Correlation Inequalities for Classical
and Quantum XY Models

Costanza Benassi, Benjamin Lees, and Daniel Ueltschi

Abstract We review correlation inequalities of truncated functions for the classical
and quantum XY models. A consequence is that the critical temperature of the XY
model is necessarily smaller than that of the Ising model, in both the classical and
quantum cases. We also discuss an explicit lower bound on the critical temperature
of the quantum XY model.
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1 Setting and Results

The goal of this survey is to recall some results of old that have been rather
neglected in recent years. We restrict ourselves to the cases of classical and quantum
XY models. Correlation inequalities are an invaluable tool that allows to obtain
the monotonicity of spontaneous magnetisation, the existence of infinite volume
limits, and comparisons between the critical temperatures of various models. Many
correlation inequalities have been established for the planar rotor (or classical XY)
model, with interesting applications and consequences in the study of the phase
diagram and the Gibbs states [1-7]. Some of these inequalities can also be proved
for its quantum counterpart [8—11].

Let A be a finite set of sites. The classical XY model (or planar rotor model) is a
model of interacting spins on such a lattice. The configuration space of the system is
defined as 24 = {{0y}ren : 0x € S' Vx € A}: each site hosts a unimodular vector
lying on a unit circle. It is convenient to represent the spins by means of angles,
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namely

o! = cos¢, (1)
62 = sin b (2)

with ¢, € [0, 27]. The energy of a configuration o0 € £2,4 with angles ¢ = {¢y}rea
is

Hi@) ==Y Li[]ol +5] ] (3)

ACA X€EA XEA

with J/’; € R for all A C A. The expectation value at inverse temperature 8 of a
functional f on the configuration space is

1 cl
= g [ dse 5@, @
AB

where Zixl,ﬁ = qu&e_ﬂHi\l(‘f’) is the partition function and [d¢ = fozn ... fozn
nxeA é(f: .

We now define the quantum XY model. We restrict ourselves to the spin-é case.
As before, the model is defined on a finite set of sites A; the Hilbert space is jfj” =
®.e4C?. The spin operators acting on C? are the three hermitian matrices S', i =
1,2, 3, that satisfy [S', $?] = iS® and its cyclic permutations, and (S')* + (5?)* +
(8%)? = i]l. They are explicitly formulated in terms of Pauli matrices:

L1 (01 s 1 (0—i s 1 (10
=i(le) w=i(0) emil) o

The hamiltonian describing the interaction is

HY ==Y n[ss+ AT (6)

ACA XEA XEA

with §¢ = §' ® 1 4\(3- The {J} }ac 4 are nonnegative coupling constants. The Gibbs
state at inverse temperature § is

1 u
(O)%p= o TEOHH, (7

AB

with Z)'y = Tr e PH4 the partition function and & any operator acting on 7",
The first result holds for both classical and quantum models.
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Theorem 1.1 Assume that J}‘,Ji > 0 for all A C A. The following inequalities
hold true for all X, Y C A, and for all > 0.

el (ot 1ot (I, (12 =0
(ot 17, ~ (T, (T2, =0

{121, @ﬂ,(ﬁnys) )
(o T1, (I, T3, =0

xeX x€Y x€X # x€Y

In the quantum case, similar inequalities hold for Schwinger functions, see [11]
for details. The proofs are given in Sects.3 and 4 respectively. These inequalities
are known as Ginibre inequalities—first introduced by Griffiths for the Ising model
[12] and systematised in a seminal work by Ginibre [13], which provides a general
framework for inequalities of this form. Ginibre inequalities for the classical XY
model have then been established with different techniques [1, 3-5, 13]. The
equivalent result for the quantum case has been proved with different approaches
[8-11]. An extension to the ground state of quantum systems with spin 1 was
proposed in [11]. A straightforward corollary of this theorem is monotonicity with
respect to coupling constants, as we see now.

