.8) (again for I=1).

As the width of the sum of two (or more) finite dis-
tributions is again finite, we may repeat this pro-
cess with full confidence to any ! we choose. It
should be noted, however, that the limiting function
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len

of K as I -« need not be entire.
As a result of this argument, we conclude, for
K small enough,

filx) e exp{- 2% x¥/[2,(K, D] +- - } .

As long as » > K,(K)> 0 we deduce from (4.19) that
the magnetic susceptibility is

X=m2BNky(N, L)/2¢ .

All the calculation difficulties are now concealed in
the calculation of k,(K, L). At the critical point we
expect Ky(K, L)> 1.

In order to obtain an approximate idea concerning
the solution of (4.16) and (4.1%7), we will replace
them by a linearized form which, while not a really
good approximation, should preserve most of the
essential features and is much more tractable. To
this end let us expand @,(x) to second order about
%o in (4.16). We then have

(5.9)

(5.10)

©

+o0 oq
<[ (T o
- a=1

-1 2.1
xexp[- K 25 €,x% —Q,(xy) — QY (xo) El x2],
a=1 o=
(5.11)
where use has been made of the orthogonality of the
(d3,4). We may now do the integrals in (5. 11) analyt-
ically as it is a product of independent Gaussians.
The result is

2.1 1/2
w11 (zerigrmg) <70 12

a=1 €ut+ Q7
Thus, by (4.17) we have

Q141(x) ~ 20Q (21-0-58-0.57 ) 90~
£ K€a+ Q'l' (21-0.5d-0.5nx) )
xgz ln< Ke,+@7(0) , (5.13)

where the condition ,(0)=0 is maintained. To
complete the linearization, we expand the In terms
in (5.13) and obtain

Quuy(x) = 2 Q,(21-0-54-0:51 1)

+ T,[Q)(2!-0-5¢-05m) — Q1 (0)], (5.14)
where we define

21
Fd'—'Zd'l E (Ifea;)-1 .
=1

(5.15)

For d=2 and 3, Eq. (5.14) becomes

Qralx)=46,(27"%x) + 2.5[@; (27"%) - ¢,"(0)] /& ,
(5.16)

29[Q; (x/2%% %" ~ 9, (0}]
(3K)

H

Ql +1(x) = 8Ql (x/20.5+0_5n) +

respectively. Here we have used I',=2.5/K and
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Iy=29/(3K).
As we remarked at the end of Sec. III, our iden-

tification of n as a critical point scattering intensity
exponent depends on the @; tending to a finite limit.

We shall seek such a solution. Suppose that

Q%)= 27 ay px*™, (5.17)

where we select powers differing by 2 because
those are the ones linked by (5.15). Then we must
have

_ d+( 2+3) (10, 5d~0,51)
Aps1,r=Ay 2

+0qa; 1 (28 + X+ 2)(2F + X + 1) 9t 2+ (1-0.52-0.5m)
(5.18)

As we seek the limit a;,; ,=a, ., we can derive

1- 2d+(3z+x)(1-0.5d-0.5n)
Apsa1 = (% +r+2)2k + 2+ 1)T, (2 ) (1-0.54-0.5M) ay -
(5.19)
Now for (1 - 0.5d ~0.5%) <0, which we anticipate
to be the interesting case, the a, must diverge as
Jo oo like 2% X+n-2) with constant sign, unless they
are identically zero. The divergence implies a
series sum of infinity., This cancellation will oc-
cur for (define %2 =0 for that one)

r=2d/d~-2+n) . (5.20)

With this choice, if X is an integer, then a poly-

M=m@)/2 =

S1p1exp[mHBWN)Y %8, . - 29 @, (2% 28,

nomial solution results; otherwise, an infinite
sequence of negative powers of x with finite co-
efficients diverging like (22)! and alternating in
sign results. According to Carleman’s theorem?
there will be, at most, one function in the cut
(- <x~1<0) plane defined by this formal series
solution. The important property of this solution
is that for large x it behaves like x*, where A is
given by (5.20). Also, it is in the large-x region
that we expect approximation (5.14) to be best
since there, @'’ < Q.

