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The finite-size renormalization-group approach for isotropic O(n)-symmetric systems introduced
previously [V. Dohm, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 107207 (2013)] is extended to weakly anisotropic
O(n)-symmetric systems. Our theory is formulated within the ©* model with lattice anisotropy
in a d-dimensional block geometry with periodic boundary conditions. It describes the crossover
from low-temperature to high-temperature fluctuations including Goldstone-dominated and critical
fluctuations for 1 < n < oo in 2 < d < 4 dimensions. An exact representation is derived for the large-
distance behavior of the bulk correlation function of anisotropic systems in terms of the principal
correlation lengths and an anisotropy matrix A. This includes the long-ranged correlations with an
anisotropic algebraic decay at low temperatures due to the Goldstone modes for n > 1. We calculate
the finite-size scaling functions of the excess free energy and thermodynamic Casimir force. Exact
results are derived in the large-n limit. Applications are given for Lﬁ*1 x L slab geometries with

a finite aspect ratio p = L/L) as well as for the film limit p — 0. For weakly anisotropic systems
two-scale-factor universality is replaced by multiparameter universality since the scaling functions
depend on d(d + 1)/2 — 1 nonuniversal anisotropy parameters, in addition to two nonuniversal
thermodynamic length scales. The latter depend also on the anisotropy parameters. This implies a
substantial reduction of the predictive power of bulk and finite-size theory for anisotropic systems as
compared to isotropic systems. The validity of multiparameter universality is confirmed analytically
for a nontrivial example of the d = 2,n = 1 universality class. Anisotropy-dependent minima of
the Casimir force scaling function are found below T, for p < 1. Both the sign and magnitude of
the Casimir amplitude in the Goldstone and critical regimes are affected by the lattice anisotropy.
Also a nonuniversal shift of the film critical temperature is shown to be caused by anisotropy in the
large-n limit. Quantitative predictions are made that can be tested by Monte Carlo simulations for

* models and for spin models in the Ising, XY, and Heisenberg universality classes.

PACS numbers: 05.70.Jk, 64.60.an, 11.10.-z

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

In the preceding paper [1] we have developed an analytic
theory of the crossover from low-temperature to high-
temperature fluctuations including critical fluctuations
in confined O(n)-symmetric systems in 2 < d < 4 di-
mensions with periodic boundary conditions (BC) and
short-range interactions. A brief account was given
in [2]. The cornerstone of this theory is the simulta-
neous description of two different types of long-range
fluctuations: critical fluctuations of the (d,n) univer-
sality class at a finite critical temperature T, [3] and
classical fluctuations due to massless Goldstone modes
4, 5] at low temperatures. Both types of fluctuations
exist in O(n)-symmetric systems undergoing a second-
order phase transition which opens up the opportunity of
studying the crossover between the two different types of
fluctuation-induced forces [6]: the critical Casimir force
Feas,e |1, [8] and the Casimir force Frys ¢ induced by
Goldstone fluctuations [9]. The theory was formulated
within the O(n)-symmetric ¢* model but owing to uni-
versality the results are applicable to a large class of
O(n)-symmetric systems. A restriction of this theory
[1, 2] was the assumption of spatial isotropy which is
a characteristic of fluids and superfluids.

In this paper we extend the theory to O(n)-symmetric
systems with weak spatial anisotropy which represent an
important class of systems with cooperative phenomena

such as superconductors and magnetic materials. These
phenomena can be described by spin models (e.g., Ising,
XY, or Heisenberg models) or by lattice and contin-
uum ¢* theories. The advantage of the latter is the
analytic tractability of lattice anisotropy for all n in
terms of a d x d symmetric anisotropy matrix A [10-
15] whereas anisotropic spin models are amenable to an
analytic treatment only in special cases [16-29], primar-
ily for d = 2 Ising models. Weakly anisotropic sys-
tems with a critical point constitute a subclass of sys-
tems that belong to the same (d,n) bulk universality
class as isotropic systems. Such anisotropic systems have
been shown [10-15, 23,130, 131] to have finite-size scaling
functions and critical bulk amplitude relations and cor-
relation functions that differ from those of isotropic sys-
tems in that they depend on the matrix elements of A.
The latter represent parameters that depend on system-
dependent properties such as the lattice structure, cou-
pling constants, and correlation lengths of anisotropic
systems. According to the usual terminology [22,132-34],
a quantity is nonuniversal if it depends on such system-
dependent parameters.

Due to spatial anisotropy there exists no unique bulk cor-
relation length but rather d different correlation lengths
in the directions of the d principal axes which, within the
©* theory, are determined by the nonuniversal eigenvec-
tors of A. Weakly anisotropic systems near criticality
still have a single correlation-length exponent v which is
the same as for isotropic systems. We do not consider
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strongly anisotropic systems (see, e.g., [35-37]) with crit-
ical exponents different from those of the usual (d, n) uni-
versality classes, and we do not study phenomena that
may arise from the interplay between spatial and spin
anisotropy [3§].

For anisotropic confined systems, nonuniversality man-
ifests itself by the fact that the principal correlation
lengths and principal directions are unrelated to the ori-
entation of the surfaces of the confining geometry. This
is a system-dependent physical source of nonuniversality
that one cannot get rid of by a formal transformation
to an isotropic system (Sec. II). An additional source of
nonuniversality may enter through spatial anisotropies
at the confining surfaces. So far the potential com-
plexity of nonuniversal finite-size effects due to the in-
terplay between confinement, surface orientation, and
weak anisotropy has remained unexplored in the liter-
ature on the Casimir force [§], on finite-size theory [39],
and on boundary critical phenomena [40]. In particular
no theory describing the crossover from weak to strong
anisotropy has been developed.

In a confined system with a characteristic size L, the fun-
damental quantity from which the Casimir force per unit
area Fo,s = —O[Lf*]/OL can be derived is the excess
free energy density (divided by kgT) f* = f — f, where
f and fp are the free energy densities of the confined and
the bulk system, respectively. In the early discussion on
the universality properties in finite systems near critical-
ity [22] the picture of ”two-scale-factor universality” was
put forward. As an extension of two-scale-factor univer-
sality for bulk systems |41H44], it was hypothesized that
the singular part fs of f can be described (for large L,
small t = (T — T¢)/T. and small ordering field h = h ey
with a unit vector e;,) by

fs(t,h, L) = L™ F(ChtLY", Coh L) (1.1)

with universal critical exponents v, 3, and the universal
scaling function F'(z,y), where the two constants C; and
C5 are universally related to the bulk constants A; and
Ajg of the singular bulk part

fos(t.h) = lim fo(t.h, L) = A |t Wi (Aghlt] =)
—00

(1.2)
with the universal scaling function W (z) above (+) and
below (—) T,. The definition was made quite precise
in that it was stated by Privman and Fisher [22] that
the metric factors C; and C5 are the only nonuniversal,
system-dependent parameters entering ((LT]), and that no
further nonuniversal prefactor Cj is required. It was as-
serted that, for given geometry and BC, F(z,y) is "the
same for all systems in a given universality class” [32].
Subsequently the same universality properties have been
attributed to the critical Casimir force [8, 23,139, 145, 146].

It is the hallmark of two-scale-factor universality that the
critical Casimir force Fgs,c at t = 0, h = 0 for large L is

predicted to have the simple size dependence
FCas,c = Xc L_d (13)

without any nonuniversal factor, i.e., where the Casimir
amplitude X.(d,n) is a universal number. It was noted

[22,132,147], however, that lattice anisotropy is a marginal
perturbation in the renormalization-group (RG) sense,
thus it was not obvious a priori to what extent two-scale-
factor universality is valid in the presence of anisotropic
couplings [32]. Correspondingly, no proof was given in
the literature for the validity of the universal form of
([L3) for weakly anisotropic systems.

As far as the experimental observability of weak
anisotropy is concerned, it was claimed [37, 48, 149] that
critical Casimir forces are active only in isotropic fluids
where the ordering degrees of freedom can move in and
out of the system. This is in disagreement with the argu-
ments presented in [50, |51], that a Casimir force, in the
form of an electrical potential difference, appears at the
junction between an anisotropic high-T,. superconduct-
ing film and the bulk superconductor due to the transfer
of Cooper pairs from the film to the bulk. Quantita-
tive estimates indicated that this effect should be directly
measurable. Furthermore, it was argued in [50] that the
Casimir force in superconductors should be similar to
that observed in isotropic superfluid *He [52]. This the-
ory based on vortex-loop fluctuations [50] did not suc-
ceed, however, in describing a finite Casimir force

FCas,G = XOL_d (14)

in the Goldstone-dominated low temperature region, un-
like the experimental |52], theoretical [9, 53], and numer-
ical [54-56] findings of Frgs,c well below the superfluid
transition of *He and of XY and ¢? models. Essentially
the same result (I3) for Fges. was predicted [50] at
the superconducting phase transition as for the \ transi-
tion of “He, without an effect of the lattice anisotropy
of the superconducting system. An earlier theory for
an anisotropic XY model was invoked [50] where lattice
anisotropy was claimed to be ”irrelevant” [27].

By contrast, it was found in analytical calculations [10-
13,115,123, 131} and Monte Carlo (MC) simulations [57-59)]
that, although critical exponents are unchanged by weak
anisotropy, finite-size effects in the subclass of weakly
anisotropic systems must be distinguished from those in
the subclass of isotropic systems within the same uni-
versality class. The crucial distinguishing feature is the
absence of two-scale-factor universality [10-15,[31] in the
subclass of weakly anisotropic systems. It was shown
for several geometries and boundary conditions that the
nonuniversal anisotropy matrix A affects the finite-size
scaling properties of fs, of Fggs,c, of the Binder cumu-
lant, of the susceptibility, of the correlation length, and
of the helicity modulus. In particular, as an exact result
in the large-n limit, it was found for film geometry with
periodic BC [10] that (T3] is to be replaced by

FCas,c(A) = XC(A)L_d (15)

with an nonuniversal amplitude X.(A) that depends on
the reduced anisotropy matrix A = A/(det A)'/¢. A
nonuniversal amplitude X.(£1/§)) was also found in the
exactly solvable mean-spherical |31] and Gaussian [15]
models in film geometry for several BC where X, depends
on the ratio of the bulk correlation lengths £, and ¢
perpendicular and parallel to the boundaries.



A serious lack of knowledge remained, however, with re-
gard to a theory of finite-size effects in anisotropic O(n)
symmetric systems with finite 1 < n < oo that covers the
region below T, including the crossover to the Goldstone
regime. So far this was achieved in 2] only for isotropic
systems, as derived in detail in the preceding paper [1] in
terms of a crossover scaling function for fs.

The goal of this paper is to study the effect of anisotropy
in both the critical and low-temperature regions includ-
ing the Goldstone regime for n > 1 as well as on
the crossover from low to high temperatures for general
1 < n < o in block, slab and film geometries with pe-
riodic BC. The predictions of our theory can be tested
by MC simulations for n-component * lattice models
[56, 60] or Ising (n = 1), XY (n = 2), and Heisenberg
(n = 3) models. The concept of our theory should be
applicable also to the case of Dirichlet BC [61] which are
relevant to Casimir forces in anisotropic superconductors
[50, 162] and to finite-size effects in magnetic materials.

A judgement about the validity or violation of two-scale-
factor universality in bulk and confined systems requires
the combined analysis of both the free energy and the bulk
correlation function [22,132,144]. Thus, before developing
finite-size theory in Sec. IIT we lay the groundwork of
anisotropic bulk theory near T, in Sec. II where a predic-
tion is derived for the scaling form of the bulk correla-
tion function G} of weakly anisotropic systems satisfying
multiparameter universality [13-15]. At h = 0 our exact
asymptotic (large x, large £4(t), finite |x|/€4 > 0) result
is for general n above T, (+) and for n = 1 below T, (—)

Dy

x- (A 1x 1/2
[x - (A—1x)|(d=2+m)/2 @i([ ( )]

£+ (t)

and the asymptotic result for the transverse correlation
function Gy, v for general n > 1 below T is

gT(t) d—2
w00

Gy (X, t) =

Gra(x,t) = Br |t

Here 1 and S are the critical exponents of the isotropic
system, &4 (t) and &p(t) are the geometrical mean of
the corresponding principal correlation lengths, ®. is
the universal scaling function of the isotropic theory
[1], and the dimensionless reduced anisotropy matrix A
is expressed in terms of ratios of principal correlation
lengths, as defined in Sec. II. This matrix depends on
d(d + 1)/2 — 1 anisotropy parameters. The nonuniver-
sal constants Dy and Bt are universally related to the
amplitudes A; and As of the bulk free energy (2] as
determined by the relations (Z60) and 261)). The uni-
versal constants appearing in these relations are the same
as those for isotropic systems in the same universality
class. Although the results (L8) and ([7) are derived
within the ¢* lattice model, our hypothesis of multi-
parameter universality predicts that (L6) and (1) are
valid for all systems in the same universality class in-
cluding, e. g., fixed-length spin models. Thus G}, and
Gy, v have a universal structure but depend, in general,
on d(d + 1)/2 + 1 independent nonuniversal parame-
ters, thus violating two-scale-factor universality defined

),(1.6)

in 22, 132, 44]. In particular G, and Gp 1 exhibit a
nonuniversal directional dependence in space, in contrast
to isotropic systems. The validity of multiparameter uni-
versality is confirmed analytically in Sec. II for a non-
trivial example of the d = 2,n = 1 universality class.

For confined anisotropic systems, we briefly summarize
some aspects of our approach of this paper and present
the structure of the ensuing scaling function of the
Casimir force. We consider the ¢* model with lattice
anisotropy in a d-dimensional rectangular Ly X Lo--- X Ly
block geometry with finite aspect ratios

po=L/Ly, a=1,2,...d—1, pg=1, (1.8)
where we have chosen L = L4 as a reference length. A
shear transformation is performed such that the inter-
action becomes isotropic (in the long-wavelength limit)
which implies that the block geometry is transformed,
in general, into a non-rectangular parallelepiped. The
isotropic form of the transformed interaction permits one
to perform the field-theoretic renormalizations which are
characteristic for the bulk (d,n) universality class but
does not eliminate the nonuniversal anisotropy matrix
A which now enters the shape of the parallelepiped and
the skew orientation of the transformed nonrectangular
lattice, i.e., the transformed system has a nonuniversal
shape, nonuniversal wave-vectors k' describing the trans-
formed lattice structure, and nonuniversal BC. Thus the
shear transformation restores isotropy without restoring
universality. An important ingredient of our theory is
then the separation of the lowest mode of the order-
parameter fluctuations and an approximation with re-
gard to the higher modes such that a simultaneous treat-
ment of the critical and the Goldstone modes in a fi-
nite geometry is achieved. A crucial advantage is pro-
vided by the minimal renormalization approach at fixed
dimension [13, 163] whose renormalization constants are
the same above and below T,.. This makes possible to
derive in Secs. III and IV a single finite-size crossover
scaling function between the low- and high-temperature
regions including the critical region. We find that, for
anisotropic systems in a block geometry, (L)) is replaced
for 2 < d < 4 and general n by

fs(t, h, {La}vA) =L F(z, i'ha{pa}vA)v (1'9)
B =t (L/&)' " | o = b (LJE)P, (1.10)

where &, and . are the geometrical mean of the am-
plitudes of the principal correlation lengths for T' > T,
h = 0 and for T = T., h # 0 of the anisotropic sys-
tem as defined in (Z2I) and (232), respectively. For
cubic geometry (p, = 1), (CI) agrees with Eq. (1.3)
of [13] through the exact relations ([@.9) and (£I8) for
the scaling variables Z and #;. The matrix A in (LJ) is
the same as in ([L0) and (7). Two-scale factor univer-
sality is replaced by multiparameter universality, with a
nonuniversal critical amplitude F(0,0, {pa}, A). For the
explicit results of F(Z, 0, {pa}, A) at h = 0 see ([EI0) for
finite n and ([G4)-(G.8)) in the limit n — co. They exhibit
nonuniversal finite-size effects caused by the long-ranged
anisotropic correlations at low temperatures due to the



Goldstone modes for n > 1 and by the anisotropic critical
correlations near T, for n > 1.

The same structure is obtained for the Casimir force of
the anisotropic system at A =0
Foas(t,{La},A) = L™ X(%,{pa}, A). (1.11)
The scaling function X includes a description of the
crossover from the critical (¢ = 0) Casimir amplitude

Xc(A) = X(O,{pa},A) (1'12)

to the low-temperature (¢ — —oo) Casimir amplitude

Xo(A) = X(~00, {pa}. A) (1.13)

for n > 1. The dependence on A is, in general, quite
complicated [see BIH)-(BI])]. It does not appear, e.g.,
merely in the simple form of a prefactor that could be ab-
sorbed in the factor L=?. Even in the case of 0o~ x L
film or strip geometries [see item (c¢) below] considered
earlier [10, 115, 123, 29, 131], anisotropy changes the pref-
actor and the scaling argument. As shown in Sec. IV,
both the magnitude and sign of X.(A) and Xy(A) are

affected by the anisotropy matrix A, and both ampli-
tudes X.(A) and Xo(A) differ significantly from their
counterparts X (1) and Xo(1) of isotropic systems in
the same universality class and with the same geometry
and BC. This demonstrates that the picture of two-scale-
factor universality for finite systems described in [22,(32]
is oversimplified and that the corresponding claims in the
literature with regard to the universality of the Casimir
force scaling function (see, e.g., |8, 155, 64-67]) are not
correct for the subclass of weakly anisotropic systems.

