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A bstract

W e investigate the three-din ensional O (2) m odel near the critical point by M onte
Carlo sin ulations and calculate the m a pr universal am plitude ratios of the m odel.
The ratio Uy = A=A is determ ined directly from the speci ¢ heat data at zero
m agnetic eld. The data do not, however, allow to extract an accurate estin ate
for . Instead, we establish a strong correlation of Uy with the value of used in
the t. Thisnumerical -dependence isgiven by AT=A =1 42005) + O ( ?).
For the special -values used in other calculations we nd full agreem ent w ith the
corresoonding ratio values, e. g. that of the shuttle experin ent w ith liquid helim .
O n the critical isochorewe cbtain theratio * = r = 0293(9), and on the critical line
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1 Introduction

In quantum eld theory and condensed m atter physicsO (N ) sym m etric vectorm od-—
elsplay an essential part, because they are representatives of universality classes for
m any physical system s. T he universal properties of the O N ) m odels —the critical
exponents and am plitude ratios, which describe the critical phenom ena —are there-
fore of considerable in portance. In three dim ensionsthe case N = 2 isa specialone:
it isthe st vector m odel W ith increasing N ) show ing G oldstone e ects, and the
exponent , which controls the critical behaviour of the soeci ¢ heat, is very close
to zero. In fact, if one plots versus N, as detem ined by eld theory m ethods
A1[A)], then the function is approxin ately linear in N and becom es negative just
below N = 2. The proxin ity of to zero made i also di cul to detem ine the
type of the singularity for the soeci ¢ heat in real system s. Indeed, for the lam bda
transition of heliim a nearly logarithm ic shqularity (coresponding to = 0) was

rst measured [{]and a sin ilar behaviour was fund at the gasliquid critical point
[d]. However, w ith the nowadays reached experim ental precision, egpecially that of
the spectacular shuttle experin ent w ith liquid heliim [], B] there is no doubt that
the critical exponent  is very am all, but non—zero, and because i is negative the
peak of the speci c heat is nite.

In thispaperwe calculate, am ong others quantities, the speci c heat from M onte
Carlo sin ulations. The detem nation of from these data poses, as we shall see,
sin ilar problem s as In experin ents. O f course, there is only one value of for the
3d O @)-universality class, but it is unclear what the correct value is (see e. g. the
survey In Tabl 19 of Ref. [§]). W e therefore pursue the strategy to calculate the
universal ratios from our data for di erent -values in the range where the actual
value m ost probably is. The strongest dependence on the used  is expected for

ts nvolving the universal am plitude ratio A" =A ofthe speci cheat. The sam e is
true for all theoretical detem iations [[{, [[]] of this ratio. Apart from A" =A we
derive from our sin ulations other universal quantities and am plitude ratios, which
characterize the O (2)-universality class in three din ensions.

Them odelw hich we Investigate isthe standard O (2)-invariant nonlinear -m odel
(crX Y model), which is de ned by
X X
H= J " Ty H Tyt 1)

< x> x

Here x and y are the nearest-neighbour sites on a three-dim ensional hypercubic
lattice, 7, is a 2-com ponent unit vector at site x and H is the extemal m agnetic

eld. W e consider the coupling constant J as Inverse tem perature, that isJ = 1=T .
Instead of xjngE;:he Jength ofthe spin vectors 7, to 1 we could have introduced an
additionaltemn  _ [2+ ("2 1)?]on the right hand side of the last equation. By
choosing an appropriate  value [13] it is then possble to elin nate leading order
corrections to scaling. A s it will tum out, these corrections are negligbile In the



energy density and m arginalin the soeci c heat also w ith the H am iltonian from Eq.
) . M oreover, we want to com bine am plitudes obtained from formm er sinulations
at non—zero m agnetic eld [[3] using the sam e H am iltonian w ith the am plitudes we
detemm Ine now in order to calculate universal ratios.