Corollary 1.2 Assume that J},J3 > 0 for all A C A. Then for all X,Y C A, and
forall B >0

Classical : 8]1 l_[cr

x€X

aJZ 1_[0 c

x€X

Quantum : 8]1 l_[ S

x€X

aﬂ (153 =0

x€X

Interestingly this result appears to be not trivially true for the quantum Heisen-
berg ferromagnet. Indeed a toy version of the fully SU(2) invariant model has
been provided explicitly, for which this result does not hold (nearest neighbours
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interaction on a three-sites chain with open boundary conditions) [14]. The question
whether this result might still be established in a proper setting is still open. On
the other hand, Ginibre inequalities have been proved for the classical Heisenberg
ferromagnet [1, 2, 4].

Monotonicity of correlations with respect to temperature does not follow
straightforwardly from the corollary. This can nonetheless be proved for the classical
XY model.

Theorem 1.3 Classical model: Assume that J\ > |J3| for all A C A, and that
J2 = 0 whenever |A| is odd. Then for all A, B C A, we have

cl

8?8 (l_[ a"l>A,ﬁ = 0.

X€EB

Let us restrict to the two-body case and assume that Hjll is given by

o _ 11 2 2
HY =—Y"Jy(olo) +ny0l0)).
X,yEA

Then if |ny| < 1 for all x,y,

0

g, (L1003 2 0. ®)

Z€EA

Notice that this theorem has a wider range of applicability than Corollary 1.2: in
the theorem above, the coupling constants along one of the directions are allowed
to be negative (though not too negative), while in the corollary the nonnegativity of
all coupling constants a is necessary hypothesis. This result has been proposed and
discussed in various works [4, 6, 13]—see Sect. 3 for the details. Unfortunately we
lack a quantum equivalent of these statements.

We conclude this section by remarking that correlation inequalities in the quan-
tum case can be applied also to other models of interest. For example, we consider a
certain formulation of Kitaev’s model (see [15] for its original formulation and [16]
for areview of the topic). Let A CC Z? be a square lattice with edges &,. Each edge
of the lattice hosts a spin, i.e. the Hilbert space of this model is %‘Ki“‘ev = Reee, C2.
The Kitaev hamiltonian is

HYe =30 T s+ Y Jr[ ]S 9)

XEA €8y FCA eCF
X€e

where F denotes the faces of the lattice, i.e. the unit squares which are the building
blocks of Z?2, J,, Jr are ferromagnetic coupling constants and Si=5® Te,\e.
Hﬁitaev has the same structure as hamiltonian (6) so Ginibre inequalities apply as
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well. It is not clear, though, whether this might lead to useful results for the study of
this specific model.

Another relevant model is the plaquette orbital model that was studied in [17, 18];
interactions between neighbours x, y are of the form S;S;, with i being equal to 1
or 3 depending on the edge.

2 Comparison Between Ising and XY Models

We now compare the correlations of the Ising and XY models and their respective
critical temperatures. The configuration space of the Ising model is .Q}f ={-1,1}4,
that is, Ising configurations are given by {s,},es with s, = £1 foreachx € A. We
consider many-body interactions, so the energy of a configuration s € 2% et

Hﬁ,{JA}(S) = - Z Ja l_[sx§ (10

ACA XEA

we assume that the system is “ferromagnetic”, i.e. the coupling constants J4 > 0 are
nonnegative. The Gibbs state at inverse temperature f is

1 —pHY
Nigs = 2o f@e Moo, an
A{]A}ﬁ S‘EQIS

with f any functional on £2% and ZIS{ s = Zéegls —PHR s is the partition
function. The following result holds for both the classical [5] and the quantum case

[9, 19].