More specifically, since all critical exponents and thermo-
dynamic bulk scaling functions are the same in isotropic
and weakly anisotropic systems of the same universal-
ity class [13], one can immediately predict these bulk
quantities for, e.g., anisotropic Ising-like (n = 1) mag-
nets on the basis of the knowledge of these quantities for
ordinary (n = 1) fluids. This is not the case, however,
for their bulk correlation functions and finite-size scal-
ing functions (even if the two different systems have the
same shape and the same boundary conditions). Since
A has d(d + 1)/2 — 1 independent matrix elements, a
quantitative analysis of finite-size effects in anisotropic
systems requires, in general, significantly more nonuni-
versal information than in isotropic systems, namely up
to five additional nonuniversal parameters in three di-
mensions. An identification of A for real anisotropic sys-
tems is a nontrivial experimental task. Thus the violation
of two-scale-factor universality in the subclass of weakly
anisotropic systems is not a formal property but consti-
tutes a substantial reduction of the predictive power of
the finite-size theory as compared to the simpler situa-
tion in the subclass of isotropic systems. A summary
of further results and predictions of this paper is given
below.

(a) Bulk properties of anisotropic systems. In Sec. II a
derivation is given for the exact representation of A in
terms of ratios of principal correlation lengths within the

©* theory. The ellipsoidal form of surfaces with constant
Gp(x,t) and Gp (X, t) in x space is identified analytically
in terms of A through [2357). A conjecture is made for
determining the principal axes of anisotropic fixed-length
spin models. The range of validity in the parameter space
of A is discussed. Quantitative predictions are made for
the ratio of bulk correlation functions.

(b) Predictions for slab geometry. In Sec. IV, the pre-
dictions of the Casimir force scaling function for n > 1
are specified for two models with a diagonal and a non-
diagonal anisotropy matrix A in three dimensions. These
results demonstrate the effect of lattice anisotropy on (i)
the crossover from far below to far above 7. including
anisotropy-dependent minima near T, (Fig. 1), (ii) the
change of sign of the critical Casimir amplitude (Fig. 2),
(iii) the change of sign of the Casimir amplitude at low
temperature (Fig. 3). The prediction (ii) demonstrates
that the proof [65] for the vanishing of the Casimir force
at T, for cubic geometry is not valid for anisotropic sys-
tems. It also shows that microscopic details such as the
presence of a next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) interaction
do show up in nonuniversal macroscopic effects on the
Casimir force. Some of our approximate results for finite
n have large-n limits that agree with the exact result
derived in Sec. VI.

(¢) Predictions for film geometry. In Secs. V and VI we
find the scaling form of the excess free energy density of
the d-dimensional anisotropic film system at h =0

St L A) = L™ Fgp (ChtL'", A),

film film
Ffjlwm (CltLl/V7 A) = CO (A) nglwm,iso (CltLl/V)a
Co(A) = [(A™")qa) 2,

Ci(A) = [1/& (A",
where Fyj .. is the scaling function of the isotropic
film systemﬁwhich here, however, has a different scal-
ing argument containing the nonuniversal A-dependent
amplitude &3 (A), (EI8), of the bulk correlation length
perpendicular to the film boundaries. The nonuniversal
prefactor Co(A) violates two-scale-factor universality as
defined through the scaling form (II). Thus both the
overall amplitude and the argument of the scaling func-
tion are affected by anisotropy. The structure of (LI4)
is consistent with previous results [10, 15, [29, [31] and
with multiparameter universality for film geometry. It
is exact for n — oo,d < 3 (Sec. VI). For finite n, no
shift of the film transition temperature is captured, as in
previous work. The progress achieved here is the deriva-
tion of the scaling functions Fyj,, and Xy, for general n
below T, and the quantitative description of anisotropy
effects above and below T, (Fig. 4). Our results are
at variance with an earlier result for anisotropic super-
conducting films below T, [50] without an anisotropy ef-
fect. We predict that the ”universal” Casimir force scal-
ing function X, observed in isotropic superfluid “He
films [52] and calculated in isotropic XY and p* models
with Dirichlet BC [46, 5356, 161, 164] is different from the
scaling function of weakly anisotropic models with the
same BC in the same bulk universality class.



(d) Large-n limit. In this limit exact finite-size scaling
functions are derived in Sec. VI for block, slab, and
film geometries. Unlike the case of finite n, they are
valid for arbitrary A provided that det A > 0. They
describe the anisotropy effects on the complete crossover
from the Goldstone regime at low temperatures to high
temperatures far above bulk T.. For d > 3, the nonuni-
versal anisotropy effect on the shift of the finite film
critical temperature T, ;(L) is determined. This demon-
strates that superconducting films should exhibit an
anisotropy-dependent fractional shift of the Kosterlitz-
Thouless transition temperature different from that in
isotropic superfluid *He films.

(e) Other finite-size scaling functions. Our result for the
finite-size scaling function of fs is derived from an order-
parameter distribution function « exp[—H¢//], [3.22),
with an exponential form whose exponent can be inter-
preted as an effective Hamiltonian. As shown in [68], the
same distribution function determines the finite-size scal-
ing functions of, e.g., the specific heat, the susceptibility,
and the order parameter. Thus these scaling functions
can be calculated parallel to the calculation of fs pre-
sented in this paper. If appropriate BC are employed,
the corresponding nonuniversal finite-size effects are well
measurable in real anisotropic systems such as super-
conductors |62], magnetic materials [69], alloys [70], and
solids with structural phase transitions [71] and in com-
pressible anisotropic systems [72]. As a further example
we mention the critical Binder cumulant [13, 132, 168, (73]

ve(@) = L [P EO. {pu), A)/0y"

1
~ 3 L(02F(0, 4, {pa}, A)/0y2)2 (1.18)

defined through F, ([L3). MC data for an anisotropic
d = 2 Ising model |57, 59, [74] and results of the ¢* theory
[10, 11, [13, I75] support multiparameter universality but
violate two-scale-factor universality (Secs. IT and VII).

II. SHEAR TRANSFORMATION AND BULK
THEORY

In the following we discuss the shear transformation re-
lating isotropic and anisotropic bulk correlation functions
[10, [11, [13]. The latter provide the basis for identify-
ing the principal axes and correlation lengths as measur-
able quantities. Crucial steps have been performed in
[10, [11, [13] for general n above T, and for n = 1 below
T.. Here we extend the analysis to general n below T,
in order to demonstrate the nonuniversal algebraic decay
of correlation functions that is the origin for nonuniver-
sal low-temperature Casimir forces in anisotropic systems
with n > 1. The feature of multiparameter universality
[13-115] is further discussed and tested analytically for the
d = 2,n = 1 universality class.

A. Shear transformation

We briefly recall relevant elements of previous work [10,
11,113] on the basis of the p? lattice Hamiltonians I (2.1)
and I (2.13). (Equation numbers preceded by ”I” are
those of [1].) Instead of the isotropic interaction I (2.14)
we assume an anisotropic short-range interaction with
the long-wavelength form

d
=k-Ak+ > Bapys kakghyks + O(K°) (2.1)
a,B,7,0

SK (k)

where the symmetric d x d anisotropy matrix A depends
on the microscopic lattice structure and on the couplings
K; ; through the dimensionless second moments

N
Aap = Apa = N1 (wia—2ja) (mip—75)Ki ;. (2.2)
i,j=1
Its real eigenvalues A\, ,a = 1,2,...,d, and eigenvectors
e(® are determined by Ae(® = \,e(® with e(® .e(?) =
dap- A necessary condition for weak anisotropy is Ao, > 0

which implies corresponding restrictions for the couplings
K; ; (see also Sec. II. D).

We bring the O(kqkg) part of (2Z.I) into an isotropic form
in order to make possible the use of renormalizations in
Secs. II. C and III that are the same as those of the
isotropic * theory. This is achieved by a shear transfor-
mation that consists of a rotation and rescaling of lengths
in the direction of e(®. The rotation is provided by the
orthogonal matrix U = U({e(o‘)}) with matrix elements

Uap = e(ﬁa) where e(ﬁa

) denote the Cartesian components
of the eigenvectors e(®). The rescaling is provided by the

diagonal matrix

A=UAU}, (2.3)
d
det A =det A =[] Ao >0,

a=1

(2.4)

with diagonal elements A,. The reduced diagonal matrix
A with diagonal elements A, is defined as

X =X/(det \)/4 = UAU ', (2.5)
d
_ A Ao\ 1/d
Ny = — o H _— (2.6)
1/d ’
(det )\) B=1. Bta ()\,3)

with det A = 1 and the reduced anisotropy matrix A =
A/(det A)'/4, det A = 1. So far both the eigenvectors
e(® and the reduced rescaling matrix X are defined as a
function of ratios of second moments of the microscopic

couplings K; ; which we call parametrization (i). In x
space and k space the transformation is

Xj = }\_1/2ij, (2.7)

kK = A/2Uk, (2.8)

P(x)) = (det A)/1p(UTIAY2X]) (2.9

uy = (det A)~1/ 2y, (2.10)

n = (detA)1/4h, (2.11)



which leads to the isotropic form of (Z1]) with A’ =1,

=K? + O(k"™).
(2.12)

SK(K) = 6K(U'A™Y2K) = §K'(K)

This yields an exact relation between the anisotropic
and isotropic bulk correlation functions Gy(x,t,h) and

G} (x',t, h'), respectively, for arbitrary x,t, h
Go(x,t,h) = (det A)~1/2G;(A"1/2Ux, t, (det A)/*h).
(2.13)

Outside the asymptotic critical region, G and G} depend
on all details of the couplings and the lattice structure.
The isotropic correlation function G, is the basis of defin-
ing the second-moment bulk correlation length

1/2
/! AN i Zx/ X/2 G;) (X/a tv h’/)
) = (33 e vy 214

for general n above and at T, and for n = 1 below T,. In
the asymptotic region (large x’, large &/, finite |x'| /¢, >
0, small A’') G}, has the isotropic scaling form |13, 22]

Gy(x',t, W) =
e (t, 1)
with the universal scaling functions ®4 (z,y) and X4 (y).

Application of ZI3) to [ZIH) yields an analytic iden-
tification of the principle axes and principal correlation

lengths §(i°‘) (t, h) in terms of the T-independent eigenvec-
tors e(®) and eigenvalues A, [13],

0, h) = A2, (¢, 1), (2.17)
(t,0) = PN, &Y = A%, (2.18)

with & (¢,0) = &, |t|7¥. Note that & (¢, ') is not mea-
surable since G} is not observable, in contrast to Gy of
the original anisotropic system. In particular, the corre-

lation lengths §§[a) (t,h) are measurable quantities which
have the nonuniversal ratios [13]

§(f §(a §(a Y (A )1/2 (Xa

According to ([2.6) and (ZI9), the diagonal matrix X has
the diagonal elements

Xa:ﬁa(

=1, f#a

€4 JeN = (68D Jéor)”, (2:20)

ot = H OV = (det A)VCDg . (2.21)

with gﬂ: (t,0)

= &+ |t|”" where the characteristic length

d
= [T] @@ m)"" = V(.0 (2.22)

Dy x|~ (x| /€L, Dyt 770, (2.
= &0y [tV X (D[t 77) (2.

T)l/Q. (2.19)

is the geometric mean of the principal correlation lengths
determining the ellipsoidal correlation volume V5 [10].

Thus Eq. ([220)) determines the reduced rescaling matrix

X =X({y) (2.23)

as a function of the observable ratios 5(()1) /&0 for general
d which we call parametrization (i), with e(®) remain-
ing the same as in parametrizaton (i). Both X({féi)})
and V£

'+ . are nonuniversal quantities and the vectors e(®)
have a nonuniversal orientation.

It is remarkable that the exact relations (219]) and (2.20)
are quite simple for general d and for arbitrary short-
range interactions. They have the same form as for the
Gaussian model (where ug = 0). Since )\, depends on
the couplings K; ; through (22)), Eqs. [219) and (2.20)
provide d — 1 relations between the couplings K; ; and
the ratios (5(()1) /&0+)? or (§ ( ) that are specific for
the p? theory and the Gaussian model We note that all
relations given above are exact within the ¢* theory and
are valid for both the continuum and the lattice version.
These relations can be extended to general n > 1 below

15)Tc, see (Z52) and (Z50).

16)1t is well established that f; (¢, ') of the isotropic system

has the asymptotic (small ¢, small h’) scaling form [22]

fos(t 1)

with the universal scaling function W (z) above (+) and
below (—) T, and the nonuniversal amplitudes A] and
A}, The shear transformation with (ZII)) implies the
exact relation [13]

= At W (AR |t ~7) (2.24)

Foos(t,h) = (det A)7V/2f (¢, (det A) " * 1)

= Al (det A)~Y2|t| ™ Wy (AL(det A)V/4h|t| %) (2.25)

which is just the scaling form ([2) of the anisotropic
system with the nonuniversal amplitudes

Ay = Al (det A)™Y2 Ay = Ab(det A)Y4 . (2.26)
Thus the simple result is that the thermodynamic scal-
ing function W4 of the bulk free energy is the same for
both isotropic and anisotropic systems for general n, only
the amplitudes A; and A} are different. The situation is
more complicated for the bulk correlation function and
the finite-size scaling functions of anisotropic systems.

B. Bulk correlation function and multiparameter
universality in anisotropic systems

Using the parametrization (ii) of 5\({55?}), 223), we
have derived [11, [13] critical bulk relations involving the
principal correlation lengths and the large-distance be-
havior of the critical correlation function Gy(x,0,0) of



weakly anisotropic systems
fo.s(t,0)E4(t,0)% = A1 (€04 )? = Q1 = universal, (2.27)
(T4 /Te) (f_c/5_0+)2_n = Q2 = universal , (2.28)
(@) /¢(e) 2=n .
(T4 /T2 (gc /go+) = Q, = universal , (2.29)

_ ~ o o d—2+n
Gy(x,0,0) = (S01) ™"+ Qs [5(()+)/|X( )|]
§ 165 = € /€, = X_(0) = universal,

with universal constants Q1 (d,n), Q2(d,n), Qs(d, n), and
X_(0) that are the same for all isotropic and weakly
anisotropic systems (not only ¢* models) within the same
(d,n) universality class (for isotropic systems see Tables
6.1 and 6.3 of [32] and Table I of [76]). The same state-
ment holds for the universal constants Pa(d, n), Ps(d,n),
and Wi(d,n) of the amplitude relations given in (Z59)-
[251) below, as noted in [13]. These universal features
involving d(d+1)/2+1 independent nonuniversal param-
eters were called multiparameter universality for weakly
anisotropic systems [13]. In (Z28)-@230), I'y is the am-
plitude of the bulk susceptibility x, = T't+t™" of the
anisotropic system at h = 0 above T,, and . denotes
the mean correlation-length amplitude at T

=[]

where €% is defined by §§Ea) (0,h) = §§Q)|h|_”/('@5) for
small i # 0. In [232)) we have used [2I1)), ZI7), and
[13] €L(0,4) = & B/|=/G. In @30, Gy(x,0,0)
describes the critical large-distance behavior along the
principal direction «. In the following we generalize it to
arbitrary directions of x and to finite ¢ and h above and
below T..

From (Z4), @38), @I7), @I8), and Z22) we obtain
X2EL(th).

