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General spin-—;— Ising model in a honeycomb lattice: Exactly solvable case
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The most general spin-% Ising model with up-down symmetry is investigated on a honeycomb lattice.
The partition function on a surface in the space spanned by the coupling constants J, X, L, and M was
found exactly. The explicit expression for the quadrupolar order parameter with the inclusion of an
external crystal field of strength A is obtained. It is shown that this order parameter exhibits in general a

simple power-law dependence on T-T, near T,.

Spin-1 and spin-3 models have been investigated care-
fully in two-dimensional systems. These models have be-
come very attractive because of their simplicity and the
rich fixed-point structure. A spin-1 model was intro-
duced by Blume-Emery-Griffiths (BEG).! This model has
been studied mostly under the molecular field! and renor-
malization group approximation.? Recently, Horiguchi,3
Wu,* Shankar,” and Rosengren and Haggkvist® have
solved exactly the BEG model for a honeycomb lattice,
when exp(K)coshJ =1, where J and K are dipolar and
quadrupolar interactions constants. The same result was
obtained for the Bethe lattice.’ Very recently, Kolesik
and Samaj® proposed a systematic way for obtaining solv-
able cases of the general spin-1 Ising model on the honey-
comb lattice.

We consider the most general spin-3 Ising model with
nearest-neighbor interaction and up-down symmetry,
which is described by the following Hamiltonian

JS;S;+KS}S}+LS}S}
Cij)

M
+27(85:57+5;5)) ] -A3S?, O

where S;=+1,+3 is the spin variable at site i and (ij)
indicates summation over the nearest-neighbor pairs of
sites. Here, we will not be concerned about the physical
origin of these couplings (J,K,L and M); we will treat
them as parameters in the calculations.

The spin-3 BEG model with dipolar (J) and quadrupo-
|

exp JS,SZ+KS§S§+LS§S§+%(SIS§+SZS?)

lar (K) interactions was introduced to explain phase tran-
sition in DyVO, and its phase diagram was obtained
within the mean field approximation.® Another spin-3
model was later introduced to study tricritical properties
in ternary fluid mixture,'® which was also solved in the
mean field approximation. Recently, the complete phase
diagram of this model with L =M =0 has been fully ana-
lyzed with the use of two different approaches: mean
field and Monte-Carlo methods.!! Very recently,
Lipowski and Suzuki'? have found the conditions under
which the spin-J Ising model with M =0 on the honey-
comb lattice has the same partition function as the § =1
Ising model. The method which they used is a straight-
forward generalization of the method used by Kolesik
and Samaj.® They transformed the model of Eq. (1) with
M =0 into the three-state vertex model, and then they
found the condition under which the last model is
equivalent to the two-vertex model.

In this paper we derive an exact solution of the general
spin-3 Ising model on a honeycomb lattice on a surface in
the space spanned by the coupling constants J,K,L, and
M. Here we use the method proposed by Wu* for the
BEG model and developed by the authors' for the spin-3
Ising model without reference to the three-state model.

The partition function for the model given by Eq. (1) is

Z=3 exp(—BH) , (2)
{s}

where B=1/kgT and the sum
configurations.
We introduce the following identity

is over all spin

=&(8lay—18a,+a,)+ L(818,— 18B8,+B,)S S, + Hay—2a,+a,)S 1S3
+(Bo—2B,+B,)S3S3 +H(—9B,+10B,—B,)(S,53 +5,5}) + L(—9ay+10a, —a,)(S} +53) , 3)

where
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apy=exp(K)coshJ, , By=exp(LK)sinhJ,, Jo=LtJ+ LM+ LL,
a;=exp({K)coshJ, , B;=1lexp(ZK)sinhJ, , J,=3J+EM+ZL , 4)
a,=exp(§{K)coshJ, , B,=jexp(%K)sinhd, , J,=3J+LM+2L .
When aga,=a? and ByB,=p? and after simple algebraic calculations these relations can be represented as
tanh?J, =tanhJ,tanhJ, ,
exp( —4K )=cosh(J, —J,) . (5)

We can rewrite Eq. (3) in the following form

B
exp JSIS2+KSfS§+LS?S§+—1;1(S1S§+S2S§) =agexp[R(S3+53—1)] [1+4=25,S,exp[Ro(S3+53—1)] |,
0

(6)
where exp(2R)=(coshJ /coshJ,)exp(K /2) and exp(2R,) =tanhJ, /3tanhJ,,.
Then the partition function defined by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) can be written as
Z=(ape *"*)E3 ] {1+4tanhJ,S;S;exp[Ro(S?+S?— 1)} [T exp(—ApS?) , @)
i

(s} Gif)

where E is the total number of edges, A;=A— ¥R and v is the coordination number of a lattice.