Theorem 2.1 Assume that J}‘,Jj > 0forall A C A. Then forall X C A and all
B >0,

Classical: (l_[ axl)ﬂ,ﬁ < (l_[ sX)I/i,{JA},ﬂ'

x€X x€X
Quantum: ([ [s)%, <27 ] A e
x€X x€X

with J% = 27MIJ1,

A review of the proof of the classical case is proposed in Sect. 3. In the quantum
case, this statement for spin-; is a straightforward consequence of Corollary 1.2, but
interestingly this result has been extended to any value of the spin [19]. We review

the proof of this general case in Sect. 4.
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We now consider the case of spln- and pair interactions, that is, the hamiltonian
is

HY' == (S)S) + 5250). (12)

X, yEA

We define the spontaneous magnetisation m(f) at inverse temperature 8 by

m(B)? —hmlanA2 Z . } Aﬂ (13)
We define the critical temperature for the model 7g" = 1/B8J" as
B = sup{B > 0: m(B) = 0}, (14)

where B&" € (0, 0c]. A consequence of Theorem 2.1 is the following.

Corollary 2.2 The critical temperatures satisfy
TV < lTIsing
c — 4°¢c .

The critical temperature of the Ising model in the three-dimensional cubic lattice
has been calculated numerically and is TIsmg = 4.511 £ 0.001 [20]. It is TCCl =
2.202+0.001 [21] for the classical model and 7¢" = 1.008 +0.001 for the quantum
model (S. Wessel, private communication).

A major result of mathematical physics is the rigorous proof of the occurrence
of long-range order in the classical and quantum XY models, in dimensions three
and higher, and if the temperature is low enough [22, 23]. The method can be used
to provide a rigorous lower bound on critical temperatures; the following theorem
concerns the quantum model.

Theorem 2.3 For the three-dimensional cubic lattice, the temperature of the
quantum XY model satisfies

T > 0.323.

The best rigorous upper bound on the critical temperature of the three-
dimensional Ising model is To"e < 5.0010 [24]. Together with the above corollary
and theorem, we get

0.323 < T < I 7" < 1.250. (15)

Proof (Theorem 2.3) We consider the XY model with spins in the 1-3 directions for
convenience. We make use of the result [25, Theorem 5.1], that was obtained with
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the method of reflection positivity and infrared bounds [22, 23]. Precisely, we use
Egs. (5.54), (5.57) and (5.63) of [25].

sy

mpy =" : (16)
(shL % = 5 ytsist e

where e; is a nearest neighbour of the origin, and J3, I3, K3, Kg are real numbers
coming from explicit integrals. Their values are J3 = 1.15672; I; = 0.349884;
K3 = 0.252731; and K} = 0.105107. Notice that  is rescaled by a factor 2 with
respect to [25], due to a different choice of coupling constants in the hamiltonian.
Let x = \/ (S(I)Sgl)q“; since we do not have good bounds on x, we treat it as an
unknown. The magnetisation m(f) is guaranteed to be positive if x < ¢ where 7 is

. K}
the zero of }1 — &5 _ J23x; or x > ry, where r4 is the largest zero of X2 — Ié’x — ﬂ3.

At least one of these holds true when r4 < ¢, that is, when

1( 1 5| 4K 1 1 2K
2(;+\/;+ﬁ*)<%—ﬁh* (17)

This is the case for 1/ < 0.323 giving the upper bound 7. > 0.323.

3 Proofs for the Classical XY Model

The proofs require several steps and additional lemmas. The following paragraphs
are devoted to a complete study of their proofs. Given local variables {0, },c, We
denote 0§ = [[,cq 0l for A C A.

3.1 Griffiths and FKG Inequalities, and Proof of Theorem 1.1

We start with Theorem 1.1. We describe the approach proposed in [1, 5], and use a
similar notation. Their framework relies on some well known properties of the Ising
model and on the so called FKG inequality.

Lemma 3.1 (Griffiths Inequalities for the Ising Model) Let f and g be
functionals on .Qk such that they can be expressed as power series of [].e4 Se
A C A with positive coefficients. Then

Is .
(VA =0

Is Is Is
(&) auap = Naunpledauas
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We do not provide the proof of this result—see [12, 13] for the original
formulation and [26] for a modern description. An immediate consequence is the
following.