Substituting (2Z.33]) into the first argument of ® 1 in (3.19)
of [13] yields the correlation function for an arbitrary
direction of x in terms of X and &4 (¢, h),

(2.30)

(2.31)

= (det A)Y/GD=v/(AB9) ¢! (9 39)

AY2¢ (t,h) = (2.33)

Gy(x,t,h) = Di|x " *Ux|~¢+2
x @y (IN?Ux|/€x, Dahlt| %), (2.34)
Ex(t,h) = &oplt| ™ X (D2t =), (2.35)
Dy = D} (det A)(72+m/(2d) (2.36)
Dy = Db (det A)/4 (2.37)
with the universal scaling functions ®4(z,y) and X4 (y)

defined by the isotropic scaling form (2I5), 2I6). We
use the normalization X;(0) = 1 which implies [13]
&o—/&+ = X_(0) = universal. The spatial argument

|5\71/2Ux| can be rewritten as
ATPUx| = (A Pux) - (A Pux))2
=[x+ (U7 XT'Ux)]2 = [x - (A71x)]1/2,(2.38)

with
A=U"'\U (2.39)
[compare ([23]) and ([Z3)]. This leads to

Gy(x,t,h) = Dy[x- (A~
x ®y([x-(A”

L) (—d+2-m/2
1%)]Y/2 €4, Dahlt|77?). (2.40)

Due to the two parametrizations for X given above, the
matrix A, ([Z39), can be represented (i) in terms of the
second-moments of the couplings K; ;, or (ii) in terms of

the correlation-length amplitudes {éi) through ([2:23)),

A({elY e@}) = U({e@}) " X({&52)

Within the p? theory, both parameterizations (i) and (ii)
are equivalent near T,. Consistency with the relations
E210)-(Z31) requires us to employ the parametrization
(ii) with the representation (ZZ4I]) for applications be-
yond ¢* theory (see the examples discussed below). In
particular, choosing x(®) = z(®e(®) along the principal
direction o and using (Z20) we obtain from (240) and
&40

—24n

Gy, 1) = D {[662 fos] ]}

< @y ([o)/€8 (0, ), Dot ) (2.42)

Comparison with ([2.30) yields the identification of Dy in
terms of the observable quantities 'y and &y and the

universal constants @3 and ®4(0,0),

Dy = (§4) *T1Q3 ©4(0,0) (2.43)

At h # 0, the results presented for G are valid above,
at, and below T, for general n. In the limit h — O,
however, they remain applicable below T, only for n = 1,
and the following separate discussion is necessary for the
casen > 1 for h — 0 below T.. We choose the coordinate
system in the n dimensional ¢’ space such that h' =
(h,0,...,0) and < ' >'=M' = (M’,0,...,0) and define
the longitudinal and transverse bulk correlation functions
of the transformed isotropic system as |32]

;(1)80/ _ MI2,

— X, t, 1) = (M oy

ﬁ1)>/

—x,th) = (p (2.44a)

(2.44b)

bL(
bT(X

for each k = 2,...,n. For k' — 0 below T,, where the
correlations are long-ranged with an algebraic decay due
to the Goldstone modes for n > 1, no second-moment
correlation length can be defined. Following [32, |44] we
define the bulk transverse correlation length &4 by the
large-distance behavior of Gy . for d > 2

CrMi(t,0)% [gr(t)/1x'[] %, (2.45)
0(d/2)/[2x%2(d - 2)], (2.46)

for |x’| — oo where M{(¢,0) is the bulk order parameter.
The asymptotic form of & near Tt is §1.(t) = Eyplt] ™",

g,T(xlvtvo) ~
Cr =

U({el})(2.41)



with the nonuniversal amplitude & . As shown within
the isotropic theory [32], the amplitude ratio

&or/&o4 = universal (2.47)

is a universal quantity, thus no new nonuniversal param-
eter is introduced below T, for n > 1. The large-distance
behavior of the longitudinal correlation function is re-
lated to that of G, 1 by [77]

g,L(le tv O) ~ (1/2)(7’L - 1)[ Z,T(le tv O)/Mé(tv 0)]2'(2'48)

Thus {1 governs the large-distance behavior of both G, ¢
and G}, below Ti.. The experimentally measurable cor-
relation functions are not Gpy, and G} g of the trans-
formed isotropic system but Gb 1, and Gy, 7 of the original
anisotropic system. At h = 0, Gb and G’ are related by
the shear transformation

Gb7L(X, t, 0) =
Gb,T (X, t, O) =

(det A)~Y/2G) (A2 Ux, ,0), (2.49)
(det A)~/2G; 1 (A71/?Ux, £,0).(2.50)

Along the direction of the principal axis «, the large-
distance behavior of Gy, (x(*),t,0) is, similar to (Z42),

G (x(),1,0) = CoBt28 [64) (1) /2|2 (2.51)

where f(Ta)(t) is the principal transverse correlation

length in the direction of e(®), (TO‘)( t) = |t| v, 0%) =
A 2§0T, with the nonunlversal ratio
571660 = Qa/re) 2. (2.52)

In [ZEI) we have used My(t,0) = (det A)~Y4M](t,0) ~
B|t|? for |t| < 1. Similar to (Z.34)) and (Z40), we obtain
for an arbitrary direction of x

21412 & d=2
Gor(x,t,0) ~ CrB2|t] ﬁ(m) , (2.53)
) = [TT &) v (2.54)

with the mean transverse correlation length &p. The re-
sult for the longitudinal correlation function Gy 1, follows

from (248)-@2351). In 2353) the representation (ii) of
Ay o)) = U({el}) " A&

: @ o d g [d @]
in terms of &y and &or = | [[,_; &or can be em-

ployed using ([2:23) and ([252). According to (ZI9) and
([Z352), p* theory predicts the relations

0|

Eqs. 240), (Z42), 251), and ([253) are the central re-

sults of this section which are asymptotically exact within
the ? theory. They are valid for n = 1,d > 1 and for
n > 2,d > 2 including the large-n limit. They show that

el form=1,

2.56
((J?f)/g((fr) forn > 1. (2:56)

U({el}) (2.55)

anisotropy changes the dominant power-law behavior for
general n. In particular they show that the matrix A~!
governs the large distance behavior of the bulk correla-
tion function for general n above and below T, via the
quadratic form (238)), and similarly in k space, deter-
mined by the shear transformation

x - (E7ATx) =
k- (& Ak) =

and similarly with & and &p. Equation (Z57) describes
the ellipsoidal and spherical forms of constant G, and
G}, surfaces in x and x’ space, respectively (compare
Fig. 1 of |20]), and similarly in k and k’ space, ex-
pressed in terms of the correlation lengths &4 and &y
in d dimensions [compare (Z40) and (ZTH)] at fixed
t, h. At criticality these ellipsoidal surfaces are described
by x - (A7!'x) = const as follows from the power-law

part of (I?III) After substituting A({ﬁéi) e(@}) and

({§0T7 }), Gy and Gy, are expressed in terms of
(a) the thermodynamic amplitudes Dy, Ds and B (b)

the eigenvectors e(®, and (c) the amplitudes §0 , ((ﬁ),

(61 2 /)
kl'( + kl)v

(2.57)
(2.58)

and {é%) of the principal correlation lengths. The former
amplitudes (a) are universally related to A; and A, [13],

As/Dy = P, = universal , (2.59)
D1A;2A;177/(d'/) = P; = universal, (2.60)
B/(A1A3) = —W; = universal, (2.61)

where Wi = limy_,0 OW_(y)/dy. Such relations hold
also for the isotropic system with primed amplitudes
Ay, AL, DY, D), B’ (seel (3.51) - 1(3.53) and Egs. (3.10),
(3.11), and (A12) of [13, [78]) where the universal bulk
constants P», P, and W7 of the isotropic system are the
same as for the anisotropic system in the same universal-
ity class. This is an important ingredient of multiparam-
eter universality. Among the amplitudes (c), there are
only d — 1 independent amplitudes because of the uni-
versal relations (2.27), 231)), and 247). In addition,
the knowledge of d(d — 1)/2 nonuniversal parameters de-
termining the directions of e(®) is necessary. Altogether
there are d(d + 1)/2 + 1 independent nonuniversal pa-
rameters determining the bulk correlation function. The
hypothesis of two-scale-factor universality states [44] that
the correlation function near T, is fully determined once
the two thermodynamic amplitudes A; and As have been
chosen. Our results show that the knowledge of A; and
Ao and of the universal quantities Q1, P>, P3, W7 is not
sufficient: According to (Z27), the amplitude A; deter-

mines only the product HZZI f(()i) but not each factor

5(()1) separately that would be needed in ([Z42]) above
T., thus the hypothesis is not valid for the subclass of
weakly anisotropic bulk systems. A natural consequence
is the violation of two-scale-factor universality also for
confined systems (Sec. IV). Our conclusion is not in con-
flict with the early proofs of two-scale-factor universality
for bulk systems [41-44] since these proofs were given
only for isotropic systems. Also the derivation in [22,(32]
was based on the assumption of a single bulk correlation
length &, that does not exist in anisotropic systems.



Nevertheless, as pointed out in [11, [13], some degree
of universality is maintained for the bulk properties of
anisotropic systems: The critical exponents and the func-
tions W4 (z), ®4(z,y), and X4 (y) are the same as those
of isotropic ¢* theory and are independent of the coupling
ug, of the lattice spacing, and of the higher-order mo-
ments Bagys ete. of the ¢ lattice theory. We anticipate
that they would also remain independent of higher-order
couplings, such as those of ©® terms if such terms were
included in the p* Hamiltonian. Furthermore the same
principal axes and correlation lengths can be obtained
from ¢* models on various lattices with a large variety of
different couplings. (For a few examples see Sec. IX of
[13].) This means that a large number of members in the
subclass of anisotropic p? models have the same asymp-
totic bulk correlation functions and amplitude relations
near T, if they have the same nonuniversal parameters
(a)-(c) specified above. This prediction can be tested by
MC simulations for ¢?* lattice models [56, 60)].

We hypothesize that this kind of multiparameter univer-
sality is valid not only for all ¢* lattice models but quite
generally for all other systems in the subclass of weakly
anisotropic systems of the (d,n) universality classes pro-
vided that the parametrization (ii) is used for reasons
of consistency with (227)-(231]), i.e., that a reduced
anisotropy matrix of such systems is constructed accord-
ing to (Z41)), with X expressed in terms of 5(()1) / {é’? ac-
cording to ([Z.20), and with U and U~! determined by
the unit vectors e(® defining the principal axes. Such
systems include the O(n)-symmetric spin models with
the Hamiltonian

SRS 8, s, (26
i,j i

with 8 = 1/(kpT) where the n-component spin variables
S; have a fixed length Sf =1. Forn=1,8S;,=0;, = +1
denote the discrete variables of the Ising model. We take
this model for testing our hypothesis.

An appropriate quantity is the ratio of the bulk correla-
tion functions at criticality along two different principal
directions « and S which, according to (2I9), (Z30),
Z34), and [2.42), p* theory predicts to have the large-x

behavior
d—2+n (d—2+m)/2
() (o)
Gy(x'*,0,0) <Ix |> — <A_a> (2.63)
As
o d—2+
€62 /6621 (2.64)

Gp(x(®,0,0) \ |x(®)|

for general d and n and arbitrary short-range interac-
tions. The basic question is whether this general result
is valid for anisotropic systems beyond the ¢* theory.

We consider the anisotropic d = 2 Ising model on a square
lattice with different positive nearest-neighbor (NN) cou-
plings in the “horizontal” and “vertical” directions, de-
noted by Ky = 28J) and Ky = 23J, respectively. The
principal directions 1 and 2 are parallel to the Cartesian
axes. This implies Uygng = 1 and Alsing = Xlsing. An
exact analytic result by Wu |17] is available for the crit-
ical bulk correlation function Gismg of this Ising model.

The large-x behavior of the ratio of the critical correla-
tion functions G?mg along the principal directions 1 and
2 is obtained from Egs. (1.7), (1.11), and (5.7) of [17]
and from Egs. (5.2) and (5.9) in chapter XTI of [18] as

arma,0,0) (0N [aez2ya -]
Gising (X(2), 0, 0) |x(2)| o (1 — Z%c)(l + Z%c)
(2.65)
= [sinh(48.J))/ sinh(48.J,)]"/® (2.66)
— (601 /02) (2.67)

with z1. = tanh(28.J)), 2. = tanh(28.J1) where §; =
&oit™", © = 1,2 denote the correlation lengths above T,
of the Ising model for the ”rectangular lattice” employed
n [23]. In deriving ([2366) from (2.65) we have used the
condition of criticality [23] sinh(40..J)) sinh(45.J1) = 1.
Eq. (Z61) then follows from the relation |23]

€01/&02 = [sinh(4B.J))/ sinh(48.J . )]*/2. (2.68)
In ([2Z67) and (2.68) the asymptotic amplitudes of the
"true” correlation lengths are employed as defined in 23]
through the exponentially decaying part of the correla-
tion function [23,79-81]. We conjecture that the ratio of
these amplitudes is identical with the ratio of the corre-
sponding second-moment principal correlation lengths of
the anisotropic Ising model.

Applying the result (Z.64) for the ¢* theory to the (d =
2,n = 1) universality class with 7 = 1/4 we indeed find
exact structural agreement between (2.64) and ([2.67)) in
the parametrization (ii) of both models. This constitutes
a nontrivial analytic confirmation of our hypothesis of
multiparameter universality.

We further comment on this issue by considering the
d = 2 ¢* lattice model with the same NN couplings
on the square lattice, i.e., K, = J||/d2, K, = J./a*
in the “horizontal” and “vertical” directions, respec-
tively. This corresponds to the diagonal anisotropy ma-
0 Jyo
0,Ay = 2J1 > 0 and det A(gq—p) = 4J)JL. The corre-
sponding correlation-length amplitudes are denoted by

trix A(g—g) = 2 ) , with eigenvalues A, = 2J >

§(|J‘ I §0L+ for the ¢* model. The reduced anisotropy ma-
trix is

- Jy ) J)Y?
Ayeoy = (( ||/OL) (JL/3|)1/2) (2.69)

(@ 0 | (2.70)
0 ot /€0
where we have used

S /6 = (/M) = () T0)?
according to (Z.19). Egs. (269) and (270) correspond to

the representation (i) and (ii), respectively. Eqs. (271)
and (2.68) demonstrate that ratios of correlation lengths
have, in general, a different dependence on the couplings

(2.71)



for different models. Such a difference was already noted
in [15, 130] between the ¢* and Gaussian models and the
d = 2 Ising model. This implies that Eq. (6.7) of [82]
derived from (? theory is not generally valid for lattice
O(n) spin models with finite n. Likewise, the correlation
functions ([2:63) and (Z65) have a different dependence
on the couplings J)|, J.. Thus our example confirms that
in constructing the appropriate matrix A according to
(ZA4T) for applications to bulk theories beyond the *
theory, representation (ii) should be used as was done

previously [11, [13] in the context of (Z27)-(2.3T]).

In summary, multiparameter universality means that all
systems of a given bulk universality class having the
same amplitudes Al, Ag, the same principal axes, and
the same ratios § /50 of the principal correlation-
length amplitudes should have the same bulk correlation
functions ([2.40)), (Z42), 251, and ([Z53]) and bulk rela-
tions (227)-(231]). We emphasize, however, that scaling
forms satisfying multiparameter universality still have a
nonuniversal character as they are functions of nonuni-
versal correlation-length amplitudes. For example, the
ratios (2:63) and (Z60) are nonuniversal quantities. In
particular Gy 7 is predicted to have a nonuniversal alge-
braically decaying x-dependence below T, due to Gold-
stone modes for n > 1, (Z53), and G at criticality for
general n [83] where, according to (240),

Dy ®,(0,0)

Gb(X,0,0) = —
x- (U-1A " Ux)| =202

(2.72)

exhibits a directional nonuniversality through U({e(®})

no matter what kind of representation of X™~ is used,
with different system-dependent amplitudes along differ-
ent principal axes.

The hypothesis of multiparameter universality can be
tested by MC simulations of spin and ¢* models and by
measurements in real systems. For this purpose the iden-
tification of the principal axes and correlation lengths is
necessary. While an analytic identification is easily done
for p* models owing to the tractability of the term k- Ak,
no general approach to an analytic construction of the
principal axes and correlation lengths has been developed
for fixed-length spin models with lattice anisotropy. For
example, for the case of the d = 2 Ising model with NN
interactions on an anisotropic triangular lattice |23, 29],
only a conjecture for the true correlation lengths &; along
the three directions ¢ of the bonds is known.

We suggest that the scaling forms (L), (2:30), and ([2.72)
can be taken as the basis for identifying the principal axes

e(® and the correlation lengths §0 | from a comparison
with measurements or MC simulations of the bulk corre-
lation function. This information then suffices to deter-
mine the matrix A({{é‘j‘r) e(@}) as well as the mean cor-
relation length oy of the corresponding system through
220)-(223) and ([241). These quantities are needed for
a comparison of MC data with the predictions of our
finite-size theory (Secs. IV-VI). It would be interesting
to compare in more detail our exact results (L6, 230),

(Z40), [256), and Z72) for the (n = 1,d = 2) ¢* model
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with the exact results for the correlation function of the
anisotropic d = 2 Ising model [17-20].

It was noted in [13] that a reduced anisotropy matrix
A — AP [ (det ASP™)H/ can be defined for a fixed-
length spin model ([2.62]) in terms of the second moments

N
A = N7 (i — mja) (wip — 258) K", (2.73)
1,j=1

analogous to (2.2)). It would be interesting to investigate
in which cases the eigenvectors eizi)n of AP correctly
describe the exact principal axes of the correlation func-
tion of fixed-length spin model at large distances. This is
obviously the case for lattices and interactions with or-
thorhombic symmetry. It is also the case for the d = 2
Ising model discussed in Sec. II. E which does not have
orthorhombic symmetry. We conjecture that this may be
the case even for a larger class of non-orthorhombic inter-
actions. This would facilitate the analytic determination
of the principal axes of such spin models. An interesting
candidate for this investigation is the d = 2 anisotropic
Ising model studied in [23, 29] for which no exact ana-
lytic result has been given for the principal axes in terms
of the NN couplings K.

