arXiv:.cond-mat/0212255v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 11 Dec 2002

Criticality versus ¢ in the 2 + 1-dimensional Z, clock model
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Using Monte Carlo simulations we have studied the d = 3 Z; clock model in two different repre-
sentations, the phase-representation and the loop/dumbbell-gas (LDG) representation. We find that
for ¢ > 5 the critical exponents o and v for the specific heat and the correlation length, respectively,
take on values corresponding to the case ¢ — oo, where limy_, o0 Z; = 3DXY model. The remaining
exponents, which depend on the particular degrees of freedom used to describe the system, vary
continuously with ¢. In particular, we demonstrate this fact for the anomalous scaling exponent 7

in the phase representation.
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Matter coupled-gauge field theories in 2 + 1 dimen-
sions have come under renewed scrutiny in the context
of condensed matter physics in the past decade, as effec-
tive theories of strongly correlated systems [EI] Concepts
such as confinement-deconfinement transitions associated
with the proliferation and recombination of topological
defects of gauge fields, enter for instance in attempts
at providing a theoretical foundation for breakdown of
Fermi-liquid theory in more than one dimension. The
variety of such gauge-field theories that have been pro-
posed, even limiting focus to the abelian case, is consid-
erable. They range from Ising Z5 lattice gauge theories
[B] to the compact abelian Higgs model [fl, fJ. The lat-
ter may be viewed as the ¢ — oo-limit of a Z, lattice
gauge theory. The abelian Higgs model has recently been
demonstrated to have a phase transition of the Kosterlitz-
Thouless type in d = 2 + 1 when the matter field is in
the fundamental representation @], which is the relevant
case for studying strongly correlated fermion systems
[ﬂ] Strong hints at a recombination of monopole con-
figurations of topological defects of compact U(1) gauge
fields into dipole configurations, and hence destruction
of Polyakov permanant confinement due to matter-field
coupling, has recently been seen in numerics [E]

Thus, the critical properties of Z; lattice spin/gauge
models is of considerable current interest. In this paper,
we will therefore compute various critical exponents for
this model as a function of q. It is of some interest to see
how the exponents of this model interpolate between the
Zo values and the 3D XY values obtained when ¢ — oc.

The Z, model is a simple planar-spin model, where the
direction of the spin is parametrized by a phase. This
phase is restricted to the values 27n/q with n € Z, and
is defined by the following action

S= —B%COS (2?” (ni—nj)). (1)

The state is specified by the integer variables n; €
[0,2,---,q — 1]. Special cases include ¢ = 2 which is the

Ising model, ¢ = 3 which is the three state Potts model,
and the limit ¢ — oo which corresponds to the XY model.
In addition, ¢ = 4 corresponds to two independent Ising
models. For reasons of computational efficiency the Z,
model with ¢ “large enough” is often used in numeri-
cal simulations of the XY model. Moreover, the Z, spin
model with ¢ > 2 in d = 3 is dual to a Z, lattice gauge
theory which corresponds to a certain limit of an impor-
tant matter-coupled gauge theory, namely the compact
Higgs model model with gauge charge ¢ [f.

In d = 2, the model shows a quite peculiar phase struc-
ture, with an intermediate incompletely ordered phase
(IOP), where the system shows behavior similar to the
critical Kosterlitz Thouless phase. Upon further cool-
ing, the system will order completely into one of the ¢
completely ordered states[f], fI. In d = 3 the Z, model
does not have an IOP, but various generalizations of the
model do [ﬂ, E, E] However, our focus has been on the
high temperature phase transition which goes into the
conventional Ising and XY phase transitions for ¢ = 2
and ¢ — oo.