As long asH = H jis non—zero one can decom pose the soin vector 7y into a
Iongitudinal (paralkel to the m agnetic eld H') and a transverse com ponent

"= fey+ "l ; wih & =H=H : @)
T he order param eter of the system , the m agnetization M , is then the expectation
value of the lattice average * of the Jongitudinal spin com ponent
1 X
M = h- £i=h *i: 3)
V X
Here, V = L°® and L is the number of lattice points per direction. There are two
types of susceptbilities. The longiudinal susosptibility is de ned as usual by the
derivative of the m agnetization, whereas the transverse susceptioility corresponds
to the uctuation of the lattice average ~? of the transverse spin com ponent
@M .
L= g S VR TL MY 4)
Vh™??i: 5)

T
T he totalm agnetic susceptioiliy is

= .+ r: ©)

At zero magnetic eld, H = 0, there is no longer a preferred direction and the
lattice average of the spins

~

1 X
v ki (7)

w illhave a vanishing expectation value on all nite Jattices, h™i= 0; the longitudinal
and transverse susceptibilities becom e equal for T > T, and diverge both for T < T,

because of the G oldstone m odes E]. N evertheless we can use ~ to de ne the total
susosptibility and the B inder cum ulant by

= Vh™i; @)
_ h(?)?i 5. ©)
9 = h~2 j_2 .
ForT > T.wehave = 2 ;= 2 . W e approxin ate the order parameterM for
H = 0by [4]
M 7 hjji: (10)



On nite lattices the m agnetization ofEq. ([0) approaches the n nite volum e lim it
from above, whereasM asde ned by Eq. §) forH 6 0 reaches the themm odynam ic
Iim it from below .

In our zero eld sinulations we want to m easure three further cbservables: the
energy density, the speci ¢ heat and the correlation length. The energy of a soin
con guration is sin ply X

E = “x Ty 11)
< Xpy>

and the energy density  is then

= HE i=V : 12)
For the speci cheat C we obtain
d J?
C=—=— Wi Ei : @3)
QT \%
T he second m om ent correlation length is caloulated from the formula
~ = 1 1)
2nd 4SjI‘12( =L) ’
where F is the Fourder transform of the correlation fiinction at momentum p =
2 é=L,and é a unit vector In one of the three directions
1 X
F = —hj eplx) " Ji: (15)

\Y%

X

In the sinulationswe com pute F from an average over all three directions. Strictly
speaking, Eq. {[4) can only serve asa de nition ofthe correlation length orT > T,
because the exponential correlation length diverges forH ! 0and T < T.. Instead
it is possble to ntroduce a transverse correlation length : on the coexistence lne
M3], which is connected to the so-called sti ness constant ¢ ford= 3 by

= ' forH =0; T < T : (16)

s

W eexplain laterhow tocalculate ;.ForH € 0 therearetwo exponentialcorrelation
lengths, a transverse ( r) and a longitudinalone ( ;). T heir sescond m om ent form s
m ay be com puted again from Eq. {[4) by replacing and F with their respective
transverse or longitudinal counterparts.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. First we discuss the crtical be-
haviour of the cbservables and de ne the universal am plitude ratios, which we want
to determm ine. In Section 3 we describe our simulations at H = 0, the resulks for
the B Inder cum ulant, the critical point and the correlation length. Then we analyse
the data for the energy and the speci ¢ heat. In Section 4 we discuss as an aler-
native the calculation of A*=A from the equation of state, which was cbtained
from non-zero eld simulations. The follow ing Section 5 serves to nd the speci ¢
heat and the correlation lengths at T., aswell as the sti ness constant, from H € 0
sim ulations. W e close w ith a sum m ary of the ratios and the conclusions.