C. Amplitude of the bulk free energy density

In the following we present explicit results for the am-
plitude of fs,(¢,0) = Sib( ) of the anisotropic system
for general n above and below T, and identify the length
&), within the minimally renormalized isotropic ¢'* the-
ory. First we consider fl;ﬂ;(t) = f,(t,0) which can be
taken from the one-loop results I (3.15) and I (3.20) for

isotropic systems after the replacement ug — uyg, i.e.,
() = —nAg (ro —roc)?/ (d €) + O(uf), (2.74)
fis®) = =[=2(ro — r0c)]*/ (64up)
— Ag [2(r0 — 10)]Y?/(d €) + O(up),(2.75)

with the geometrical factor A4, I (3.7)) and with the

critical value of rq [, 13]

me = —d(n+2)u [ BRI 100 (270)
— i+ 2 | PRO) 06, (277)

/ = (detA)l/Q/ (det A) 1/21'[/ " dko (2.78)
/ 71'/0.

We see that rg. is affected by the anisotropy according
o ([ZT6) but is invariant under the shear transforma-
tion. The advantage of the transformed system is that
its renormalizations can be taken from bulk theory for
isotropic systems [1] provided that they are expressed in
terms of the renormalized counterparts

u' = ALy (W) 2 (W €) P uy,

v = Zu(u,e) " (ro — roc)

(2.79a)
(2.79b)



of the transformed four-point coupling ug, (2.10), and of
ro—7roc- The singular part fgj; given in its unrenormalized

form (2.74)) and (2.75]) will be denoted by 8 f;(ro—roe, up)-
Then the renormalized counterpart is defined as

f]l%,b(rlvulhu) = 5fl;(ZT’T/7IUJEZU’Z;’QA;IU’I)
— (1/8)p~r"?AgA(v',e) . (2.80)

The renormalization constants are the same as given
in T (3.25) with u replaced by «/. This implies that
the SB-function B, (u',¢) yields, through the condition
Buw (u'*,e) = 0, the fixed point value w* = u* which
is identical with the known fixed point value u* of ordi-
nary isotropic ¢* theory [10, [13]. Consequently the crit-
ical exponents of the anisotropic system are those of the
isotropic system. The same renormalization constants
will be employed in the finite-size theory in Sec. IV. The
subsequent steps are parallel to those of isotropic bulk
theory [1, 13]. The reference length p~! is chosen as

~1 =& (a0, ug, det A) (2.81)

= [a1Q exp / —CT e CTE)( v) du”)}m (2.82)

with @’ = Z,.(uv',e)"tag where ([282) is the exact rep-
resentation of the amplitude &), of the second-moment
bulk correlation length within the minimally renormal-
ized ¢’ theory [L,163]. Note that &) is a function of ag
and (det A)~/2yq through o’ and /. Using 228) we
obtain the singular part of the anisotropic system

() = (det A)T2 A = AE[ (2.83)
At = A = Q&Y (2.84)
_ wdv | TV vB(u”) 1/2
=—A4Q {4d+ o }(d tA)~/2 g (2.85)

A== AW_(0) = — Aq (2Q")™

1 1  vB(u") 1/2
X|:64U* + 4d+ 30 ](d tA)” §0+, (2.86)
compare I (3.44) and I (3.45), with the same universal
quantity Q1(d,n) as given in I (3.56). The quantities Q*
and B(u*) are the same as defined in [1]. From (285)
and (2:86) the same universal ratio A~ /AT is obtained
as for the isotropic system as given in I (3.57). We ex-
press fi (t) in terms of the ellipsoidal correlation vol-
ume VCOM( )= V2. (0), 222), with a T-independent
orientation. Together with (24) and (2I8]), the result
2383)-(284) can be written as

t>0,

oo (287

f:t ( ) Ql/ corr( )
b (A7 /AT)Q1/ Vel (1),
which has the same universal form as I (3.59) for isotropic

systems where, however, the spherical volume V7 _ (t)
depends only on a single length scale.

D. Restricted range of validity

For the applications of the ¢* model for finite n the fol-
lowing reservation must be made as indicated already

11

in Sec. VIIL. E of |13]. Consider the rotation in wave-
vector space, q = Uk. It yields an interaction dK(q) =

§K(U~1q) that is diagonalized at O(g?),

d d
= Z /\aqi + Z Baﬁ'yé qaqB9~49s + O(qG)(288)
a=1 a,B,7,0

On the level of mean-field theory, a wave-vector instabil-
ity occurs when the anisotropy parameters are changed
such that one eigenvalue (e.g., A1) or more than one of the
eigenvalues vanish which may correspond to a Lifschitz
point [35] (for an example see Sec. IV. E). The smallness
of A1 in the vicinity of this point implies that some of
the O(q*) terms are no longer negligible, and fluctuation
affects arising from the ugp?* term and O(g*) terms must
be taken into account via a perturbative RG treatment
incorporating a renormalized shifted eigenvalue A\1gp # A1
[35]. Thus the physical instability occurs at a point
AMr = 0 with Ay = A\izp # 0 where A\1.p depends on
the nonuniversal details of the model. Our subsequent
theory is not applicable to this point and to its vicinity
since our renormalizations will be defined with respect to
the ordinary critical point of the isotropic Hamiltonian
H'’ rather than with respect to the point of instability
where A\1g = 0. This implies that, for finite n, the range
of applicability of our theory is restricted not only by
det A > 0, (24), but also by the requirement that the
matrix A is well away from the renormalized wave-vector
instability described above. This is guaranteed if A is re-
stricted to some neighborhood of isotropy (Aiso = ¢ol,
¢o > 0). This is taken into account in the applications
in Sec. IV. C. Our discussion applies also to the exact
result for the ratio of critical bulk correlation functions
@53). TIts range of validity is limited not only by the
requirement A, > 0,Ag > 0 but also by the condition
that the system is away from an instability of the type
discussed above. The reservations made above are not
necessary for the exactly solvable case n — oo (Sec. VI).

E. Predictions for d = 2 Ising and ¢* models

In this section we present predictions for the d = 2 Ising
universality class. We consider the ¢* model at h = 0
near T, on a square lattice with NN couplings K, =
K, = J/a* > 0 and the NNN coupling K4 = J4/a* in
the diagonal (1,1) direction (Fig. 2 (a) of [11] and Fig.
1 of [57]). The anisotropy matrix

A2_2(J+Jd Jy )

Ja  J+Ja (2:89)

has the eigenvalues Ay = 2(J 4 2J3), A2 = 2J and eigen-
vectors ell) = 2-1/2 } el = 2-1/2 < _11> , di-

rected along the diagonals [11]. These eigenvectors are
valid for both J; > 0 and J; < 0. The directions 1 and
2 are parallel and perpendicular to the (1, 1) direction of
the bonds J;. Weak anisotropy requires A, > 0 which
implies J > 0 and J; > —J/2. The principal correlation



lengths §§[a) () = §Oi)|t|_” with géj? = )\(13/25(& have the
ratio given in Eq. (3.31) of [13, 184],

ﬂ_(ﬁ)w’: _[>1  forJ;>0,
@\ =47 <1 forJy<0.

According to (Z40) with d = 2 and n = 1/4 the exact
asymptotic bulk correlation function is

Dy ([X' (Ay ')
[ (Ay )]s €x(t)
with &4 (t) = [0 ()P (1)]"? where B4 (|x/|/£,) is the

universal scaling function of the isotropic system. In
terms of the anisotropy parameter

1 7()\1/)\2)—1iq2—1

(2.90)

Gb(X, t) =

) (2.91)

1/2

= = = 2.92
L+J/Ja (M/X)+1 ¢ +1 (2:92)

the reduced anisotropy matrix reads [13]
A, = (1—3)71/2 (i i) (2.93)

170) = o 290

}<q+q1
2\q—q!

Expressing s and ¢ in terms of the coupling ratio J/Jy or
the correlation-length ratio 5(()2 / 5(()1) corresponds to the
representations (i) or (ii), respectively. They are equiv-
alent within the ©? model near T.. As a special case
we obtain the ratio of the correlation functions at 7T, for
large |x(®)| along the two diagonals according to (2.63)

1/4 1/8
Gb(x(l), O) |X(1)| . J+2Jy (2 95)
Gy(x,0) \ [x] - J o
The predictions (2.91)-(2.953) can be tested by MC sim-
ulations for the d = 2 p* model [60)].

The d = 2 Ising model with the same couplings is called
”anisotropic triangular model” in 23, 25]. Multiparame-
ter universality predicts that the same result for the cor-
relation function G,*"™ is valid as for (Z3I) provided

that 5(()1) and e(® are replaced by the corresponding
quantities of the Ising model. Exact analytic results for

G*"™ are available [20] which yield the same principal di-

rections e(®) as for the ¢* model (i.e., along the diagonals,
see Fig. 1 of |20]). The explicit results of [20] for T' # T,

however, are given in terms of the couplings E; rather
[e3

than principal correlation lengths §§E Jsing Although no

. : Isi .
exact derivation has been given for f) #"9 3 conjecture

can be derived |75] from the conjecture for the true corre-
lation lengths &; above T, along the three directions i of
the bonds of an anisotropic triangular lattice of the Ising
model [23]. Using ¢V /¢P%™9 — [sinh(46.J)]
as obtained from Eqgs. (8) and (9) of [75] and assuming
multiparameter universality we find, in analogy to (2.66)
and (Z67), for the ratio of the correlation functions at
T =T, along the diagonals,

: 1/4
Gismg (x™,0) [ [xM)] —1/4
. = | sinh(45.J 2.96
Giszng(x(z),o) |X(2)| [Sln ( B )} ( )
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with the condition of criticality [16, [25] sinh?®(48..J) +
sinh(45.J) sinh(48.J4) = 1. For small .J; the r.h.s of
@390) is 1+ Jg/(4J), in agreement with ([2.95]) for small
Jq The prediction (2Z.96]) can be tested by extending the
analytic results of [20] for the Ising model to T' = T, or

by extending existing MC simulations for G,*"¢ [59)].

We call attention to the fact that the range of applica-
bility of the ¢* model is different from that of the Ising
model. The eigenvalue A; vanishes for J; = —J/2 corre-
sponding to det A = 0 and s = —1 at which the matrix
[2393) does not exist. The discussion in Sec. II. C sug-
gests an instability in the ¢* model at s;p near s = —1
at which the line of critical points terminates. Thus weak
anisotropy no longer exists in this ¢* model in the range
s < srp and (Z9]) is not applicable to this range. By
contrast, the Ising model with the same couplings [57]
is well behaved and has a smooth line of critical points
down to s = —oo corresponding to Jg = —J [16], as
shown in Fig. 1 of [59], thus the d = 2 ¢* and Ising mod-
els have a fundamentally different phase diagram in the
range —oo < s S —1 corresponding to —J < Jg < —J/2.

This affects, of course, the finite-size behavior in this
regime. In [13] the goal was to use ¢* theory primar-
ily in the range s > 0 in order to explain the MC data
[57) of the critical Binder cumulant of the anisotropic
Ising model for s > 0. In retrospect it is not surprising
that later MC data for the Ising model |59] for negative
s agreed with the theoretical prediction [13] for s 2 —0.6
but not in the range —1.5 < s < —0.6 where p? the-
ory is not applicable. The instability of the ¢* theory
at spp =~ —1 was not taken into account in the inter-
pretation [59, [75] of the disagreement for s < —0.6. In
particular it was not recognized [75] that the matrix A,
233), correctly describes the exact long-distance behav-
ior of Gy, 31)), of the ¢* model for s > sy p, including
the asymptotic shape of the correlation length ellipse of
the ¢* model determined by (257). After substitution
of [Z92) into A, (Z33), the matrix Qa(q), Z94), with
q = §éli) /5(()1) is obtained which has the same form as
A, (r) in Eq. (12) of [75,184]. We predict that the Binder
cumulant of the d = 2 ¢* model differs significantly from
that of the Ising model for s < —0.6. Thus we expect
improved agreement of our prediction [13] for s < 0 with
MC data of the Binder cumulant for the ©* model rather
than for the Ising model. Corresponding MC simulations
for the d = 2 p* model would be desirable. An improved
version of the prediction of |13] is obtained by replacing
the matrix Az(s) of Eq. (8.19) of [13] by the matrices
([T4) and (TH) derived in Secs. IV. B and VII where this
issue is further discussed in the context of multiparame-
ter and two-scale-factor universality.

III. FINITE-SIZE RG APPROACH

In a previous finite-size study of the anisotropic p? the-
ory [13] with finite n, the analysis was restricted to the
case n = 1 in a hypercubic geometry. In the following



we extend this work to general n in a finite rectangular
Ly x Lo - - - xLg block geometry with finite aspect ra-
tios, (L.8)), with applications to Lﬁ 1'% L slab geometry
including the limit L — oo to film geometry at finite
L. Eq. (Z7) implies that the rectangular block with
a volume V = Hi:l L, = Na? is transformed into a
parallelepiped shape with the volume

V' = Nv =V/(det A)Y/? =

HL

a=1,2,....d

(3.1)

L, = Lo /(det A)Y/ ), . (3.2)

with the transformed lengths L/,. The shear transforma-
tion yields the exact relation for the finite system

(6, ho{La}, A) = (det A)"V2fI(t, 1/ (L}, A)(3.3)

as a generalization of the hypercubic case [13]. The as-
pect ratios (L)

pa_L/La_L/Lm pa =1, (3.4)

= L/(det A)1/ (24, (3.5)

with L/, = L’ are left invariant by the shear transforma-
tion. We define the geometric mean of the aspect ratios

d—1

5 [ H pa} 1/(d—1).

a=1

(3.6)

A. Unrenormalized free energy density

The perturbation approach for the model I (2.1) at h =0
is based on the decomposition ¢; = ® + o; into the
lowest-mode (k = 0) amplitude ® and into higher-mode
contributions o; = V'3, e (k). Since the de-
tails are similar to those presented in [1] for isotropic
systems we directly start from the partition function

Z = V"/2&_"/d"‘1>exp{—[H0(<I>2) +f(<§2)]} (3.7)

with the lowest-mode Hamiltonian

Ho(®%) = V|[(ro/2)®2 + uo(®?)?] (3.8)

and the higher-mode contribution
[(®?) = [~ n(N —1)In(2r) + VSo(For(®%), {La}, A)
+ (n - 1)VSO ('FOT((I)2)a {La}a A)} /2 (39)

[see T (4.1)-1 (4.12)]. The sum Sy over the higher modes

can be written as
1 ~

So(r,{La},A) = =Y In3|r+6K(k)|a*}(3.10)
o L3 o] )

A(Ta {La}vA) -
+ /kln{[r—i—éK(k)]d I3

A(r{La},A) = V7Y In{[r + 6K (k))a?}
k

vV 'n(ra?)