Eq. El is straightforwardly reformulated as a model of
an interacting ensemble of links which either form closed
loops or originate/terminate at point charges. In d = 2
Elitzur et al. [fJ], showed using RG that the model has a
Kosterlitz Thouless transition for ¢ > 5. We start with
the partition function

Z(B,q) = Zexp ﬁz Zcos (%Amu) . (2)

{ni}

The first step is to replace the cosine with a quadratic
potential, this is the Villain approximation]. Next,
we lift the integers n; to real-valued phase variables 6;,
at the expense of introducing an auxiliary integer field
@, which through the Poisson summation formula[@] re-
strict the #; variables to the discrete values allowed by
original theory. The resulting partition function is then
given by
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In Eq. E, the k field is an integer link field living on the
links of the original lattice, and the @ field is scalar field
living on the sites of the same lattice. The prefactor[[L1]
=[] and effective coupling Sy = By () must be retained
to get quantitatively correct results compared to Eq. (E),
however they do mot affect the critical properties and
from now on we will assume Sy = 3, Z[f] = 1, and omit
the V index on the partition function.

Z(B,q) z/DvD6‘ Z exp [—Z

i

{k,Q}

In Eq. @, the k-summation can be performed, thus re-
stricting the velocity field v to integer values, denoted
by 1. In the term coupling Af and 1, a partial integra-
tion can be performed, such that 6 only appears in the
combination 6 (Al — ¢@Q), whereupon the 6 integrations
can be performed to produce the constraint

(A1-¢Q) =0. (5)

At this stage the transformation to a loop gas is com-
plete, and the partition function is given by

Z(B,q) = Z 8v1,4Q €XP [;—ﬁl Z]Q] ) (6)

{1LQ}

Observe how the discrete nature of the problem, i.e. finite
q, only appears in the constraint in Eq. E With Q = 0,
Eq. E reduces to a loop-gas with steric repulsion, this is
a well known model with an inverted XY transition[B].
When there are () excitations present, we see from the
constraint Eq. ff that these appear as sources and sinks
for the 1 field [[14]. Note that the special case ¢ = 1 effec-
tively represents no constraint. In this case, the theory
Eq. ﬂis noninteracting, and sustains no phase transition.
For all ¢ > 2, Eq. ﬂ has a phase transition, since large
loops consisting of vortex segments of unit strength are
left unaffected by the monopole configurations. Fig.
shows a typical configuration for ¢ = 2 model.

Since we know that the Q = 0 case is an equivalent
representation of the U(1) universality class, we can view
the @ excitations, as representing the discrete nature of
the theory, and then check whether they are relevant or
not.

= (%V (A0, — 27k)* + iquﬂ : (3)

3

In Eq. E, the @Q-field explicitly accounts for the dis-
crete nature of the Z, model. Setting Q = 0, we re-
cover the Villain representation of the XY model. Due to
this similarity, the remaining analysis follows well known
steps [@], which we briefly include for completeness. A
Hubbard-Stratonovich decoupling of the quadratic ex-
pression in Eq. E is performed by introducing an auxiliary
field v, thus bringing the parition function onto the form

%vz +iv - (Af; — 27k) + iq@Q)] . (4)
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FIG. 1: A typical loop gas configuration for ¢ = 2 model,
multiply connected links, like the vertical along the left edge
have much lower entropy than loop/dumbbell combinations,
and hence give a small contribution to the partition function.

Critical exponents naturally fall into two classes, those
that can be obtained from scaling of the free energy, and
those that cannot. The two exponents o and v belong to
the former category. In particular this means that oo and
v must be the same for any model and its dual counter-
part, since the partition function and therefore the free
energy are identical for any two systems that are con-



nected by a duality transformation. The remaining ex-
ponents can be grouped into the following combinations

gl

5 268+~ and B(6+1), (7

which follow from the standard scaling laws, but do how-
ever not involve an assumption of hyperscaling. These
particular combinations of exponents are invariant un-
der any transformation amounting to describing the same
phase transition in terms of different fields.

The main focus of this paper has been how the criti-
cal properties of the Z, model changes when ¢ increases.
We will see that the operator independent combination
(1 + «)/v jumps from the Ising value to XY value when
q increases from four to five, whereas n only gradually
approaches the XY value, for ¢ > 5.