It might be wondered, since Q,(x)=A,x?is a
solution of (4.16) and (4.17), whether at the critical
point when the coefficients of 2™ 42 in (5.10) goes
to zero, if the result might not be simply A, x2
with 4, < 2'%™! " instead of the solution we have
just given. It will turn out that, for large x at
least, this type of solution is impossible since,
following the procedures described below, we
would then find an infinite magnetization per spin,
which is impossible for our spins of finite mag-
nitude.

In terms of this solution which we expect to be
characteristic of the critical point, we may now
investigate the behavior of the magnetization as a
function of the magnetic field on the critical iso-
therm. First, we have seen that the limiting func-
tion @, depends only on the temperature and not
on the magnetic field, as the field only interacts
via §; ;1. Thus we have, from differentiation of
(3.12) as modified by (3.14),

5

21 /2EPE A ag,

where M is the magnetization. If we transform to

the integration variable y = (N)'/23; ; ;, then, pro-

vided (1 -~0.5d - 0.57) <0, the region of large

argument of @, becomes important, and then, using

our solution of approximation (5.14) and the sad-
dle point method we obtain

M/Noc g/ -1 (5.22)

Thus, for our model, we have derived the relation
for the magnetization index 8 along the critical
isotherm

0=d+2-n)/ld-2+mn), (5.23)

provided the denominator is positive, which is the
usual result of scaling. The substitution of our
solution of approximation (5.14) into (4.19) leads,
as expected, to (3.16), confirming the exponent
1.

It can be shown that the reason Wilson’s model*
changes to a gaussian model for 4> 4 is because he

J:;w exp[mHB(N)l/2§1’L_1 —od Qz.(zd/2§1,L-1/2(2'")L/2)]d§1,z,-1 ’

(5.21)

chose P(x)=ax®+x® If he had chosen, say P(x)
=ax?+|x|%, then the change would have come at

d>6. These results follow from application of

(5.14) for large x. The essential difference seems
tobe that while it is true that the shaping influence of
the recursion relations spreads out from x =0, it
does not spread fast enough to overwhelm the ef-
fect of the initial Py(x) at those values of x which
are important for any fixed H # 0.

Next, we wish to investigate the behavior near,
but slightly above, 7', in order to determine the
rate of divergence of the susceptibility. In this
analysis we follow the methods of Wilson.* We
assume we are near T, and seek to linearize the
recursion relations (4.16) and (4.1%7) in this re-
gion. First, in (4.16) we expand the integral to
first order in (K - K,) which yields

oo oy
I,(xo)=f "’f (IIl)dxa
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A . Zd_-\l
X exp[-K, 2J eaxa—Z'”’?Q,( Y diaxa)]
=1 a=0

2l
X[1-E-K) 2 €x%+0(K-K,)%)] .
a=1
(5.24)
If we also expand the solution as
Q () =Q.) +(K -K.) 2 ,(x),

then substitution into (5.24) and (4.17) yields, to
first order in (K - K,),

Ql+1(x) = Qc(x) + (K _Kc) Q'l-t‘l(x)

(5.25)

2.1
= Qc(x) - (K —Kc) { Z\fl 6oz (<x2a>c - <X§>0)

) 2 A )
+2 (e, (ZJO i, %a g = (1%0 (20 dj axa)ol}
B = a=0

+Ol(K -K,)%), (5.26)
where ( ), means the expected value where @, is
used for @; in the exponent of (5.24) with K ~K,=0,
and evaluated at xy=2'"%54"0%5y  The brackets