Thus, we obtain the subspace of exchange interactions in Eq. (5) where the partition function is written in the form
of Eq. (7). We remark that this result is valid for any arbitrary lattice. For a honeycomb lattice y =3 and E=3N /2,
where N is the total number of sites. Equation (5) is the analogy of the condition exp(K)coshJ =1 obtained for the
S =1 model by Horiguchi.® Note, that if M =0 then the condition in Eq. (5) coincides with the result obtained by
Lipowski and Suzuki.!?

We expand the first product over neighboring pairs in Eq. (7) and represent each term in the expansion by a graph
drawn on the lattice. Draw a line on the edge between sites i and j if from corresponding factors one selects the term
4 tanhJ,S;S;exp[R o(SE+S jz—%)]. Draw no line if one takes the term 1. This gives a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween terms in the expansion and line configurations on the edges of the lattice. For each term in the expansion, carry
out the summations 3, S, =+1/2,43/2 for all sites. For the honeycomb lattice this can be accomplished with the use of the

identity:
2 )
> Slexp[(nRy—Ag)S7]1=2exp | —— [[1+exp(—2A,)], n=0
S, =%1/2,£3/2
1 2R0—A0
=yexp | [1+9exp(4R(—2Ay)] , n=2 (8)
=0, n=13.

Here n is the number of lines with site i as an end point. It can take on values O, 1, 2, and 3, only for the honeycomb

lattice.
According to Wu'* this fact together with Eq. (8) enable us to rewrite Eq. (7) as the partition function of a spin-1 Is-

ing model. Introducing Ising spins o; = *1, we can rewrite Eq. (7) as

- - oy 19 exp(4R,—24,) o
h (,igﬂ(l:lﬂ 7i0 B o T (= 24g) |
where
3R +A
B=a3"*[1+exp(—2A,)]exp ——7—0 (10)

Now the right-hand side of Eq. (9) gives precisely the high-temperature expansion of a spin- Ising partition function
zZ Ising(K 1) whose nearest-neighbor interaction is K; with
1+9exp(4R,—24,)
1+exp(—24,)

tanhK ;= tanhJ, . (11)
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Thus, we obtain the exact equivalence
Z=BMcoshK;)N"?Z; . (K[) , (12)

where Z;,,(K;) is the partition function of a spin-; Ising model on the honeycomb lattice with interaction —kzTK;.
In other words, the spin-J Ising model is a special case of the spin-3 Ising model. The free energy for the spin-] Ising
model on the honeycomb lattice in the limit of an infinite lattice is well known,'* and after some algebra we obtain, in
the large N limit, the free energy for the spin-3 Ising model

_3f=1n23+$ f:”de foz”d«pln{1+3u4—2u2(1—u2)[cose+cos¢+cos(o+¢)]} , (13)

with ¥ =tanhK;. B and K, are given by Egs. (10) and
(11), respectively.

That is, we have solved the spin-3 Ising model exactly
on the surface represented by Eq. (5) in the four-
dimensional space spanned by the coupling constants
Jo» J1, J5, and K. For arbitrary values of J, and J,, Eq.
(5) determines a unique set of values of K and J, for
which the model can be solved exactly.

Now, we consider the critical behavior of our model.
Since the second derivative of the free energy in Eq. (13)
diverges logarithmically at u =u,=1/V'3, the spin-3 Is-
ing model will exhibit a first-order transition if u >u_, a
second-order transition if ¥ =u, and no transition at all
u <u,. The important thermodynamic properties of this
model are summarized as follows. A second-order phase
transition occurs at a temperature T, determined by

tanhJ, +tanhJ,exp(—24,) 1
1+exp(—24,) B

‘\/3 ’

where A;=A—3R and R is a function of J, and J, in
subspace of Eq. (5):

coshJ

(14)

exp(—4R)=

cosh>*(J,—J,) . (15)

coshJ,

The critical condition given by Egs. (14) and (15) gives

us the A-surface Ising-type transition (logarithmic specific

heat singularity) in spin-2 model in the space spanned by
the A, J,, and J,.