Corollary 3.2 Given f with the properties in Lemma 3.1, we have for any A C A

0

Is
2y, s 20

Another result which is very useful in this framework is the so called FKG
inequality. We formulate it in a specific setting. Let .%y = [0, g]N for some N € N.
Any ¥ € gy is then a collection of angles ¥ = (¥, ..., ¥y). It is possible to
introduce a partial ordering relation on .y as follows: for any ¥, § € Iy, ¢ < & if
and only if ¢; < & foralli € {1,...,N}. A function f on .#y is said to be increasing

(or decreasing) if ¥ < & implies f(y) < f(§) (orf(¥) > f(§)) forall Y, & € Fy.
The following result holds.

Lemma 3.3 (FKG Inequality) Let dv(y) = p(y¥) ]_[f\;l du(y;) be a normalised
measure on Sy, with diu(y;) a normalised measure on [0, 72’] p(¥) = 0 for all
v € Iy and

p NV E P AE) = p(Y)p(§). (18)

where (Y Vv §); = max(y;, &) and (Y A &), = min(y;, &). Then for any f and g

increasing (or decreasing) functions on Sy

/fgdv > /fdv/gdv.

The inequality changes sign if one of the functions is increasing and the other is
decreasing.

We also skip the proof of this statement. We refer to [27] for the original result,
to [5, 28] for the formulation above, and [26] for its relevance in the study of the
Ising model.

Before turning to the actual proof of the theorem, we introduce another useful
lemma.

Lemma 3.4 Let {q.}xca be a collection of positive increasing (decreasing) func-
tions on [O, ’Zr] Then for any 0,y € F4 and any A C A,

ga(@ Vv ¥) + qa(0 AY) > ga(¥) + qa(0).

We do not provide the proof here, see [5, 28] for more details. We can now discuss
the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Proof (Theorem 1.1) Since the temperature does not play any rdle in this section,
we set § = 1 in the following and we drop any dependency on it. The main idea of
the proof is to describe a classical XY spin as a pair of Ising spins and an angular
variable. The new notation for o, € S' is

0} = cos(6)Ux, (19)
o2 = sin(6,)Vy, (20)

with U,,V, € {—=1,1} forallx € A and 6 = (0,,...,0,) € H,. With this
notation, it is possible to express Hill of Eq. (3) as the sum of two Ising hamiltonians
with spins {U,}re, {Vi}rea respectively:

HY0.U.V) ==Y (J; [Jeos@uUs+ 73] sin(@x)VA) 1)

ACA XEA X€EA

— HIS }(U) +HIS

A,{COS(@)AJA A, {s1n(0)AJ2}(V)' (22)

Let us introduce the notation: J} [T,c, cos(6y) = J4(0), J2 [1,e4 sin(6) = Ka(6),
fdo = [ ... Jo* [Lea nd@ Then

[doZY nonZa {KA(Q)}COS(Q)X cos(8)y(UxUy)%

Ja0Z; 56075 15000

1 A{Ia0)}

1
(GXUY>H§{ =

Is Is
_ JAOZE onZiixaon C"S((’)XWX)A o ©SONUNG 5,0

Is
JA0Z} 56074 15000

The inequality above follows from Lemma 3.1. Moreover

Is
(0102) _ JA9Z 1,60 ZA axacon ©0SOxAU. >A{J ®)} SIH(H)Y(V”A{KA(@)}
XCyIHy — 1
JdOZ3 (3012 g 01

cos(f)y and sin(0)x are respectively decreasing and increasing on .#|4| for any
X C A. Let us now consider (Ux)® Aoy BY Corollary 3.2, it is a decreasing

function on .4, for any X C A, since the coupling constants of H A L@y AT

decreasing in 6. Analogously, (V)% ALKA0) is an increasing function on .74 for
any X C A. Theorem 1.1 is then a simple consequence of Lemma 3.3, with
du(6y,) = ”dQ and