We have performed Monte Carlo (MC) simulations of
the Z, model, both using a phase-representation, Eq. El,
as well as a loopgas/dumbbell gas (LDG) representation,
Eq. E The phase representation is simulated as a con-
ventional spin simulation. In the LDG representation,
the fundamental Monte Carlo moves are represented by
alternating attempts of inserting a closed loop excitation
of the 1 field and a dumbbell configuration consisting of
a +@Q/ — @ pair connected with an occupied g¢-valued
link. For ¢ = 2 the (vacuum) excitations of a loop or
a +@Q/ — @ pair have the same energy, while for ¢ > 2
the elementary dumbbell excitations are more expensive
than the elementary loop excitations, and their relative
importance diminishes with increasing q.

The main goal has been to determine how the critical
properties change with g. The central quantity we have
considered is the connected third order moment of the
action [

(S = ())%) o8 = BT, (8)

which recently has been demonstrated to yield surpris-
ingly good scaling results compared to second moments
[ﬂ] When approaching the critical point, the correlation
length £ diverges as & o |8 — .| . Therefore, in a fi-
nite system of linear extent L we find that the third order
moment in Eq. E scales with L as

14

(S = (5))*) oc L. 9)

The main advantages of the third order moment in Eq. E
are that (1) good quality scaling is achieved for prac-
tical system sizes even for models with o < 0, e.g. the
3DXY model, and (2) one set of measurements gives both
the combination (1 + «)/v and —1/v independently [f.
A schematic figure showing how ((S — (S))?) scales is
shown in Fig. E, and figures E and E show representative
finite-size scaling (FSS) results.

We have considered systems of size L x L x L with L =
8,10, 12, 16,20, 24, 32, 40, 48, and up to 2-107 sweeps over

L(1+a)/v

Coupling constant

FIG. 2: Generic figure showing third moment of action, and
how data are extracted for FSS analysis. For further details
of this method see @]
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FIG. 3: This figure shows the scaling of ((5)S())S) for ¢ =
4(m) and ¢ = 5(®). The ¢ = 4 results show Z scaling with
(I1+a)/v = 1.76£0.05, and the ¢ = 5 curve shows XY scaling
with (14 «)/v = 1.46 +0.03.
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FIG. 4: This figure shows the scaling of ((S — (S))?) for ¢ =
4(m) and ¢ = 5(®). The g = 4 results show Z, scaling with
(14 a)/v =1.76 £0.05 - i.e. qualitatively similar to Fig. E



the lattice. In addition to the ¢ = 4 and ¢ = 5 presented
in figures E and @, we have also studied the ¢ values ¢ =
6,8,12,16 and 24. We find that the combination (1+«)/v
changes abruptly from the Z; value of 1.763 [@] to the
XY value of 1.467 [[Lf] when g is increased from four to
five. A further increase of ¢ beyond g = 5 does not affect
the value of (1 + a)/v, as shown in Fig.
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FIG. 5: The exponent-combination (1 + «)/v versus q. Note
how it changes value abruptly as ¢ is increased from g = 4
to ¢ = 5. The dashed lines are the Ising (Z2) and XY (Zoo)
values of 1.763 and 1.467, respectively.

The third order moment in Eq. E has been computed
for both the phase- and the loop-gas representations of
the model. For the phase representation, we have also
calculated the second moment of the the magnetization,
i.e. susceptibilty. Close to the critical point this behaves
as

(M?) oc |B =B, (10)

and by using standard FSS Ansétze along with the scal-
ing relation v = v(2 — n) we find v/v = 2 — 7. Although
the combination (1 + «)/v is essentially independent of
q for ¢ > 5 within the precision of our computations, we
find that the exponent 7 varies smoothly with gq.

We have not computed the exponents v and 3 explic-
itly, as it turns out that it is difficult to obtain sufficient
quality scaling of the relevant quantities. However, we
can still conclude something about the variation of expo-
nents with q. « and v are obtained from scaling of the
free energy. We may obtain combinations (n — 2 + «)/v
from scaling of the n-th moment of the action. When
this combination has an abrupt variation with ¢, it fol-
lows from invoking hyperscaling o = 2 — dv that « and
v separately have an abrupt variation with q. From the
relation v = v(2 — n) it then follows that also v varies
abruptly with ¢, since 17 has been shown to vary smoothly.
Moreover, from the relation o + (6 + 1) = 2 we may
conclude that the combination (6 + 1) must also vary
abruptly with q.
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FIG. 6: The critical exponent n as a function of ¢, as com-
puted from Eq. E This exponent is operator dependent, and
the value varies continuously with gq. The dashed line is the
XY value npxy =~ 0.038 ]7 which is only reached in the
limit ¢ — oo. This variation should be contrasted with that
for (14 a)/v in Fig. E