J

[

We have solved the model exactly for arbitrary values
of J, and J,, the A-surface of critical points in Eq. (14),
defined only in the two regions on the (J,J,) plane:

(i) 0<tanhJy<1/V3 and 1/V3<tanhJ,<1,
(ii) 0<tanhJ,<1/V3 and 1/V3<tanhJ,<1.

(16)
(17

Note, that for each set of values of J, and J,, Eq. (14)
determines a unique value of A, except the intersect point
of two regions (i) and (ii), for which A is an arbitrary.
Thus, the A surface in Eq. (14) contained the nontrivial A
line of critical points given by

Jo=J,=arctanh(1/V'3) and A—arbitrary,  (18)

in which, as it is shown below, the model exhibits the
critical behavior different from the critical behavior else-
where on the A surface. Also, we must remark, that for
M =0 we recover the previously reported exactly solv-
able case,'? which is located in the region (i) given by Eq.
(16).

This model has an order parameter (quadrupolar mo-
ment) p defined by

N
p=% 3 (S2)=Z"'S S?exp(—BH) .
i=1 {s}

(19)

This order parameter can also be defined by the varia-
tion of the free energy with A. It is now straightforward,
although tedious, to compute the quadrupolar moment p
through direct differentiation of Eq. (13). We found that

5 1—exp(—24) exp(—24,) tanhJ, —tanhJ, 1—242 e

Py I1+exp(—24,) 1+exp(—24,) tanhJy+tanhJ,exp(—24,) | 1—u? ’ 20
|

with K@= [ (1-¢’sin’0)""d6 . 22)
Gu?—1)(14+u?) K(g) .. ., That is, we have been able to exactly evaluate the order
, ifu>4%, .
_ u 27 3 parameter p on the subspace Eq. (5). The phase transi-
I= 4u23u—1)(14u2) K(go) (21)  tion occurs at ¢ =1 or u=u,=1/V3. While K(q)

ifu2<§ .

(1=u?P2(1+3u?)'2 27 7

Here ¢2=(1—u2)3(14+3u?)/16u% and gg,=1.
Furthermore K(gq) is the complete elliptic integral
defined by

diverges as In|T —T.| when g—1, it can be seen from
Egs. (20) and (21) that
p—pr+|T—T,|In|T—T,| . 23)

Hence, p is continuous at T, and 3dp /3T diverges loga-
rithmically near T,.
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Using Eq. (23) together with Egs. (20) and (14) we
found p, as functions of J, and J,,

_ 5 tanhJ,+tanhJ,+V/3(tanhJ,tanhJ— 1)
Pr—y 2(tanhJ, —tanhJ,)

(24)

This is the A surface of Ising-type phase transition at T,
in three-dimensional space spanned by p,,J,, and J,.

Note, that critical behavior of the order parameter p,
given by Egs. (23) and (24) is valid everywhere, except of
the A line of critical points given in Eq. (18), where as it
is easy to see from Eqgs. (6) and (11), K;=J, and hence
u =tanhK; do not depend on A. Therefore, the variation
of the free energy given in Eq. (13) with A, does not con-
tain the divergence part. This leads to the simple expres-
sion for the order parameter p, given by

_ 5 _l—exp(—2A)
P T T+exp(—2a) - @3)

Thus, we see that in the A line given in Eq. (18) the phase
transition is not marked with the logarithmic divergence
in the order parameter p,. Really the phase transition is
associated with the logarithmic divergence in the specific
heat.
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In summary, we have used the method proposed by
Wu* and developed by the authors'? for obtaining the ex-
act solution for spin-2 Ising model in the honeycomb lat-
tice. In particular, we have developed the analytical ex-
pressions for the free energy per spin, the quadrupolar
moment and the A surface of Ising-type phase transition
in the parameter space of our model. In principle, this
method can also be used for the description of Ising mod-
els with higher values of spin on lattice sites with larger
values of the coordination number in a lattice. In partic-
ular, our results suggest that the equivalence of the most
general spin-3 Ising model with a spin-1 Ising model can
be extended to the square lattice, for which very few ex-
act results are available. Note that this result cannot be
obtained for the special (M =0) spin-3 Ising model on
the square lattice. Details will be reported elsewhere.
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