(3.11)

/kln{[r +FORM®E).  (3.12)
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Here 0K (k) has the long-wavelength form (Z.I) with the
anisotropic matrix A, (2.2). The summations } ) ,, run
over the k = (k1, ko, ..., kq) vectors of the block geome-
try, with Cartesian components k, = 2mmqy /Lo, Mg =
0,£1,4+2,--- ;& = 1,2,--- ,d in the range —7/a <
ko < m/a. An asymptotically exact calculation of the
function A(r,{Ls},A) for Lo/a > 1, 0 < ra® < 1,
0 < rL2 < O(1), and for finite 0 < p, < oo can be
carried out in a way similar to that in [13]. The result
is expressed in terms of L’ and the reduced anisotropy
matrix A. It reads

A(Ta {La}v A) = L_dgo(Tlea {pa}, A)v
Go(a.Apo}.B) = [ dz = exp [/ (4]

x{ (/) —
The function Ky(y, C) is defined for y > 0 by

K4(y,C) = Z exp(—yn - Cn)

n

where the symmetric d x d matrix C = C({pa},A) has
the elements

(3.13)

541 Ky(z, C)} .(3.14)

(3.15)

Cap = papsiagp- (3.16)
The sum ) runs over n = (ng,n2,...,4) ;Na =
0,+1, ..., +00. The function Go(x, {ps}, A) decays expo-

nentially for large x and is logarithmically divergent for
x — 04. This divergent part can be separated as

go($, {pa}aA) = pdil [1n(4 2) +j0( ,{pa},A)],
(3.17)

Jo(z,{pa},A) = /Ooo dyy ' { exp [—zy/(47%)]

% [ 5 1—d (w/y)d/2 — Ky4(y,C) + 1] — exp(—y)} (3.18)

where the function Jy has a finite limit J5(0, {pa}, A)
for x — 04. From BII), I3), and BI7) we obtain

So(r, {La}, A) = /k m{[r + 6K (k)]a2)}

+VH{I[L?/(47%a®)] + Jo(rL?, {pa},A)}. (3.19)

Note that L', (84, rather than L appears in the ar-
guments of In and of Jy. The next steps are parallel to
those of [1]. This leads to the unrenormalized free energy
density of the anisotropic system in 2 < d < 4 dimensions

Ft AL = FLA(0)

+(det A) Y25 (ro — roe, up, L' {pa}, A) (3.20)
0w = 5{ =20 [ R
+ (ro = 7oc) /k BRO} +0(up), (3.21)

6f/(T0 - r007u107 Llu {pa}u A) =

—%m{(QZ—Z/)n/z/d%’exp[—Heff(@”)}},(g.zz)

—1 %)
/d”@’ = 2w"/2r(g> / d|®'||®'|" 1,
0

(3.23)



with ® = (det A)'/*® and a nonsingular bulk part fl:(}l)s
where v’ = (det A)~'/2a¢. The effective Hamiltonian in
B22) reads
HT(®7) = Hy(®) +TL(@"7) + (n — NI (@7),
(3.24)
~ 2
H®) = V' [(1/2)(ro — r0c)®" + uly (@) | ,(3.25)
. d/2
TL(@7) = —[V'Ag/(de)]rp, (@)
+ (1/2) %0 (@)L {pa}, A),  (3.26)
o d/2
Po(@?) = —[V'Aa/(de)rp(@)"
+ (1/2)%(rhr(®)L7 {pa}, &), (3.27)
with the &' dependent parameters
o (8% = ro — roc + 12u, &', (3.28a)
ror (@) = ro — roc + dup®. (3.28b)

B. Renormalized free energy density

The quantity ¢ f/ in (3:22]) is expressed entirely in terms of
quantities of the transformed isotropic system. Its mul-
tiplicative and additive renormalizations are the same as
for the corresponding bulk quantity 0 f(ro — 7oc, ug) in
Sec. Il since L', po, and A are not renormalized. This en-
sures that the confined anisotropic system has the same
critical exponents as the isotropic bulk system. Thus we
employ the minimal subtraction scheme at fixed dimen-
sion for isotropic systems [63] and define the renormalized
counterpart of §f' in 2 < d < 4 dimensions as

fll%(rla ulv L/a {pa}7 ,Uﬂ A) =
Sf(Zpir, ,LLEZM/Z;?A;IU/, L' {pa},A)
—(1/8)u"r"? Ay A(u, ¢), (3.29)

where u/, 1" are defined in (Z779) and the renormalization
constants Z, (v, €), Zy (W, €), Zy (v, ), and A(u, €) are

the same as in I (3.25) with u replaced by u’. We take the

same choice (Z.81)) for the inverse reference length p~! as

for the bulk theory. The subsequent treatment is parallel
to that in |1]. This leads to

f;%(r/vule/v{pa}aﬂvA) :fll%( (l)v /(l)vL {pa} L, )
+ Aar’ (1)2B'(1)/[2(p)7], (3.30)
with
Fr('(1),u' (1), L' {pa}, A, lps)

- " (L) [T (n/2)] ™' (1) Ha-D/2
2V 2772A¢17l/2

A <mL’>d_<n—1>[ 3 _K]
L) 4d e l4(uLl)):  d

[Fo(wL” {pa}. &) + (0 = )o(i. {pa}. B)|

—% 111{2/0OO dss" 1 exp [— %y ()s® —s }}, (3.31)

14
d/2 41/2
y (1) = (1) (uL)*? Al F1=d)/2
(lp)? w'(1)1/2 7
Ip(t, L', p) = 1221
1/2
=8 [ W OAT PR 0y (1), (333)
IS ds s" Tl exp(—3ys? — s?)

(3.32)

Van(y) = [ dssm T exp(—Lys? —s1) (3.34)
W= B
x{exp /ll/ [2@(1/(1”)) —s}‘%}‘;—f/. (3.35)

The flow parameter [ is determined implicitly by

= () +12 [7"(1)/y'( )} D2 (¥ (1)), (3.36)
!/

0 = e[ [ Gwwn]

with /(1) = v/ = d't, = Z.(v,e) Lag, v/ (1) = u'.
In the regions |y’| > 1 of low and high temperatures far
from T, the flow parameter approaches the bulk choices
[_(t) and 14 (t), respectively

272
[ =
wr={,

The result (B30)-B331) describes the crossover of the
renormalized free energy density fr at finite volume V’
for general n from far below to far above T, including the
critical regime, in agreement with I (4.52) and I (4.81)
for the isotropic case, A = 1. In the bulk limit we obtain

f;%(’l”/(l), ’U/(Z), L/v {pa}v Aa l:u) — f}/%i,b (li:u’ u/(lﬂ:)) (339)

(3.37)

122 = (1)
22 = _9p/(1_)

for T > Ty,

for T < T.. (3.38)

where f]’%i,b is given by the one-loop bulk expressions I
(3.40) and T (3.41), with u replaced by w’.

IV. RESULTS AND APPLICATIONS

A. Finite-size scaling function and multiparameter
universality

In order to derive the asymptotic scaling forms of f! and
of fs we consider the limit of a small flow parameter [ < 1
or [ — 0. In this limit we obtain

u'(1) = u'(0) =" = ut, (4.1)
B(l) = — (v/a) B(u"), (4.2)
(1)) (WP = QT tITVY = Q (L)Y, (4.3)
()= §=&Q [(uL) /" Agu™ ' p =12 (1.4)

where p is defined in (3.6) and where & = ¢ (L'/&), )"
is the scaling variable. Eqgs. (3.32) and (3.3€) imply
asymptotically ulL’ — [ = I(Z,p) where the scaling



function (Z, p) is determined implicitly by

7) = [ZdAd wp 1*d}1/2, (4.5a)
j=iQ [ Agup 142, (4.5b)

These two equations also determine the scaling function
§ = §(&, p). The quantity I, (.33), becomes asymptot-
ically Ir(t, L', p) — lv(&, p) with

in(@,p) =2 — 8 [FuA;' 4" 0,,(5).  (4.6)
Eqgs. (45a)-(.6) have the same form as I (5.5a)-1 (5.6)
which implies that [(Z, p) is the same function as in [1],
but with a different definition of & [see (£9)]. From
B30), B31), and @) - [@G) we derive the asymptotic

scaling form for the isotropic (parallelepiped) system

FR(ru', U {pa} 1, A) —
fs/(ta L/v {pa}v A) = L/idF(ja {pa}; A)

with the scaling function F' given in (@I0) below. In
order to obtain fs for the anisotropic system in block

geometry we use (33), (B3], and (Z2I). This leads to
St L {pa}, A) = L7F (KL /&01) " {pa}, A) - (48)

with the same scaling function F' as in (A7) and (@I0)
where now the scaling variable is expressed in terms of the
mean correlation-length amplitude 4 and the physical
length L. The equivalence of both representations is due
to the fact that the scaling variable & can be expressed
in two different ways,

t (L))" = t(L/6:)" = 1,

which follows from (Z27]) and E]). The latter form & =
t(L/&4 )Y is more appropriate for f,, @S, since &
and L are observable quantities of the anisotropic system
whereas the quantities £y, and L’ of the transformed
isotropic system are not measurable [85]. The explicit
result for F' reads for 2 < d < 4

(4.7)

(4.9)

PG a) A = - A { by - DB B

Al d
+ v Qo B(u*)/Qa}

+ 5 d—1{ﬁ In [ia/z[r(”ﬂ)]?/n“*lm ﬁ(d—l)/Q}
2 27T2A31/2

~In [2 /Ooo dss"Vexp (— y(#, p)s?/2 — 5*)

1 ~ _
+50(% {pa} A) +

— Jolin {pah. A)} (410)

where p and Jp are defined by (3.8) and (8I]). The cru-
cial information on the anisotropy is contained in Jj via
the sum ([B.I5) with the matrix C({p.},A), B.16). Eq.
(@I0) is valid for general n > 1. It describes the entire
crossover from far below T, to far above T, and permits
us to predict the effect of lattice anisotropy on the free
energy and the Casimir force in the Goldstone-dominated
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low-temperature region as well as in the critical and high-
temperature regions. For finite L and p., F(Z, {pa}, A)
is an analytic function of  near £ = 0, in agreement with
general analyticity requirements.

The bulk part F;"(%) of F(Z,{pa},A) is obtained from
(#I0) in the limit of large |:1c| as

01i"  for T>T,,
{ (A=/ADQ | & |* for T < T,

where Q1 and A~ /AT are the same as those for the
isotropic system given in I (3.56) and I (3.57). This leads
to the scaling form of the excess free energy density and
the critical Casimir force of the anisotropic system

FE(7) = (4.11)

St L {pa}, A) = LTF (2, {pa}, A), (4.12)
F(Z,{pa}, A) = F(i,{pa} A) = F"(2), (4.13)
Feas(t, L, {pa}, A) = LX(2,{pa}, A), (4.14)
X(Z{pa}, A) = (d = DF(Z,{pa} A)

d—1

ZOFE ), A) S

OF (i {pa} 5 s

From previous studies at finite external field |86, [87] we
infer that the extension of (1) and (L) to finite A’ and
h has the structure

PN L {pa}, A) = L'~ F (2,00, {pa}, A), (4.16)

fst h, Li{pa},A) = L™ F(2,3h, {pa}, A), (4.17)
where we have used
WAL )P = b (LJE)P =&, (418)

as follows from (ZIT]) and (2:32)). Thus the same finite-
size scaling function F determines both f! and fs, i.e.,
the shear transformation does not change the structure
of the scaling function but changes the form of its scaling
arguments according to (£9) and (LI8). The dependence
on po and A remains unchanged. As noted for the bulk
properties in Sec. II, there exist two parameterizations
(i) and (ii) of A in terms of the couplings K; ; or of the

ratios of the correlation-length amplitudes géi’.

Comparison with the Privman-Fisher scaling form (L))
shows that fs as given by (L8], (@I0), and ({I7) violates
two-scale-factor universality, as noted already in [10-{14,
31]. In addition to the two nonuniversal metric factors,

Cl — (50-‘4-)71/117 C2 = (50)756/V7

the scaling function F depends on the d(d+1)/2—1 inde-
pendent anisotropy parameters contained in A, contrary
to the requirement that “the metric factors C; and Cs
are the only nonuniversal system-dependent parameters
entering” |22]. For the violation of two-scale-factor uni-
versality it does not matter which parameterizations of
A are used.

(4.19)

Nevertheless, some degree of universality is maintained
in the finite-size scaling function F', ([{I0), in analogy to



multiparameter universality for bulk properties discussed
in Sec. II. Tt is natural to expect that this feature can be
extended to weakly anisotropic confined systems, similar
to the earlier extension of two-scale-factor universality
from isotropic bulk systems [41-44] to isotropic confined
systems [22,132]. In [11,13] it was already hypothesized
that the scaling function F' has universal features in that
it is valid not only for ¢* lattice models but also for
all weakly anisotropic systems with the same geometry,
the same BC, and the same matrix A but no proof for
the validity of this hypothesis was given. As suggested
by the exact confirmation through the results for the
(d = 2,n = 1) universality class in [264) and (Z67)
and for reasons of consistency with the universal valid-
ity of the critical bulk relations (Z27)-(231)) in terms of
correlation lengths, the parametrization (ii) in the form

of A({ﬁéi),e(o‘)}), @41), is required when F, (@10, is
applied to systems other than ¢* models. Employing cor-
relation lengths rather than couplings in the description
of finite-size effects is in line with earlier representations
of F' and X for anisotropic Gaussian, Ising, and spherical
models in film geometry [15, 123, 129, 131], see also Secs. V-
VII. With this specification of A, the previous hypothesis
of restricted universality for confined anisotropic systems
[11, [13] becomes identical with our present unified hy-
pothesis of multiparameter universality for both bulk and
confined anisotropic systems. As long as MC simulations
only of ¢* lattice models [56, 60] are used for testing the
validity of F, (I0), both parametrizations (i) and (ii)
of A can be employed. Support for the validity of multi-
parameter universality comes also from the approximate
agreement between p? theory [13,75] and MC data for
the critical Binder cumulant of an anisotropic Ising model
[57, 59], as discussed in Sec. VII.

For systems with unknown bulk properties a meaningful
analysis of finite-size data is possible only after a study
of the bulk correlation function (Sec. II). The latter pro-
vides the information on the principal correlation lengths
5(()3‘_) and &y needed for plotting of the finite-size data as
a function of the scaling variable depending on &y, . For
a comparison with the theoretical prediction (I0), the
knowledge of the principal axes e(® is required in or-
der to construct the anisotropy matrix A({{é‘f, e(o‘)}),

@A), through U({e(®}) and X({£{%}), @23), enter-

ing the scaling function F'. Examples will be given below.

Similar to the bulk case, we emphasize that the finite-size
scaling form ([I0) satisfying multiparameter universal-
ity still has a nonuniversal character as it is not only
a function of nonuniversal correlation-length amplitudes
through 5\({553‘_) }) but also exhibits a nonuniversal direc-
tional finite-size dependence through U({e(o‘)}) similar
to that of the bulk case discussed in Sec. II, no matter
what kind of representation of X is used. The critical
Casimir amplitude X (0,{p,},A) is the most prominent
example of a nonuniversal quantity of weakly anisotropic
systems (see Fig. 2 below). In conclusion, the custom-
ary claim that the scaling function of the critical Casimir
force depends only on a few general and global proper-
ties is not valid for the subclass of anisotropic systems.
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The numerical confirmation [54-56] of the ”universal”
scaling function X observed experimentally in isotropic
4He [52] was possible only because isotropic XY and ¢*
lattice models [88] were chosen for the MC simulations.
For anisotropic models of the same universality class this
scaling function is changed significantly (Sec. V).

Our results for a finite block geometry with 0 < p, < 00
include the case of a finite Lﬁ_l x L slab geometry by
setting po = p = L/L) = L'/L| > 0,a = 1,....,d —
1 and replacing p by p. The necessary substitution is
given in (L31) and [@32). The case of film geometry is
then obtained by letting p — 0 at finite L where (£.10)
becomes singular at £ = 0 corresponding to an unshifted
film critical point. This case will be separately discussed
in Secs. V and VI. Also the case of cylindrical geometry
can be described by setting Lo = L, =1,...,d —1 and
letting Ly — oo at finite L); this case was treated in
[12,72] and will not be considered further in this paper.

We briefly comment on the result in Eq. (6.10) of [13]
which was restricted to the case n = 1 in hypercubic L%
geometry in 2 < d < 4 dimensions. This result was ex-
pressed in terms of the scaling variable 7 = ¢(L'/&,)*/"
of the transformed system which is equivalent to & =
t(L/&+ )" according to ). As discussed in Sec. V.
H of [1] for the isotropic case, our present result (ZI10)
applied to n = 1 in a hypercubic geometry is a simplified
version of Eq. (6.10) of [13]. Our present result avoids
unsystematic terms which lead to an unreliable temper-
ature dependence well below T, as mentioned in Sec. X.
A of [13], compare Fig. 17 of [13], Fig. 11 of |72], and
Fig. 11 of [1] for slab geometry, see also [89].

B. Two-dimensional anisotropy

At present it is not known how to perform quantitative
finite-size calculations for the ¢* model in two dimen-
sions. It was suggested [13], however, to incorporate a
two-dimensional anisotropy of the type shown in Fig. 11
(a) of |13] in a three-dimensional ¢* model. Here we
generalize and improve this suggestion. Consider a d = 2
©? lattice model with an anisotropy in the 2-y plane de-

a C

scribed by the matrix Ag = < c b > where det Ay > 0

and Ay = Ay/(det Ay)'/2. As an appropriate extension
to d = 3 we define the d = 3 anisotropy matrix

(A 0
A3_( 0 (detA2)1/2)

with det Az = (det A3)?/2. The reduced matrix is

A _ A3 _ AQ 0
57 (det Ag)1/3 0 1

(4.20)

(4.21)

which describes a three-dimensional system where the
two-dimensional anisotropy is incorporated without an
anisotropy in the z-direction. Now d = 3 ¢* theory can



be employed in describing the anisotropy effects in the x-
y planes of this system which are expected to be similar
to those of the d = 2 system. This strategy was success-
fully employed previously [13, [75] for the example of the
Binder cumulant of the anisotropic d = 2 model of Sec.
II. E, (289). This issue is further discussed in Sec. VII.

C. Three-dimensional anisotropy

We consider two types (I) and (II) of anisotropic ¢*

models on a three-dimensional simple-cubic lattice which
have a diagonal and a nondiagonal anisotropy matrix A,
respectively. According to (Z20), the diagonal matrix A
can be represented in both cases as

&

0
0

>l
I

(4.22)

oo
o o

with \; = €2 = (5(()2/5_0”2' The simplest realization of
type (I) is a model with NN couplings K, = K, = K|| =
JH/d2 and K, = K| = JJ_/ZL2 with an anisotropy matrix

Jy 00
Apn=2(0J 0 |, (4.23)
0 J.

with eigenvalues Ay = Ay = 2J) > 0, A, = 2J, > 0 and
det Ay = 8JH2J 1. The eigenvectors are obviously par-
allel to the Cartesian axes. This implies U;) = 1 and
Ay = A We must distinguish two different bulk cor-
relation lengths &, (t) = §(|J‘+t_” and &4 (1) = &t
above T,. The mean correlation-length amplitude enter-

ing the scaling variable &, [@J), is &4 = [(&'L)Q o /3
The reduced anisotropy matrix is

(Jy/T)M? 0 0
A = 0 (Jy/JL)M3 0
0 0 (Jo/Jp)??
(4.24)
(& /6% 0 0
= 0 (G /&)t 0
0 0 (&+/€0,)2°
(4.25)

according to (ZI9). This kind of anisotropy was stud-
ied in [15, 127, 31] where both representations were used.
There exists a large variety of different realizations of this
matrix structure if one allows for additional pair interac-
tions beyond nearest neighbors along the Cartesian axes.
In this case the couplings J) and Jy are replaced by a
sum of couplings without changing the structure of A r).