Is Is
A 0 A 0

- Is
JdOZ3 . on 2 ixcaon
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The last step missing is to show that p(6) defined as above fulfills hypothesis (18)
of Lemma 3.3. This amounts to showing

Is Is Is
2y (KA O EA LKA O} = ZALKAOV ALK AW} 24)
S S
Zy (novnyZninonny = ZAun@nZa oy (25)

Since the arguments to prove these inequalities are very similar, we prove explicitly
only the first one. Equation (24) is equivalent to

-1 .
ZI le
ZA,{KAwm} Za x40}

Notice that

7l -1 7l (e HA\J(A(9V1//) J(A(w);)

( ALK A0)} ) ( A,{KA(OVW)}) _ ALKa()}
Is Is - :
ZA (K A0AY)} ZA (x40} (e i txao—x a0 )i

ALK AOAY)}

Thanks to Lemma 3.4, the functions whose expectation value we are computing
above fulfill the hypothesis of Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.2. Then, applying
Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.2,

(e~ HE ¢k a0vp)— Kaw )1 —H} a0 Koy )1

Mgz = (e ALK}

(27)
> (e —H}

ALK AO) =K AOAY)} >A {KAOAD}
A

Hence p(6) has the required property.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let us now turn to Theorem 1.3. We follow the framework described in [4, 13].

Lemma 3.5 Let Hjll be the hamiltonian defined in (3). If Jy > |J3| for all A C A
and J3 = 0 for |A| odd, then there exist non negative coupling constants {Ky }yeza
such that

Hil(¢)=— ) Kucos(M-¢), (28)

MezZA

where, given M € Z4, M = (my, mo, ..., mp), M - ¢ = Y ven My



Correlation Inequalities for Classical and Quantum XY Models 25

Proof The statement follows from the two following identities:

cos(f) cos(y) = _(cos(8 — y) + cos(8 + y)). (29)

sin(@) sin(y) = _ (cos(8 — x) —cos(@ + y)), (30)

N = N =

Vo, x €[0,2x].

A necessary step for this lemma and for Theorem 1.3 is duplication of variables
[13]: we consider two sets of angles (i.e. spins) on the lattice instead of just one, and
denote them by {¢,}re4 and {¢,}re4. The hamiltonian for the {¢,} is

HY($) == (JA64 + 1363)
ACA

MezZA

Here, {5, } are related to {¢,} as in Eqs. (1) and (2). The J’ are non negative coupling
constants with Jl > |12| > 0 and {Ky} are as in Lemma 3.5. A composite
hamiltonian can be defined as

— Hy(¢.¢) = —H(¢) — H(9)

= Y FudRn (cos(M - ¢) + cos(M - §)) + MW (cos(M - ) — cos(M - ))
Me#
(32)

In the following we always suppose Ky > Ky for all M € 7/ .The expectation
value of any functional (¢, ¢) can be written as

(N, p = dpdpe P11 @D (g, ). (33)

Zhs 825, /

Lemma 3.6 Suppose (¢, @) belongs to the cone generated by cos(M - ¢) +
cos(M - @), M € Z*, i.e. f can be written as product, sum or multiplication by
a positive scalar of objects of that form. Then

(Ni,pz0. (34)

Proof Firstly, notice that

/ dpdd | [(cos(M, - ¢) + cos(M, - §) = 0 (35)
s=1
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for any My, ..., M, € Z" and any sequence of (&). This follows from

cos(M - ¢) + cos(M - ¢) = 2cos(M - @) cos(M - D), (36)
cos(M - ) —cos(M - ¢) = 2sin(M - @) sin(M - D), (37

with @; = ;(‘ﬁi + ¢;) and @; = ;(dn — ¢;). The integral (35) can be formulated as

2
/ dPdDPF(P)F (D) = ( / dqu(cp)) >0, (38)

with F (@) an appropriate product of sines, cosines and positive constants.
Let us now turn to (f) 5 B Since the partition function is always positive, we can
focus on

/ dpdGe PP (. §). (39)

By a Taylor expansion of e #74(#9) and by the properties of f, this can be
expressed as a sum with positive coefficients of integrals in the form (35). Hence
the nonnegativity of the expectation value.

