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A bstract

W ediscusssom erecentdeterm inationsoftheequation ofstatefortheXY and the

Heisenberg universality class.
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In thelastfew yearstherehasbeen asigni� cantprogressin thedeterm ination
ofthe criticalpropertiesofO (N )m odels;see,e.g.,Ref.[1]fora com prehen-
sive review.Firstofall,high-precision estim atesofcriticalexponentsand of
severalhigh-tem perature universalratios have been obtained by using im -

proved Ham iltonians.Im proved m odelsaresuch thattheleading nonanalytic
correction is absent in the expansion ofany therm odynam ic quantity near
the criticalpoint.The idea is quite old [2{4].However,the early attem pts
thatused high-tem perature techniqueswere notable to determ ine im proved
m odelswith high accuracy,so that� nalresultsdid notsigni� cantly im prove
theestim atesofstandard analyses.Recently [5{12],ithasbeen realized that
M onteCarlo sim ulationsusing � nite-sizescaling techniquesarevery e� ective
forthispurpose,obtaining accuratedeterm inationsofseveralim proved m od-
els in the Ising,XY,and O(3)universality class.Once an im proved m odels
isaccurately determ ined,one can use standard high-tem perature techniques
in orderto obtain very precise determ inations ofthe criticalexponents.For
instance,fortheexperim entally relevantcases,weobtained [13,14,10,12]:

 = 1:2373(2); � = 0:63012(16); N = 1;
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 = 1:3177(5); � = 0:67155(27); N = 2;
 = 1:3960(9); � = 0:7112(5); N = 3:

Besidethecriticalexponents,experim entsm aydeterm ineseveralotheruniver-
salproperties.W econsiderheretheequation ofstatethatrelatesthem agnetic
� eld~H ,them agnetization ~M ,and thereduced tem peraturet� (T � Tc)=Tc.
In a neighborhood ofthecriticalpointt= 0, ~H = 0,itcan bewritten in the
scaling form

~H = (B c)
� � ~M M

�� 1
f(x); x � t(M =B )� 1=�; (1)

where B c and B are the am plitudes of the m agnetization on the critical
isotherm and on thecoexistence curve,

M = B cH
1=�

t= 0: (2)

M = B (�t)� H = 0;t< 0: (3)

W ith thesechoices,thecoexistencelinecorrespondsto x = �1,and f(�1)=
0,f(0)= 1.Alternatively,onecan write

~H = k1

~M

M
jtj

��
F� (jzj); z � k2M t

� �
; (4)

where F+ (z)appliesfort> 0 and F� (jzj)fort< 0.Theconstantsk1 and k2
are� xed by requiring

F+ (z)= z+
1

6
z
3 +

X

n= 3

r2n

(2n � 1)!
z
2n� 1 (5)

forz ! 0 in thehigh-tem peraturephase.The behaviorofthefunctionsf(x)
and F� (jzj)atthecoexistencecurvedependscrucially on N .ForN = 1 they
vanish linearly.On theotherhand,forN � 2,thepresence oftheGoldstone
m odesim pliesin threedim ensions[15{19]:

f(x)� cf(1+ x)2: (6)

Thenatureofthecorrectionstothisbehaviorisnotclear[17{20].Inparticular,
logarithm icterm sareexpected [20].

In ordertoobtain approxim ationsoftheequation ofstate,weparam etrizethe
therm odynam icvariablesin term softwo param eters� and R:

M = m 0R
�
m (�); t= R(1� �

2); H = h0R
��
h(�): (7)
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Fig.1.G raph ofthe function f(x)forN = 2 (left)and N = 3 (right).ForN = 2

we also reportthe M onte Carlo resultsofRef.[27].

Here,m 0 and h0 arenonuniversalconstants,m (�)and h(�)areodd functions
of�,norm alized so thatm (�)= � + O (�3)and h(�)= � + O (�3).Thevariable
R is nonnegative and m easures the distance from the criticalpoint in the
(t;H ) plane,while the variable � param etrizes the displacem ent along the
linesofconstantR.In particular,� = 0 correspondsto thehigh-tem perature
line t> 0,H = 0,� = 1 to the criticalisotherm t= 0,and � = �0,where
�0 isthe sm allestpositive zero ofh(�)| itm ustsatisfy ofcourse �0 > 1| to
the coexistence line.Such a m apping hasbeen extensively used in the Ising
case and providesaccurate approxim ationsifoneuseslow-orderpolynom ials
form (�)and h(�)[21{24,13,25].In system swith Goldstone bosonswe m ust
additionally ensurethecondition (6).Forthispurpose,itisenough torequire
[26]h(�)� (�0 � �)2 for� ! �0.

In Refs.[26,10,12]we obtained the equation ofstate in the scaling lim it by
using two di� erentapproxim ation schem esforthefunctionsm (�)and h(�):

schem e (A): m (�)= �

 

1+
nX

i= 1

ci�
2i

!

;

h(�)= �

�

1� �
2
=�

2

0

�
2

; (8)

schem e (B): m (�)= �;

h(�)= �

�

1� �
2
=�

2

0

�
2

 

1+
nX

i= 1

ci�
2i

!

: (9)

The constants ci and �0 were � xed by requiring F+ (z) to have the expan-
sion (5),with thecoe� cientsdeterm ined by high-tem peratureexpansion tech-
niques.Sincewewereableto com puteaccurately only r6 and r8,weused the
two schem es forn = 0 and n = 1.The results,especially those forN = 3,
see Fig.1,are quite independent ofthe schem e used,indicating the good
convergence ofthem ethod.
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By using the equation ofstate,one can determ ine severalam plitude ratios.
W em ention heretheexperim entally relevant

U0 =
A +

A �
; R � =

C + B �� 1

B �

c

; (10)

where C + and A � are related to the criticalbehaviorofthe susceptibility �

and ofthespeci� cheatC forH = 0:

� = C
+
t
� 
; t> 0;

C = A
� (�t)� � + B � t> 0:

Using the approxim ateequation ofstatewe obtain [14,10,12]:U0 = 1:062(4),
R � = 1:35(7)forN = 2 and U0 = 1:57(4),R � = 1:33(8)forN = 3.

ForN = 3 the approxim ate equation ofstate can be com pared with experi-
m ents.W e observe good qualitative and quantitative agreem ent.ForN = 2
wecan useourresultsto predictcriticalpropertiesofthe�-transition in 4He.
In this case,the equation ofstate does nothave a direct physicalm eaning,
but we can stillcom pare the predictions for the singular speci� c-heat ratio
U0.A precise determ ination ofthe exponent � and ofU0 was done recently
by m eansofa calorim etricexperim entin m icrogravity [28](seealso reference
4 in Ref.[10])obtaining � = �0:01056(38)and U0 � 1:0442.The resultfor
U0 islowerthan the theoreticalone.This isstrictly related to the disagree-
m entin thevalueof� (seealso Ref.[29]).Indeed,using hyperscaling we� nd
� = �0:0146(8),thatsigni� cantly di� ersfrom theexperim entalestim ate.The
origin ofthisdiscrepancy isunclearand furthertheoreticaland experim ental
investigations are needed.A new generation ofexperim ents in m icrogravity
environm ent that is currently in preparation should clarify the issue on the
experim entalside[30].
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