An example of type (II) is a model with the same NN
couplings as in model (I) and a NNN coupling Kgq =
Ja/a? along the diagonals in the z-y planes, as illustrated
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in Fig. 11 of [13]. The anisotropy matrix is

JH + Jg Ja 0
A(H) = 2 Ja Jy+Ja 0
0 0 JL

(4.26)

The eigenvalues A1 = 2(J)| 4+ 2Jq), A2 = 2J), A3 = 2J1
are positive in the range —% < Ja/J) < o0, Jy>0,JL >
0. There are three different principal bulk correlation
lengths €@ (t) = &t™¥, i = 1,2,3 above T, where we
use the abbreviation & = 5(()2 The mean correlation-
length amplitude entering the scaling variable Z, (@3],
is oy = (515253)1/3. The eigenvectors of A ;) and the
ensuing matrices U and 1_&( 1) are

e L (-1 0
W L] @=L e® =0,
2\ o V2 \ ¢ 1
) 110
U= —[-110 |, (4.27)
2\ 0 02
B 1 s 0
Agpn=[RA-sHY | s10 |, (4.28)
00R
R ERE
E-& &G+& 0
S S 4.29
2(£16265)2/3 0 0 23 (4.29)

with the anisotropy parameter s, (2.92) with J = J), and
190]

Jy 23 2¢2

n J|‘+Jd:/\1 +/\2_€%+§§'

In deriving [#29) we have used (Z39), ({22), and [@27]).

Similar to type (I) models , there exists a large vari-
ety of different realizations of type (IT) models, without
changing the structure of (L.27)-(@29)). The representa-
tion ([#28) is appropriate for MC simulations of the ¢*
model whereas (£29)) is appropriate for other models for

which 5(()2 /& and e need to be identified. Possible
candidates are d = 3 fixed-length spin models with the
same couplings on the same lattice as for the ¢* model
(II). We conjecture that they have the same principal
directions and orthogonal matrix U as in (£27). Our
conjecture is in conformity with the fact that it is valid
for the analogous d = 2 ¢* and Ising models discussed in
Sec. II. E.

(4.30)

D. Quantitative predictions

We consider a finite L9~! x L slab geometry with an
aspect ratio p = L/Lj = L’/Lil. Then the sub-
stitutions P — P gO(xu{pa}vA) — gO(xvaA)u and



Jo(z, {pa}t, A) = To(z,p, A

) must be made with

Go(z, p, )—/OOO dyy‘l{exp [—ay/(4n%)]
x [W/y )42 — p 1 Kq(y, C, )} }
(@ R) = [y {exp [y i)

x [p1 /)~ Kaly, Cp) +1] — eV} (4.32)

(4.31)

Jo

where the symmetric matrix C, has the elements

p2/1aﬁ for «,8 #d,
p4ad for Oé?éd,B:d,
Add for a = d, [3 =d.

(Cplas = (4.33)

For models (I) and (II) we have the structure A =
(13 A?ld) with Agq > 0 and with a (d — 1) x (d — 1)

symmetric (positive definite) submatrix B describing the
anisotropies in the “horizontal planes”. Correspondingly,
0K (k) = 0K (q,p), has the long-wavelength form

d—1

Z Bag qaqs + Aaap® +O(k*). (4.34)
a,B=1

5K (q,p)

The reduced anisotropy matrix A is

A =A/(det A)Y/? = ( B 0 ) , (4.35)

0 Agq

B =B/(det A)/?  Ayy = Agq/(det A)Y 2. (4.36)

This case is described by (I0) and (£32) with the re-
placements

Ka(y,Cp) = Ka—1(p’y,B) K(Aaq y), (4.37)
K@y)=Ki(y,1)= Y exp(—ym?), (4.38)
F(z,{pa},A) = F(Z,p,A), (4.39)

X(&,{pat,A) = X(Z,p,A) = (d— 1)F“(z,p,A)
FOF(T,p,A)  OF(%,p,A)
- ~ - p
v 0T ap

(4.40)

In the following we predict the effect of lattice anisotropy
on the Casimir force scaling function X of models () and
(I1) for several cases.

1. Nonuniversal crossover from below to above T,

For model (I) we use the abbreviation

= (63 /€0, )

corresponding to K| /K| = 752 = (£1/€))? in [27, 0.
We calculate the Casimir force scaling function from

(@I10)-@In), (@32), and (E3D)-(E40), of a system in

Ry =J1/Jj (4.41)

O

\ / .—.— R,;=05| |
(N _ R0:1
-1- N/ _——— R0:1.5 b
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Casimir force scaling function X,
(#40), @I0), @32) for d = 3, n = 2 in a slab geometry
with the aspect ratio p = 1/6 as a function of t(L/&om)"/".
Dashed and dot-dashed lines: anisotropic systems with the
matrix A(I)), #25), and the anisotropy parameter (Z.4I)
with Ry = 1.5 and Ry = 0.5, respectively, with &om = €0+,
@221). Solid line: isotropic systems with Rp = 1 as shown in
Fig. 3 (b) of [1], with &om = &o+-

the (n = 2,d = 3) universality class with the anisotropy
matrix A( 1)- The anisotropy effect for Ry = 0.5 and
Ry = 1.5 on the crossover from far below to far above T,
is shown in Fig. 1 as a function of & = t(L /&) in the
range —15 < & < 15 for p = 1/6. For comparison the
isotropic result for Ry = 1 taken from Fig. 3 (b) of [1] is
also shown. The finite low-temperature values of X are
due to the Goldstone modes [1]. While the position of
the minima remains close to that for the isotropic case
Ry = 1, the depth of the minima as well as the magni-
tudes of the low-temperature Casimir forces are signif-
icantly changed by the anisotropy. Similar anisotropy
effects are predicted by our theory for n =1 and n = 3.
This demonstrates the nonuniversality of the Casimir
force scaling function due to lattice anisotropy both in
the critical and noncritical regions.

2. Change of sign of the critical Casimir amplitude
due to anisotropy

From (@35al)-([@I0) and [@40) we obtain the Casimir am-

plitude in slab geometry at T,

X(0,p,A) = (d—1)F(0,p,A) — pdF (0, p, A)/Op, (4.42)
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Casimir amplitude at T for d = 3,

n =1, (£42)-(@45), with the anisotropy matrix A ;r), (@28),

in a cubic (p = 1) geometry, (a) as a function of s, (292,
for R = 0.9,1,1.1 and (b) as a function of R, ([@30)), for
s =0,04,0.6. X(0717A(H)) vanishes for the isotropic case
s =0, R =1 but not for the anisotropic case s # 0, R > 1.

F(0,p,A) = p*!

« { — " 9o (0)] [? + 144(”d‘€ D) (ﬁ _ 3%)]

n. |12 [(n/2)7" 1
Ty l 2472 9., (0) 1 — {5 P("/‘l)}

1, = -1 - -
192 = 120" A1%0,,(0) pld= D12, (4.44)
U2,n(0) = T'((n+2)/4)/T(n/4). (4.45)

From previous analytic and numerical work [65, [72] it
is known that the Casimir amplitude at T, of isotropic
systems vanishes in a cubic geometry, i.e., for p = 1. The
Casimir amplitude at T, has received particular attention
in the literature because of its alleged universality. It was
claimed that it depends only on a few general and global
properties of the system such as the bulk and surface
universality classes of the phase transition, the system
shape, and the boundary conditions. In [65] ”a general
argument” was given that the Casimir force vanishes at
T. for p = 1 and becomes repulsive in periodic systems
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for p > 1. In the following we show that this is not
generally valid for weakly anisotropic systems.

For the example of model (I1), we show in Fig. 2 the
effect of the anisotropy on X, (£42)-([@43), in the n = 1
universality class in a cubic geometry for two cases: (i)
fixed R = 0.9,1,1.1 in the range —0.6 < s < 0.6 for
Z = 0,p =1, (ii) fixed s = 0,0.4,0.6 in the range
05 < R < 15 forz = 0,p = 1. We see that both
anisotropy parameters s and R affect the sign of the crit-
ical Casimir amplitude in a cubic geometry. In particular,
it does not vanish but becomes attractive (negative) for
R > 1,p = 1,T = T, and, by continuity, remains at-
tractive for R > 1,p 2 1,T = T,. Clearly the absence or
presence of a NN or NNN coupling is a microscopic detail.
We conclude that our results invalidate the claim that
the critical Casimir amplitude does not depend on mi-
croscopic details. For this conclusion it does not matter
which kind of representation is chosen for the anisotropy
parameters s and R.

3. Change of sign of the low-temperature Casimir
amplitude due to anisotropy

It is of interest to present the analytic form of F'** and
X based on (II0) in the region well below T, (—Z > 1).
The derivation is sketched in Appendix C of [1] for the
isotropic case. For the anisotropic case, the correspond-
ing result can be obtained from I (5.14)-I (5.16) after

replacing Go(z, p) and Jo(z, p) by Go(, p, A), (3T and
Jo(z, p, A), [@32), respectively.

As discussed in [1] for the isotropic case, the low-
temperature behavior differs fundamentally depending
on wether Goldstone modes are absent (n = 1) or present
(n > 1). For n = 1 we obtain the leading behavior for
large negative &

X (@0, A) ~ g (1)~ (2/v) /0
~p 9/0p| Go((217] @), p, A) (4.46)
with a vanishing low-temperature limit
lim X (Z,p,A) =0. (4.47)

T——00

For n > 1, p > 0, X has the following finite low-
temperature limit in a finite volume

X(—00,p,A) =
—[(n—1)/2] p*[1 + p0To(0, p, A)/Dp]. (4.48)

where A({{é%),e(o‘)}), ([258), may be used. The finite

value of X (—o0, p, A) reflects the effect of the long-range
fluctuations induced by the Goldstone modes. From
([#48) we obtain the amplitude per component in the
large-n limit in agreement with the exact result ([G.I3]).
We note that ([@48), divided by n — 1, is not identi-
cal with the Gaussian critical amplitude X (0, p, A)/n,
(A29)), unlike the case of film systems for n > 1 (Sec. V).
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Low-temperature Casimir amplitude
X_(—00,p, A1) = Xo(p), @AR), divided by n— 1, with the
matrix (£28) and anisotropy parameters s, ([292)), and R,
(#30), in a d = 3 slab geometry as a function of the aspect
ratio p. Solid line: isotropic systems with s = 0, R = 1 (Fig.
5 of |1]). Dashed and dot-dashed lines: anisotropic systems
with s = 0.5,R =1 and s = 0.5, R = 1.1. X(p) vanishes at
different values of p depending on the anisotropy parameters.
These curves are exact for n — oo, see (G13)).

For the example of model (II), a comparison of the am-
plitude (£48) divided by n — 1 for isotropic (solid line)
and anisotropic systems (dashed and dot-dashed lines) is
shown in Fig. 3 where the amplitude is plotted for d = 3
as a function of the aspect ratio p. According to (£.48)
our theory predicts a vanishing of the low-temperature
Casimir amplitude for general 1 < n < oo in a slab ge-
ometry if the condition

is satisfied. This condition is approximate for finite n but
becomes exact in the limit n — oo according to ([G.I3]).
For finite n, we expect model-dependent corrections at
low temperatures in a more complete theory. The de-
pendence on A implies that the anisotropy has a signif-
icant macroscopic effect: it may affect the sign of the
Casimir force in finite systems at low temperatures. The
Casimir force vanishes in the isotropic case at p = 0.8567
(solid line in Fig. 3) whereas in the anisotropic exam-
ples considered in Fig. 3 it vanishes at the nonuniver-
sal values p = 0.9237 (dashed line) and p = 0.9683
(dot-dashed line), respectively. We conclude that the
low-temperature Casimir amplitude X (—oo,p, A) is a
nonuniversal quantity for which lattice anisotropy plays
a significant role. Our quantitative predictions can be
tested by MC simulations for spin models in the XY
(n = 2) and Heisenberg (n = 3) universality classes.

V. PERTURBATION THEORY FOR FILM
GEOMETRY

Our lowest-mode separation approach is not applicable
to an 00?1 x L film geometry where no single lowest
mode exists. For this reason the scaling functions for
isotropic film systems were derived in [I] by taking the
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film limit p — 0 at fixed L. Here we show that the same
result is obtained by renormalized perturbation theory in
the sense of an expansion around bulk mean field theory
based on the decomposition

pj =My +s; (5.1)
where M,,, ¢ is the the bulk mean-field order parameter.
The result is expected to be identical with the film limit
p — 0 of the results of Sec. IV. In comparison to previous
work for films at finite n with periodic BC [15, 46, (50, 64],
the progress achieved here is the derivation of the scaling
functions for general n below T, and the description of
anisotropy effects above and below T.

Using the decompostion (5.1]) we obtain the free energy
density of the film system at A = 0 in one-loop order as
1 2 4
feitm (¢, L) = sroMp, ¢ +uo M,

2
In(27) 1 mf =
sy +ZZP: /q {[r7" + 6K (q,p)]

n

+

2;1 3 / {7 + 6K (q,p)) + Oluo) (5.2)

with k = (q,p). Here fq is a (d — 1) dimensional integral
with finite lattice cutoff [see ([2.78))]. The one-dimensional
sum Zp runs over p = 2rm/L,m = 0,%+1,+2, ... up to
+7/a. No spurious Goldstone divergence of the film free
energy arises at our level of approximation due to the
continuous mode spectrum with respect to the horizontal

wave vector q. At h = 0, we have M7, = 0, ri”f =
Pt = 1 for rg > 0 and M2, = —ro/(4ug), 1" =

—279, r%nj = 0 for 79 < 0, respectively. This leads to the
excess free energy density for n > 1,d > 1
film

ot LAY = gAmm(ro,L,A)—l- O(uo), (5.3)

er,— 1
ffil;n (tv Lv A) = 5 At’ilm(—QTo, L, A)
n—1
2

+ Atitm (0, L, A) + O(up),(5.4)
where the function Ag, (19, L, A) is defined in T (6.5).
These expressions are singular at 7o = 0 for finite L
corresponding to an unshifted film critical point. In an
exact theory, an L-dependent critical value 7o giim (L)
corresponding to 0 < T¢ fim(L) < T should occur for
n=1d>2 forn=2d>3, and for n > 2,d > 3.
Our one-loop approximation does not capture this L-
dependent shift. Similarly, no such a shift was captured
in earlier work [15, 46, 150, 64]. For an exact calculation
of this shift in the large-n limit for d > 3 see Sec. VI.

The shear transformation discussed in Sec. II preserves
the film geometry except that the thickness L is trans-

formed to a different thickness L of the transformed
isotropic film which is given by Eq. (2.48) of [15]. Con-

trary to naive expectation, it is not L but rather [10]

L=[(A"")aa"?L (5.5)



that will appear in all results for the excess free energy
for film geometry. Here (A~1)4q denotes the dth diago-
nal element of the inverse of the matrix A. The length L
represents the distance between those points on the op-
posite surfaces in the transformed film system that are
connected via the periodicity requirement |10, [15].

It is of interest to first consider the low-temperature limit
r9 — —oo which has nothing to do with critical phenom-
ena and for which no RG theory is necessary. Since the
longitudinal part of (5.4) decays exponentially, f;’~ van-
ishes for n = 1 in this limit. For n > 1 the Goldstone
modes yield a finite amplitude [compare (AI8]), T (5.32]
n—

_ 1
lim f;zzl;n (t, L, A) = T Afilm (0, L, A) (56)

= —(det A)"V2L~(n — 1) 7~ ¥2T(d/2)¢(d), (5.7)

where L > @ is assumed. Employing the physical length
L of the original anisotropic film we obtain the low-
temperature Casimir amplitude

Xeiim,—o(A) = —L% lim 9[Lf557]/0L
TO—>—00

= —[(A™ M)~ ? (n = 1)(d = )m~**I(d/2)¢(d) (5.8)

for n > 1,d > 1 with (A=1) g = (det A)Y4(A~1)gq. We
hypothesize, in the spirit of multiparameter universality,
that the result (5.8) derived within the ¢* theory is more
generally valid for weakly anisotropic O(n)-symmetric
film systems with periodic BC in the low-temperature

limit after the substitution of A({ﬁé%), e(@}), [Z55). We
indeed obtain from (5.8]) the correct Casimir force ampli-
tude per component in the large-n limit in agreement
with the exact result (6I8) and I (6.16). We recall, how-
ever, that (B.8) has been derived within a one-loop ap-
proximation. For finite n we expect model-dependent
corrections to (5.8). Eq. (58), divided by n — 1, is iden-
tical with the Casimir amplitude X, (0, A)/n, (A23),
of the Gaussian film system at T, compare I (5.33).