We have now all we need to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof (Theorem 1.3) In order to prove the first statement of the theorem we use the
formulation of the hamiltonian described in Lemma 3.5. Moreover, since U/i can
be clearly expressed as the sum (with positive coefficients) of terms of the form
cos(M - ¢), M € Z*, it is enough to prove that for any M,N € Z*

9 cl
aKN (COS(M : ¢))A,ﬁ (40)

= (cos(M - §) cos(N - $))%{ 5 — (cos(M - $))$4 4(cos(N - $))${ 4 = 0.

Consider now the hamiltonian H, introduced above and (-) p the correspond-
ing Gibbs state. From Lemma 3.6 we have

((cos(M - ¢p) — cos(M - ¢)) (cos(N - ¢) — cos(N - ¢_’))>ﬁ1A,ﬂ > 0. 41)

If we take the limit Ky, /" Kj, we find twice the expression in Eq. (40). Hence the
result.

Let us now turn to the second statement of the theorem. In the case of two-body
interaction HZI assumes the form (8), which, with a notation resembling the one
introduced in Lemma 3.5 can be explicitly formulated as

HY(¢) = — Y Ky cos(d — ¢y) + K cos(¢y + ) (42)

X, yEA
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with

I,
Ky =" (1 n0). (43)

Clearly K$ is analogous to the Kj; introduced in Lemma 3.5 for M € Z“ such that
all its elements are zero except m, = 1, m, = 1. Then we have

0 1+ny 0 1—ny 0
aJXy(UA)H;l = aKx_y(UA)Hﬂ-i- 2 Ak (0A) -

(44)

Due to Eq. (40) the expression above is the sum of two positive terms, hence it is
positive.

3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.1

In this section we discuss the proof of Theorem 2.1 for the classical XY model.
We use some of the concepts introduced in Sect. 3.2. The present proof has been
proposed in [1, 5].

Proof (Theorem 2.1) As for the proof of Theorem 1.1, we express the XY spins
by means of two Ising spins and an angle in [0, Z]—see Eqgs. (19) and (20) for the
explicit expression of the spins and (22) for the new formulation of the hamiltonian

Hﬂ. With the same notation:

Is Is Is
J a0 Z3 (5, 60374 s a0y COSOx(Ux)A 15,013

(U)IK)H‘C,: = fde Z[S le
AT (0} ALKAO)}

Is Is Is
_ T AOZ5 0078 i acory ™05 (U)3 1,003 5)

= T dl
J a0 Zy 15.0%h a0

= (UA>£?’{J/§}

4 Proof for the Quantum XY Model

We now discuss the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the quantum case. This theorem has
been proved for pair interaction in [8], and it has been proposed independently in
various works for more generic interactions [9—-11]. We describe here the simpler
approach proposed in [11]. Since the temperature does not play any role from now
on, we set § = 1 and omit any dependency on it in the following. As for the classical

. . l — l
case we introduce the notation S, = [, %
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Proof (Theorem 1.1) For the proof it is convenient to perform a unitary transforma-
tion on the hamiltonian (6) and consider its version with interactions along the first
and third directions of spin, namely

HY = = 3" LSk + 7383, (46)
ACA

with J3 = J2 forall A C A.

The proof of this theorem uses some techniques similar to the ones introduced
for the classical Theorem 1.3. These were indeed introduced by Ginibre [13] in a
general framework. As for the classical case, it is convenient to duplicate the model.
We introduce a new doubled Hilbert space %ZA = J) ® . Given an operator &
acting on %) we define two operators acting on Ay,

O =01+1Q0. (47)

The hamiltonian we consider for the doubled system is Hy | :

HY, =HY @14+ 1a @ HY ==Y Jiu(SD+ + 1S+ (48)
ACA

The Gibbs state is denoted as

1 qu
((0)) = (Zjllu)z TrOe fa+ | (49)

for any operator O acting on 4. It follows from some straightforward algebra that
(OP)) —(O) 3PV = J({0-2)): (50)

(OP)y =  (O+ Py + O_-P5), (51)

N = N =

for any &, & operators on 7.