In the LDG representation we have only computed the
exponent combination, (1 + «)/v. As required by du-
ality, we have found the same behavior for this com-
bination in LDG representation as in the phase repre-
sentation. There is a priori no reason why the remain-
ing exponents should agree in the two representations,
as long as the combinations Eq. E are satisfied. We
have not computed any of the remaining exponents in
the LDG representation, but our impression is that the
q — oo limit is reached much faster than in the phase-
representation. Measurements of (|Q|) at the critical
point give (|Q]) ~ 0.07,5.9 - 10~* and 2.75 - 107% for
q = 2,4 and 5 respectively. For ¢ = 2 and 4, the phase
transition should be in the Ising universality class, but
already at ¢ = 5 the excitations representing the discrete
structure of the problem are very much frozen out at the
critical point, indicating that the discrete structure is ir-
relevant at the critical point.

That the Z; model is in the XY universality class for
g > 5 must mean that the discrete structure is rendered
irrelevant for these g values. To investigate this point
further, we have implemented a simple real-space RG
procedure, which attempts to probe for what values of ¢
the discrete nature of Z; model is relevant at the critical
point. If we denote the untransformed phases and fields
as fp, then the renormalized phase at level n 4 1 is given
by the block spin construction

B >, sind, (k)
0n+1 = atan (722 sinen(k)> ) (11)

where the sum over k in Eq. @ is over the eight spins
ina2x2x2 cube. For ¢ = 2, this transformation is
clearly trivial, since adding a number of phases 0 and 7w



will still give 0 or . However, for ¢ > 2 the effective ¢*
will increase with n, and for n — oo the resulting block
spins can take any direction.

We next investigate whether the system flows towards
an infinite value of ¢* or not under such a RG trans-
formation. This is tantamount to asking whether the
discrete structure is rendered irrelevant or not on long
length scales. To this end, at each iteration step n, we
have recorded histograms hy(6) of the phase distributions
on the lattice, and monitored the manner in which this
histogram flows under rescaling. To do this at a quanti-
tative level, the distribution P, (6,) can be written as a
sum of harmonic functions

k2 k2
P.(0,) = an,o+z (an,k cos (%) + by sin (%)) '
%

(12)
Here, the coefficient a,j in Eq. [ denotes the k-th
Fourier-cosine component at RG level n. Clearly, the co-
efficient a,, 4 is the interesting component, we have stud-
ied how this coefficient flows under repeated rescaling.
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FIG. 7: Histograms of 6 after four rescalings for ¢ = 4, and
q = 5. For q = 4, the distribution shows clear signs of a
discrete background, whereas for ¢ = 5 this is not the case.

In summary, we have studied the critical exponents
a,v and 7 in the three-dimensional Z; spin model for
q > 5, where formally the limit ¢ — oo corresponds to
the 3DXY model. The first two exponents have been
obtained both using a phase-representation of the model,
as well as a dual counterpart to this. These should yield
identical results, something which is borne out in our sim-
ulations to high precision. We have found that for ¢ > 5,
a and v take values which essentially are consistent with
the values they take in the 3D XY model. In contrast to
this, the value n varies smoothly as ¢ is increased, from
its Ising value at ¢ = 4 (Z4 = Zs ® Zs) to its 3DXY
value at ¢ = co. From the exact equalities Eqgs. @) it
follows that also the other operator dependent exponents
58,7, and § will vary smoothly as a function of g.
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FIG. 8: The flow of the coefficient ay,q for ¢ = 4 and ¢ = 5.
For ¢ = 4, we see that there is a fixed point at the critical
point, whereas for ¢ = 5 we see that a,,q flows to zero for all
T close to T..
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