Now we turn to the temperature dependence. For L/a >
Lo < ar'? 1,0 < Lrt/2 < O(1) the function
Atitm (r, L, A) is given by

Agitm (1, L, A) = (det A)fl/ind Go sitm (TZQ)v (5.9)

as follows from (A10Q),(AIS), compare also I (6.6) for

the isotropic case. To obtain the correct scaling form
it is necessary to renormalize fiE(t, L, A). First we
may replace 1o by rg — 7o in the spirit of perturbation
theory up to O(1). The resulting quantity will be denoted
by ffeifr’j(ro — Toe, ug, L, A). Tt is related to ff'flféi(ro —
Toe, Uh, L', A) of the transformed isotropic film system by

==
ffi[mm (TO — T0c, U0, La A)

= (det A) Y2 f0E (1 —

film

Toe, Uy, L', A). (5.10)

X

The quantity ff/fln’li has no additive pole terms for e — 0
and is multiplicatively renormalizable with the same bulk
Z factors as used in Sec. II. C. The renormalized film
excess free energy density of the transformed system is

rex,+ T A
R,film(’r , U aL 7,UJ5 A)

= fio (Zo! 1 2 Z P A LR (5.11)

- Jfilm
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for 2 < d < 4 [compare [B:29)]. After integration of the
RGE we choose the flow parameters I and [_ according
to (B38) which leads to

lex,+

_ n~_ ~
R,film(T/’ u/’ L/a Hy A) = EL dgo,film (:uzl-zl-LQ) ) (512)

f}lsl}:q;m(’r/a ’U,/, L/v ,lL, A)

P -
== [gO,film (u2l2,L2) + (n—1) Go, fitm (0)}, (5.13)
L=[(AY)a' 2L, (5.14)

with L' = L/(det A)Y/49)_ The choice p~! = &) [see

(Z8T)] implies the scaling variable t(L/&, )"/ for the
transformed isotropic film system. Neglecting nonasymp-
totic corrections to scaling we obtain the scaling form of
the excess free energy of the transformed isotropic film
and of the original anisotropic film, respectively,

ex,+ — ex,+ [~ A
Il%,film =L deilm (T1,A), (5.15)
er,t — ex,t /~ A
ot = LT (80, A). (5.16)

Here the scaling variable £, can be expressed in two
different ways, similar to the case of block geometry,

g1 = t(L/E ) =t(L/E)",
oy = (A )ad &

where ([BI8) follows from (). The appropriate scal-
ing variable for the anisotropic film is ¢(L /&g )*/” whose
natural reference length §0l+ turns out to be the ampli-
tude of the bulk correlation length £4) = 53;1%‘” above
T, in the dth direction, i.e., in the direction perpendic-
ular to the film boundaries. This interpretation follows
from considering the bulk correlation function [234) by
choosing x as Xe = Ze€d, €4 = (0,...,0,1) in the dth
direction. Requiring

(5.17)
(5.18)

N PUxe| /€4 = [l /€a) (5.19)

we obtain

A2 Uxe| = [(A?Uxe) - (AU, )] /2

= [xe - (A7 "%e)]Y/2 = [eq - (A" eq)]/?[ze|  (5.20)

Thus (EI9) yields
1/&q). According to ([221)) this is

Wllere eq - (1&_718(1) = (Afl)dd.
(A Naa)' /2 /&4 =

equivalent to
oy = (AN aa V2 &0y = [(Afl)dd]fl/%éw (5.21)

which confirms (A22) and the interpretation given
above. Obviously §0L+ is a nonuniversal quantity whose
magnitude depends on the orientation of the film bound-
aries relative to the ellipsoidal shape of the correla-
tion volume. The latter is determined by the intrinsic
anisotropy which is totally unrelated to the film orienta-
tion. In contrast to L and &), the physical lengths L
and foﬁ of the anisotropic systems are directly measur-
able quantities.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Scaling function Xt in a film (oo2 X
L) geometry (p = 0) as a function of ¢(L/&os)"" for n = 2.
Solid line: isotropic system from Fig. 8 (d) of |[1] with &y =
ot Dashed line: from (5:22)-(25) with the matrix A (p),
(#258), and the anisotropy parameter Ro = 1.5, (@41), with
fof = &5, (BI8). Dot-dashed line: vortex-loop theory [50]
without anisotropy effect. MC data for the d = 3 isotropic
XY model from [56] for p = 0.01.

From (B.12)-(EI6) we obtain the scaling functions of the

anisotropic film system

Fgpb@L,A) =

(AN ™2 it (1)

film,iso

—~
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the scaling functions

ex ~ X n %2V ~2u
Fi (&1, A() = 5 Lo Go.gitm (Q g ), (5.24)

Fifo (@0, Awm) = (1/2) Ro {Goan Q7281

+(n—1) go,mm(o)}, (5.25)
[compare T (5.29) and I (5.30)] with the critical and the
low-temperature Casimir amplitudes, respectively,

Xtitm,e = nRo Go,ritm (0),
Xtitm,0 = (n — 1)Ro Gotitm (0).

We illustrate these results by comparing in Fig. 4 the
Casimir force scaling function ijf.lm of isotropic systems
(solid line) with that of anisotropic systems (dashed line)
obtained from (B.24) and (525) for Ry = 1.5 and n = 2.
Also shown are MC data for the isotropic d = 3 XY
model from [56] for p = 0.01. The anisotropy causes
a sizable nonuniversal effect on the shape of the scaling
function X that should be detectable in MC simulations.
Correspondingly we predict that the ”universal” Casimir
force scaling function observed in isotropic superfluid 4He
films [52] and calculated in isotropic XY and * models
with Dirichlet BC [46, 5356, 161, 164] is different from the

scaling function of weakly anisotropic models with the

5.22pame BC in the same bulk universality class.

Feas fiim(t, L,A) = L™ [(Afl)ddrd/2 X$m7iso(53L)(5-23)'I’he structure of (5.22) and (E23)) becomes exact in the

ex,+ + . .
where Fy; =, and Xgy o are the scaling functions of

the isotropic film given by I (5.29)- I (5.31) which here,
however, have a different scaling argument = that is af-
fected by anisotropy. Eq. (5:23)) contains (5.8]) as the lim-
iting case #, — —oo. The different behavior of F&*

film,iso
and ijf-lmyiso forn =1 and n > 1is discussed in [1]. The
scaling functions of the anisotropic film are described in
terms of the same function Go g, that appears also in
the isotropic case [1]. This is the consequence of the
fact that the shear transformation preserves the film ge-
ometry, but with a changed thickness determined by the
anisotropy. In conclusion, even for the idealized co? ! x L
film geometry the Casimir force scaling function is af-
fected by up to d(d+1)/2—1 nonuniversal anisotropy pa-
rameters, in addition to the thermodynamic length scale
&), contained in 7. In particular, the critical Casimir

amplitude COX$m7i50 (0) with the nonuniversal prefactor

Co = [(A1)44]"%? is a nonuniversal quantity, in con-
trast to the universal number X, in (L3 predicted by
two-scale-factor universality [22]. With the parametriza-
tion (ii) of A({e(®}, {581)}), multiparameter universal-
ity replaces two-scale-factor universality for anisotropic
film systems. As noted in [1], our theory does not yield
reliable results for d — 2. In particular it does not repro-
duce the results obtained for the d = 2 anisotropic Ising
model in a (oo x L) strip geometry [23, [29, [91]].

As an application to d = 3 we consider model (I) with
the anisotropy matrix A, @24), and the anisotropy

parameter Ry, (£41]). Since [A&;]gg = Ro_2/3 we obtain

large-n limit for d < 3 (see |10] and (GI7), (GI8]) be-
low). The results (516)-([E.27) are expected to be reli-
able for |¢|(L/& )Y 2 O(1) for d = 3 as supported by
the comparison of our isotropic theory with the MC data
for p < 1 in Fig. 4. Close to T¢, however, they exhibit
the following shortcomings: (i) for n = 1 and n = 2 they
do not capture an L-dependent shift of the film critical
temperature Tep(L); (ii)) for n = 1 and n = 2, they do
not reproduce the correct analytic form of the weak sin-
gularities that are expected [55] for Ising- and XY-like
film systems at Tes; (iii) a singular (cusp-like) behavior
of Fi¥ at 7, = 0is present in (5.24)) and (5.25) even for
n > 2, d = 3 where no singularity at all should exist at
finite T in film geometry. These shortcomings also exist
in isotropic theories of the Casimir force in film geometry
with periodic BC [15, 146, 150, 64]. They are avoided in
our lowest-mode separation approach where no artificial
singularities are present (Fig. 1). For a comment on the
dot-dashed curve in Fig. 4 see Sec. VII.

VI. LARGE-n LIMIT

The exact treatment of the ¢* theory in large-n limit
provides an important test for approximate results at fi-
nite n. Here we extend previous exact results [1, [10, [13,
72,192, 193] by incorporating the results of the preceding
sections with regard to anisotropy effects. The singular
part fs of the exact free energy density per component
f = lim, ,oo f/n of the p* lattice model in the limit



n — oo at fixed ugn in a block geometry reads
A _(ro—rodx™'  X7?
Fot:{La}, A) = 8ugn 16ugn
+(1/2) :/2\:3()%_17A)+ (1/2) A(f(_lu{La}uA)v (61)
Rt Loy, A) ™t = 1o — r0e + duondZs(x ', A)/9x !
=+ 411,0718 A(xila{La}aA)/aiila (62)

where T3 is defined in I (3.5d). For 0 < ¢~ 'a? < 1,
2 < d < 4, and det A > 0 it is evaluated as

Zs(v ' A) = —2(det A) V2 A, ¢4 /(de),  (6.3)

compare I (3.6). For the finite-size contribution A see

(BI2) and BI3). For small !, the terms X! in (6.2)

and o Y2 in (1) are negligible. The remaining terms
can be expressed in terms of P(#, {pa}, A) = LY~ /2 and
F(&,{pa},A) = Lif for 2 < d < 4 as
R _ Ay
F(2,{pa),A) = —[APQ - —Pd}
(0 {pa}. A) = 2 =

+ 5 Go(P {pa}, ),

= (P’ {pa}. &), (65)
d

—0Go(P?,{pa},A)/OP? (6.6)

2

(6.4)
Pd72
gl(P27{pOz}7A) =
with the scaling variable (compare ([3])
t(LJE) > = t (L&)~ = g, (6.7)

where voo = (d—2)71, L' = L/(det A)Y/ P [ = Ly, and
o = (det A)/ D¢l with [compare T (6.12)]

&b = [dupnAq/(age))/ @=2), (6.8)

For Gy see (BI4)-@BI6). The scaling function F¢* =

F — Fyoo of the excess free energy density is obtained
by subtracting the bulk part Fpeo given in I (6.14). The

Casimir force scaling function X follows from (£15) as

Soa A\ Ad 1A 2 d_]. d
X(@,{pa} &) = =2 5aP2 - P
~d—1 d-1 2 A
D 0J0(P?, {pa}, A)
+Fhoo (2) 2 0?21 Pa EPN (6.9)

where Jp is given by ([BI8). For an application to slab
geometry the substitutions of Sec. IV. D should be made.
For an isotropic system this yields (A8) and (A9) of [1].
The critical Casimir amplitude in a slab geometry is

_Ad(d_l) p_d ajO(vava)
de 2 op

with Jo(P2, p, A) given by ([@32) where P. = P.(p, A) is
determined by

Pi2 = — (¢/Aq) Gi(P%p,A).

X(0,p,A) = P - (6.10)

(6.11)

For —% > 1 we find the low-temperature behavior
B (@, {pa}, A) & (1/2)p 71 = In 22 - 1

+ln [gp dfl/(27r2Ad)] + 700, {pal, A)}. (6.12)
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Unlike @ X has a finite limit for # — —oo. In a slab
geometry it is

1 _
X(—OO,p, A) = _ipdil [1 +pa\70(oapaA)/ap](613)

Both the critical and the low-temperature Casimir am-
plitudes are nonuniversal as they depend on the nonuni-
versal anisotropy matrix A, as demonstrated in Fig. 3
for model (IT). For isotropic systems (6.12) and (613
agree with Eqs. (3.17) and (3.21) of [72].

In an anisotropic co?~! x L film system, (G.I) and
©2) are replaced by I (6.3) - I (6.5), where now

the quantities ffi[m(t,L,A),)A(f(t,L,A),.,/Z\-3(X;1,A), and
Amm(f(;l,L,A) depend on A. The function Ay, is
evaluated in (B39]), thus

EQ—d

9 Atyym (r, LAY /Or = ———
fil (’f’ )/ T (detA)l/Q

gl)film(TLQ),(6.14)
compare I (6.6) - T (6.8) and Eq. (3.11) of [72]. The
treatment is parallel to that for the isotropic case in Sec.
VI of [1] and in Sec. II of |72], except that the length L
appears instead of L. As a consequence, the appropriate
scaling variable for the anisotropic film system is

21 = t(L/E)) M~ = t(L/ek) "=,
& = [(A)ad) /2,

where 53- is the amplitude of the bulk correlation length
above T in the direction perpendicular to the film bound-
aries, see (BG.I7) and the subsequent discussion. The re-
sults for Ffi[m = Ldffilm and Xfilm = LdFCaS7fi[m of the
anisotropic film system read

) = [(A_l)dd]_d/QFfilm,iso(i'J_)
) = [(A_l)dd]_d/2Xfilm,iso(jJ_)
where meiso and Xfilm)iso are the scaling functions of
the isotropic film given by I (6.9) - I (6.26) which here,

however, have a different scaling argument 2, that is
affected by anisotropy through the correlation length &;-.

(6.15)
(6.16)

(6.17)
(6.18)

Fritm (31,

Xtitm (21,

> P

As shown in [1] it is necessary to distinguish the case
d < 3 from the case d > 3 where a finite shift of the
reduced film critical temperature .y < 0 exists. In the
anisotropic system for d > 3, the film transition occurs
at &, = x* where 2* = (¢/Aq)G1 im (0) is the same
as given in I (6.18) for the isotropic system, in accor-
dance with multiparameter universality. Nonuniversality
enters, however, the definition of the scaling variable Z | ,
(615), and the fractional shift

teg = [Tep(L) = T /Te = a*(L/&) /"> <0 (6.19)
of the film critical temperature which differs from the
shift T (6.19) in the isotropic case by the correlation
length {3‘. It is obvious that the same kind of nonuni-
versal anisotropy effect should occur in film systems of
the (n = 1,d > 2) and (n = 2,d > 3) universal-
ity classes with realistic BC. Thus the comments on



Figs. 4, 6, 13, and 15 in |55] on the ”universal val-
ues” of x* should be complemented by an information
about the anisotropy-dependent fractional shift of T, in
anisotropic films. In particular we predict that this effect
occurs in superconducting films which should exhibit an
anisotropy-dependent fractional shift of the Kosterlitz-
Thouless transition different from that in isotropic su-
perfluid *He films. Also the location and depth of the
minimum of the Casimir force scaling function should be
be changed by anisotropy. This implies that it is not
possible to predict the Casimir force scaling function of
anisotropic superconducting films only on the basis of the
known scaling function for superfluid *He films, without
additional experimental input with regard to the princi-
pal axes and correlation lengths. This clearly underscores
the impact of nonuniversality on observable properties in
weakly isotropic systems within the same bulk universal-
ity class.

VII. COMPARISON WITH EARLIER RESULTS

(i) Vortez-fluctuation theory. It was pointed out in [50)]
that a Casmir force should occur in anisotropic super-
conducting films. A quantitative prediction of the scal-
ing function X was presented for T' < T, for the case of
periodic BC but no anisotropy effect on X was found, in
disagreement with our prediction in Sec. V. The result of
[50] is shown in Fig. 4 as dot-dashed line. No derivation
of this result was given but an earlier vortex-fluctuation
theory for the anisotropic XY model [27] was invoked
where it was shown that the critical exponents are un-
changed by anisotropy, as expected. It is not proven in
[27], however, that asymptotic amplitudes, in particular
that of the excess free energy density, remain unaffected
by anisotropy. A counterexample is the fully anisotropic
d = 3 Ising model in a L x L x oo geometry whose sin-
gular part of the free energy density was found to de-
pend on lattice anisotropy [26]. Therefore we consider as
unjustified the conclusion [27] that ”anisotropy is irrel-
evant”. This conclusion also contradicts the established
RG classification [22] of lattice anisotropy as a marginal
perturbation. Thus we consider as unfounded the claim
that the Casimir force scaling function in anisotropic su-
perconducting films is ”essentially the same” [50] as in
isotropic “He films. More specifically, it was noted in a
Comment that the "noncritical” Goldstone part was not
taken into account in [50]. In our result for Ff;’~ below
T., (B28]), the constant Goldstone part is represented by
the transverse contribution proportional to n — 1. Thus
our remaining longitudinal contribution which carries the
temperature dependence (the first term on the right-hand
side of (5.2H)) is to be compared with the prediction of
[50]. Although the shape of our longitudinal term resem-
bles that of the result of [50] (dot-dashed line in our Fig.
4) its magnitude is strongly dependent on the anisotropy
parameter Ry as shown by the dashed line, in disagree-
ment with the vortex-loop theory. Thus it would be
highly desirable to test these predictions by MC simu-
lations for the anisotropic XY model.
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(ii) Scaling functions in film geometry. The structure of
our scaling functions for finite n, (522), (523)), and in
the large-n limit, (6.I7),([6.18]), agrees with the structure
of exact results [10, [15, 131] and of phenomenological re-
sults [29] for general d. In |10, [15, [31)) this structure was
asserted to violate two-scale-factor universality, in con-
trast to the opposite claim in [29]. No comparison was
made in [29] with the earlier results |10, 15, [31]. In the
following we show that the claim of [29] is not correct.