Just as C? constitutes the “building block” for 7, so C> ® C? is to ). We
can provide an explicit basis of C* ® C? such that S, SL, 3, —S* have all non
negative elements:

1 1
|M+)=\/2(I++)+|——)), |M—)=\/2(I++)—I——)), (52)

1 1
|V+>:x/2(|+_>+|_+>)’ |v_):\/2(|+—)—|—+)). (53)
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Above by |+) and |—) we denote the basis of C? formed by eigenvectors of S* with
eigenvalues é and —é respectively, and |i,j) = |i) ® |j). It can be easily checked
that the basis above has the required property. This result implies straightforwardly
that there exists a basis of .7 such that ('), (S))—, (§3)+ and (—S?)_ have non
negative element for all x € A. Let us consider the truncated correlation function
we are interested in:

(T T8, —(TTs2)) (T8, = 2etesi)- (sh-n. (54)

x€X X€Y x€X x€Y

We can evaluate the right hand side of the equation above by a Taylor expansion:

U (1)) = 30 Tr (k) (5)_ R,y (55)

n>0

Given the formulation of HZ” 4 as in Eq.(48) and relation (51), it is clear that
it can be expressed as a polynomial with positive coefficients of operators with
nonnegative elements. The same holds for (S})_ and(S})_. The trace of operators
with nonnegative elements is non negative, hence the first inequality of the theorem.
The second inequality can be proved precisely in the same way (with S substituted
by S3), by noticing that (S3)— has necessarily non positive elements.

Let us now turn to Theorem 2.1. While in the classical case it is necessary to
introduce an artificial framework, interestingly the proof for the quantum case does
not require such a construction. For spin-; the statement can be easily recovered by
recalling that the classical Ising model can be recovered as a particular case of the
quantum XY model (not of the classical one!). We review here a more general proof
valid for any value of spin . [19].

Proof (Theorem 2.1) We reformulate the quantum Hamiltonian in order to have
the interaction along the first and the third axis, as in Eq. (46). We prove here the
following result, which is unitarily equivalent to the statement of the theorem:
3\qu

(SX)A’ < 7K ()" (P (56)
From now on we set 8 = 1 and drop all the dependencies on 8 since it does not play
any role. Let S! = .#~1S! be the rescaled spin operators. The models we compare
are the following:

Hys == JiSi + 3855 (57)
ACA
Hy oy == Jisa. (58)

ACA
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Clearly, (56) is equivalent to

This is what we aim to prove. Let us now build a composite system where each site
of the lattice hosts a quantum degree of freedom and an Ising variable at the same

time. Let 57 = HZHS + Hﬁ 7y ie.
’ RO

A== "I\Si + T3 (sa + 5D (60)

ACA

The Gibbs state is the natural one given the Gibbs states for the two separated
systems. We denote it by (-) 4. We are interested in the expectation value (sx —53) 4
for some X C A. Since the trace is invariant under unitary transformations, we can
apply on each site the unitary (5!, 52, 5%) — (5!, 5.2, 5,5?) and find

Z Tr (SX _5;) e—% — Z TrSX(l _5;) eZACAJ/lxs/i"'-]iSA(l-’—Sj) (61)

SENA SENRA

The expression evaluated above is just the expectation value we are interested in
multiplied by the partition function of the system—which is positive and therefore
not useful in the evaluation of the sign of (sx — S3) 4. By a Taylor expansion and by
the property > co  [[iea st > O withn, € Nforallx € Aandany A C A, itis
clear that the expression above is nonnegative. This implies that

(5x)3 2y — (S)as = lsx = Sx)a 2 0. (62)
This proves Eq. (59).
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