( )o means the same thing except x,=0. If we de-
fine
(%)= 2 ;(x) - Qx) , (5.27)
where we define
21 .
Qx) = El €a (w3 )= (a2 )0)
) 2‘1_:1
+20 5 [ (2 dsaxa)y, = (D dyaxalo],
B a=0 =0
(5.28)

then
2
@b =2" 20 [(q; (I dj,axa)),
B =

£
- gz (Z_O di,0%a o) +OK -K,) (5.29)

or

ql+1-= T(CI;) (5.30)

gives, to leading order in (K ~K,), a linear re-
cursion relation in the ¢,’s. Now the behavior

of such operators is well known. We expect there
to be an eigensolution corresponding to a unique
maximum eigenvalue 2°. As the iteration pro-
ceeds, this term will dominate and we will have

(5.31)

Now as the difference between ¢, and 2 , does not
grow in /, we can neglect it compared to the dom-
inate term (5.31). Thus, substituting back into
(5. 25), we obtain, to first order in (K —K ),

()~ 2% g (x) .

Q) ~ Q. x)+ (K -K.) 2 q,(x) . (5.32)

However, we can also derive from (5.6) and (5.9)
that

Q(x) 2% 22 /1 (1L,K o+ (K ~K,)) . (5.33)
Thus, for very large [ where
lim 1 - o(K ~K,) (5. 34)

70 K (Z,Kc+(K "Kc))
we must have the relation [from (5. 32)~(5.34)]
2% oK -K,)=g((K -K,) 2°) . (5.35)

Repeated application of (5.35) leads to the conclu-
sion that (in the absence of pathological behavior

of g)

gx)mA X ETIE (5. 36)
Now by (5.34) and (5.10) it is concluded that
y=(2-0)/¢, (5.37)

where 7y is the usual index of divergence of the
high-temperature magnetic susceptibility. It fol-
lows then (Fisher®) that the correlation-length
divergence index is given by

v=y/(2-m)=1/¢ .

To summarize this section, for our model, a
value of 7 is assumed. From the recursion re-
lations (4.16) and (4.17) [or (4.23) and (4. 24) in
case of the alternate breakup] the @,’s are de-
termined as a function of K and, in particular,
ks(l,K). At the value of K for which x,(,K) di-
verges to +«, we solve for the critical function
Q@ x). From @, x) via (5.29) we construct a linear
operator. The maximum eigenvalue of this opera-
tor is denoted by 2°, where ¢ is a function of 1 and
the dimension. (In the case of the alternate break-
up, an eigenvalue of 2°/¢ is obtained.) From ¢, 7,
and the dimension d we can compute y, v, and 0 by
(5.23), (5.37), and (5.38). We see no reason to
suppose that the remainder of the scaling relations
do not hold so that the specific-heat index &, and
the magnetization index B3, and the gap index A
would be given by

Ol=2—d/§,
B=%(d—2+77)/§,
A=3d+2-n)/t .

We will not discuss the numerical aspects in this
paper. All the calculations that have been actually
carried out have been done by Wilson® and the pro-
cedures used by him are described in his paper.*
He has approximated the recursion procedure by
using (4. 23) with (4.17), thereby taking d steps
at once. He has obtained the following two solu-
tions:

(5.38)

(5. 39)
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d=2, n=%, v=0.9033, y=1.5808,

(5. 40)
d=3, n=0, v=0.61, v=1.22,

which are in rough agreement with the values ob-
tained for the nearest-neighbor Ising model by
other methods® (@=2, v=1.0, y=1.75; d=3,
v=0.643, y=1.25). He has also approximated
[Eq. (3.2)] P(x) by ax®+x*.

Wilson® has also computed the following solution
for the breakup of Fig. 3, again using P(x) approx-
imated bv ax®+4*:

d=3, 1=0,
5=5, B=0.3248,

v=0.6496, y=1.2991,

(5.41)
a=0.0513 .

Note added in proof. It has come to our atten-
tion that the breakup (4. 23) and (4. 24) is equivalent

to a special case of Dyson’s'® hierarchical model
defined by

e=2 zlszm(gm,a)z, (5.42)
where we must choose

b, =J(23'" - 2) 2-(3-n)(l+1)’ 0<l<L-1

bL 1:Jz("S-fn)(L-l) ] (5. 43)

Thus, Dyson'® has proved that long-range order
exists, for T low enough.
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