Two representations of the free energy scaling form were
given in |29] for film geometry in d dimensions: (a) Egs.
(110) and (134), (b) Eq. (117). Both forms (a) and
(b) agree with multiparameter universality but violate
two-scale-factor universality. The form (a) depends on
the system-dependent quantity A which violates the re-
quirement [22] that the metric factors C; and Cy are the
only nonuniversal, system-dependent parameters enter-
ing (LI). The form (b) has the system-dependent pref-
actor Cy = (AT A1) =42 = [(A~1)44)~%?, in disagree-
ment with the requirement [22] that no such prefactor
should exist. The claim after Eq. (134) of [29] that no
new nonuniversal factor needed to be introduced as com-
pared to the isotropic scaling form (L) disagrees with
Eq. (117) of |29] where the nonuniversal prefactor Cy
appears explicitly in front of F;s,(Z).

If two-scale-factor universality is claimed to be valid for
the confined anisotropic system it is necessary to verify
the consistency of this claim with the scaling forms of
the bulk system [22, 132, 144]. In [29] no such bulk scaling
forms for the free energy density and for the correlation
function of anisotropic systems were given. Here we de-
termine the singular part f@s of bulk free energy density
that follows from our exact result (615), (€I7), and I
(6.9) -1 (6.14) in the large-n limit. Taking the bulk limit
L — oo at fixed t > 0 we obtain for 2 < d < 4

fb,s = hm Lid[(Ail)dd]7d/2Ffilm,iso(j:l) (71)

L—oo

d —1
Yoo [ H 500‘)] thoo _ Altdu“’
a=1

(7.2)

where {éa) are the amplitudes of the principal correla-
tion lengths and Y, is a universal constant [see I (6.14)].
The form ([7.2) violates two-scale-factor universality for
reasons given after (2.61). This confirms that also Eq.
(117) of [29] in inconsistent with two-scale-factor univer-
sality for the bulk system. This is the consequence of the
nonuniversal prefactor Cjy.

In [29] it is stated that the correlation lengths &g‘f are
nonuniversal quantities but it is suggested to call a quan-
tity universal if it depends on 5(()1) through A. In this
terminology, A is a universal quantity if it is expressed
in terms of correlation lengths. We consider this termi-
nology as selfcontradictory since a function of a nonuni-
versal quantity is a nonuniversal quantity. In particular,
microscopic details, such as the presence or absence of a
NNN coupling, cause a significant change of this quan-
tity A which is incompatible with the meaning of uni-
versality. In [29] it is argued that quantities depending



on A depend ”only on macroscopic near-critical corre-
lation lengths”. The dependence on the principal axes,
whose orientation is a system-dependent, i. e., nonuni-
versal feature, is ignored in [29], and it is overlooked that
quantities may be nonuniversal even if they are macro-
scopic and near-critical. For example, the amplitude A
in (227) and (T2)) determining the critical specific-heat
amplitude is a function of macroscopic near-critical corre-
lation lengths. It is well established that this amplitude is
nonuniversal for both isotropic and anisotropic systems.

(iil) Phenomenological conjectures. In [29] the critical
behavior of anisotropic d-dimensional film systems is dis-
cussed. In Egs. (95) and (96) of [29], where S and R

correspond to our 2% and U, the shear transforma-
tion of the ¢* theory |10, [11, [13] is adopted in a mod-

ified form which cclrresponds tox' =XV 2Ux, instead
of @), and to 6K'(k') = ¢jk’*> + O(k"*) with a mod-
ified coefficient ¢, # 1, instead of (ZI2) with ¢, = 1.
This modification has no impact on observable proper-
ties. The coefficient ¢, is a dummy parameter of the
primed theory since any coefficient ¢, # 1 is canceled in
all quantities of the anisotropic system, in particular in
the matrix A and in the matrix E in Eq. (97) of [29]
which corresponds to (£4+)?A of the p* theory. Thus,
within the ¢* theory, the modified shear transformation
of [29] is essentially the same as the shear transformation
with ¢ = 1 and leads to the same matrix (2Z41]). While
it is established within ¢* theory [10, 11, [13] that weakly
anisotropic systems are related to isotropic systems by
a shear transformation, no analytic foundation is given
in [29] for extending this property to weakly anisotropic
systems in d dimensions other than * models. More
specifically, no Hamiltonian, partition function, or corre-
lation functions are presented in [29] that provide a basis
for a definition of the correlation lengths, the principal
axes, the matrices in Egs. (95)-(103) of [29], and the free
energy density fs(7,L) in Egs. (110), (114), and (124)
of [29], for systems other than ¢* models. In particu-
lar, while our matrix U is precisely defined through the
principal directions e(® of the bulk correlation function
Gy, [Z40), of the ¢* theory, the d-dimensional orthog-
onal matrix R of [29] is an empty quantity that has no
analytic definition. It is claimed that the long-distance
correlations of d-dimensional anisotropic bulk systems
are described by a correlation length ellipsoid with a T-
independent orientation but no justificaton is given in
[29]. Thus we consider the results of [29] for general
anisotropic systems in d dimensions as phenomenologi-
cal conjectures. These conjectures are consistent with
multiparameter universality but violate two-scale-factor
universality. The finite-size scaling functions derived for
the d = 2 anisotropic Ising model in [29] are claimed to be
exact without justification. Their derivation is based on
the bulk correlation lengths & adopted from Eq. (A22)
of [23] which, for the anisotropic triangular lattice, are
only a conjecture. These correlation lengths have not
been compared with the exact results of [20] and no ex-
act analytic determination is given for the principal axes
(i.e., for the angle 6) in terms of the couplings K; and
the lattice structure.
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(iv) Critical Binder cumulant. For given geometry and
BC, two-scale-factor universality implies that U*, (LIg]),
is the same number for all systems in a given (d,n) uni-
versality class (see [14] and Sec. 10.1 in [32]). By con-
trast, a dependence of U™ on anisotropy was discovered in
[10] and confirmed by MC data of [57] which demonstrate
a dependence of U* on the NNN coupling J;. This is a
clear violation of two-scale-factor universality. An ana-
lytic prediction of the nonuniversal deviation of U*(A)
from its isotropic value U*(1) [13, [75] is in approximate
agreement with MC data for the anisotropic d = 2 Ising
model of Sec. II. E [57, |59, [74]. The agreement in the
range J; < —J/2 was obtained in [75] by replacing the
matrix Az(s) of Eq. (8.19) of [13] by the matrix A3(r) of
Eq. (13) of |75] containing the anisotropy matrix Ag(r),
Eq. (12) of [75], of the Ising model expressed in terms
of correlation lengths. In view of our results of Secs. II.
E and Sec. IV, however, it is reassuring that no ad hoc
substitution of a matrix of the d = 2 Ising model into a
formula of the d = 3 ¢* RG theory is necessary but a
coherent derivation of the anisotropy dependence of the
Binder cumulant can be given entirely within the d = 3
©* RG theory, as proposed in Sec. IV. B. Application of
[@20) and [ZI) to the present case yields a d = 3 p*
model with a NN coupling J, = [(J + 2J4).J]'/? in the z
direction (rather than J + Jy chosen in |13]), with

J 4+ Jg Ja 0
As = 2 Jg  J+Ja 0 (7.3)
0 0 [(J +2Jy) )2

Aot = (A2 0)
- (%)) =

where the two-dimensional matrices A (s) and Qz(q) are

given by (293) and ([2Z294)) with s and ¢ defined by (2:92)
and (290), respectively. We expect ([Z3)- (T3] to provide
a better description of the two-dimensional anisotropy in

the z-y plane than provided by Asz(s) in Eq. (8.19) of
[13]. The application to the d = 2 Ising model is then ob-
tained, on the basis of the hypothesis of multiparameter
universality, by substituting into Q2(g), the correlation-
length ratio q — ¢'#m9 = ¢(V15n9 e @ng o 416 = 2
Ising model. The resulting Q3(¢"*"9) has the same form
as Az(r) in Eq. (13) of [75, I84]. The correctness of
this strategy was proven analytically for the example dis-
cussed in Sec. II. B, (Z63)-[2.67). The agreement with
the MC data [57, 159, [74, [75] supports the hypothesis of
multiparameter universality for weakly anisotropic sys-
tems predicting that the dependence of U* on nonuni-
versal correlation-length ratios has a universal functional
form. A verification of this hypothesis can be provided by
MC simulations for U* of the anisotropic d = 2 p* model
where the MC data should be analyzed in terms of the
correlation-length ratio ¢ = 562 /{}Si) = [(J +2Jg)/J]"/?
of the ¢* model. The result should agree with the MC
data for U* of the Ising model shown in Fig. 2 of [75].

(7.4)

(7.5)

The d = 3 ¢* theory [13] is, of course, not capable of pre-
dicting the isotropic value of U* of the d = 2 Ising model.



This implies that the latter value serves as an adjustable
parameter in the comparison with the MC data which
leads to an adjusted function for U* in Fig. 2 of [75].
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Appendix A: Gaussian model

We consider the Gaussian model, i.e., I (2.13), for ug =
0,h = 0,79 = apt,ro. = 0 with an anisotropic inter-
action 0K (k). Although this model is defined only for
ro > 0 and has no low-temperature phase, it plays an
important role in our finite-size ¢* theory. We employ
the results of Sec. II. For the transformed system with
the isotropic interaction (212]), a unique bulk correlation
length &, (t) =g ~12 &t Ve exists with &5 = ag ’°,
vg = 1/2. The Gaussian principal correlation lengths
are denoted by €57(t) = A€, (t) = ¢Xtve, with
éoé) = /\3;/2560, and their geometric mean is &g =

d « 1/d
(Mo &6] " = (er ay/Cog,

rectangular block geometry defined in Sec. I. The Gaus-
sian excess free energy density is

fG7ew(T07 {La}v A) =

where A(rg,{La},A) is defined in BI2). Due to the
k = 0 term of >, A(ro,{La}, A) diverges for ro — 0
at finite V. This divergence is an unphysical artifact
of the Gaussian model which comes from the absence
of the ¢* term. The divergent k = 0 term of A,
however, does not contribute to the Gaussian Casimir
force F§,, = —0(Lf%°*)/OL since LV~ 'ln(roa?) =
(T1%Z% La) ' In(roa?) is independent of L, thus FS,, has
a finite limit for 79 — 0 at finite V [see (A8)]. The
calculation of A(rg,{Ls},A) is parallel to that in [13].
The result is given in FI3)-@BI4]) for large L, /a, small
0 < /% < 1, fixed 0 < Lyry/* < O(1) and finite
0 < po < 0. ThlS leads to the ﬁnlte-size scaling form

fG)ew (TO, {La}a A) = L_dFG)em(ij {pa}; A)v (AZ)

. First we consider the

5 Ao {La}A) (A1)

FO (36, {pa}, A) = (n/2)Go(Tc, {pa}, A), (A.3)
with the Gaussian scaling variable
rol’? = (L' /)"0 = (L&) /" = ic (A4)

where L' = L/(det A)/4). The function Gy can be
decomposed as given in (BI7). This can be derived from

BI4) by adding and subtracting (Hi;ll pa) In[x/(472)]
and using the integral representation

Inw = /OOO dyy =" lexp (—y) — exp (—wy)]  (A.5)
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with w = x/(47?). Tt is the function Jy, (3I8), rather
than Gy that determines the Gaussian Casimir force

Fgas(tv {La}v A) = L_dXG(CZ'Gu {pa}a A)7
X%(Fa,{pa}, A) = —(”/2) p it

{2—|— Zpa ‘|\70 IGv{pa} A)}v (A7)

as derived from B.I7), (I5), and (A3). For Z¢ — 0, Gy
diverges logarithmically [see BIT)]. This divergence is

canceled in X© which yields a finite Casimir amplitude

(A.6)

IEG 0
Vg a.’L'G

X&=X90,{pa},A)

d—1
-z p d_1{2 + Z pa%jO(ov {pa}uA)}' (A.8)

For a slab geometry it is given by
—(n/2) p" 2+ p BT (0, p, A) /Dp]
with Jo given by (£32)). The amplitudes (A.8) and (A.9)

divided by n differ from the exact low-temperature am-
plitudes in the large-n limit [for slab geometry see (G13))],
unlike the amplitude for film geometry (A.23) given be-
low. For cubic geometry (p, = 1), our function [BI])) is
related to Jo(z, A) in Eq. (C2) of [13] by Jo(x, {1}, A) =
Jo(z,A). For isotropic systems in slab geometry, our
function [@32) is related to Jy in Eq. (4.26) of [72] by
Jo(x,p,1) = p' o (x, p) + (p' =% = 1) In[z/(47?)].

Now we consider the 00?1 x L film geometry. The Gaus-
sian excess free energy density is for d > 1 and rg > 0

X%0,p,A) = (A.9)

C';yez (TOa La A) =

film
with Agiim (1o, L, A) defined in I (6.5). Using (A5, in-
terchanging the integration [ dy with 3_ fq and [, and
using L' [ 1= [ 1= a9,

(n/2) Atitm(ro, L, A),  (A.10)

we rewrite Ag,, as

Atiim (ro, L, A) = /000 dyy_le_rod2y[/kexp{—él?(k)d2y}
- L_lz/exp{—éff(q,p)(fy}] (A.11)

Assuming large L/a, small 0 < ré/2d < 1 and fixed

0 < Lré/2 < O(1), we may replace §K by its long -
wavelength form and let the integration and summation
limits of f, and L™ 37, [ go to co. Then we obtain

At’ilm:/ dyy7167’°°&2y{/ exp(—k - Ak a*y)
0 K

-t Z exp(—Aaap®a’y) /

P q

oo

exp(~¥(a,p) a%y) |, (A.12)

with U(q, p) = q-Bq+2p q-b where B represents the (d—
1) X (d—1) symmetric matrix which results from removing

the dth row and dth column of A = ]1)’ b . Here

b and b denote the first d — 1 elements Agq = Agq, @ =



1,2,...,d — 1 of the dth row and dth column of A. We
assume det B > 0, Agq > 0. Integration over q yields

[ expt-wapaty) = (detB) 2 (naty) @0
q

x exp(b - B~ 'b p?a’y).(A.13)
The matrix A can be decomposed as

B b . B O 1 B~ b
b A ) b 1 0 Aga—b-B71b

(A.14)
which implies det A = (A4q — b - B~1b) det B, thus the

exponential arguments oc p? can be rewritten as

p? [~ Aga +b - B 'bla*y = —p? (det A/ det B) a’y. (A.15)

The ratio det B/ det A is expressed in terms of the matrix
elements (A1), and (A1), as

det B/ det A = (A1) g = (det A)"Y4(A71) 44. (A.16)
The Gaussian bulk integral in (A12)) yields

/ exp{—k - Aka?y} = (det A)~V/2(4xa%y)~ Y2 (A.17)
k

Substituting into (AJ2) the integration variable z =

47%(det A/ det B)a?y/L? and using (AI5)-(AI7) we fi-
nally obtain for d > 1 and rg >0

film

S (rg, L A) = (n/2)(det A) ™YL Gy gyt (roL?) (A.18)
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where L and G giim(z) are given by (5.5), (B14), and

I (5.28), respectively. The scaling forms are Fgas,fum

=L X (3L, A) and fo¢" = L4FS " (35, A) with

film film

FGe(id, A) = (0/2)[(AY)aa =2 Go gitm (5), (A.19)
X (35, A) = (d = 1) Fet (36, A)

film
— (#&/va) OFG " (26, A) 03, (A.20)
F& =roL? = t(L/€g) "o = t(L/&)e,  (A.21)
i = [(A_l)dd]_l/zféc:a (A.22)

where &7, is the correlation length perpendicular to the
boundaries [see (BI8])]. At T, the Casimir amplitude is

XGim(0,A) = (d—1) [(A™)aa] ™% (1/2) Gogitm (0). (A.23)

The scaling functions of the anisotropic film system can
be written as

film film,iso

P 56 8) = (A ™aa R0, 08) (A24)
XGin (@8, R) = (B a2 X G 103) (A.25)

Gex G . .
where Fyp =, and Xg o o are the scaling functions of

the isotropic film given by I (A.4), T (A.5) which here,
however, have a different scaling argument :Tcé that is
affected by anisotropy. Thus anisotropy changes both the
overall amplitude and the scaling argument, in structural
agreement with (617) and (6I8) for n — oo.
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