2 Critical Behaviour

In the themodynam ic Im it Vv ! 1 ) the observables show power law behaviour
close to T.. It is descrdbed by critical am plitudes and exponents of the reduced
tamperaturet= (I T.)=T..W e note that we use here another de nition oft than
in Ref. [3]. W e willm ention this point again later. The scaling lawsatH = 0 are
for:

the m agnetization
M = B(t fort<0; @)

the longitudinal susceptioility
L =C't frt>0; 18)
the transverse correlation length
r = (D fort< 0 ; @9)

the correlation length
= "t ort> 0; (20)

fort! 0 the energy density
ns+ Tct cns+ 7:1:3 7 (21)
and the speci c heat

A .
C = Cpat —Fj 22)

The speci ¢ heat and the energy density contain non-singular tem s C 5 and g,
which are due to derivatives of the analytic part f, s ofthe free energy density. T hey
are the values of the speci ¢ heat and energy density at T.. W ith our de nition for
the speci c heat am plitudes we have already singled out theirm ain  -dependencies,
the ram alning factors A  are only m oderately varying w ith

On thecriticalline T = T, ort= 0 we have orH > 0 the scaling laws
M =dHY or H =DM ; 23)
and for the Iongiudinal and transverse correlation lengths 11

LT < R c = = : 24)



W e assum e the follow ing hyperscaling relations am ong the crtical exponents to be
valid
2 = d ; = ( 1); d = @+ ): (26)

A sa consequence only two critical exponents are Independent. B ecause ofthe hyper-
scaling relations and the already in plicitly assum ed equality ofthe critical exponents
above and below T. one can construct a m ultitude of universal am plitude ratios E]
(s=e also the discussion in Ref. E]) . The follow ing list of ratios contains those which
we want to determ ine here

Uy= A"=A ; U = "=.; @7)
R"= @a*")y™*; RT= @ )™, ; 28)
R =C'DB *; R, = A'C*=B?; 29)
and
Ry = AD_ ™ 9B = ; Q] = ($=") " Ccr=d= +1): (30)

One of the ratios, R , was already calculated by us from non-zero m agnetic eld
sim ulations [[3], using the exponents of Ref. [[1]. W e ound

R = 1356@) : (31)

In order to nom alize the equation of state, the tem perature and the m agnetic eld
in the sam e paper, we had com puted the critical am plitudes of the m agnetization
on the coexistence line and the critical line w ith the result

B = ]E?'I‘c = 1245(); d. = 0978@2);D. = 14141(Q) ; (32)

where B = 0:945(5). The value or J. = T, ! = 0:454165 was taken from Ref. L41.

3 SmulationsatH =0

A 1l our sin ulations were done on three-din ensional Jattices w ith periodic boundary
conditions. As in Ref. [I] we have used the W ol shgl cluster algorithm . The
maln part ofthe H = 0 data was taken from lJattices with linear extensions L =
24;36;48;72;96 and 120. Between the m easuram ents we perform ed 300-800 cluster
updates to reduce the Integrated autocorrelation tine .. Apart from the largest
lattice L = 120) where we m ade runs only at six couplings, we have generally
scanned the neighbourhood ofJ. by runsatm ore than 30 pointson each lattics, w ith
soecial em phasis on the region 045414 J  0:45419. Thisenabled a com fortabl
rew eighting analysis of the data. M ore details of these sin ulations are presented In
Tablk(].



L Jrange | Ny | NpeagllO00]| s5ne®< 0) | sme® 0) | wne®> 0)
24 | 044004675 | 35 100 13 13 13
36 | 0.440-0.4650 | 43 100 14 23 2-10
48 | 044204650 | 55 100 15 2-5 4-13
721 04465-0460 | 41 80-100 14 4-8 721
96 | 0450-04567 | 33 60-80 2-10 6-7 735
120 | 0452-04562 | 6 20 2-4 14 1223

Tablk 1: Survey oftheM onte Carlo smulationsat H = 0 fordi erent lattices. Here
N ; isthe num ber ofdi erent couplings at which runswere perform ed; i+ isthe n—
tegrated autocorrelation tim e forthe energy and N «as the num ber ofm easurem ents
per coupling In units of 1000.

3.1 The Critical Point and the B inder C um ulant

Tt is obvious that any detem nation of critical am plitudes relies crucially on the
exact Jocation of the critical point. Since we have produced a considerable am ount
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Figure 1: The Binder cumulant g, from Eqg. (3) as a function of the coupling J.
The curves were obtained by reweighting the data. W ith increasing lattice size
L = 24;36;48;72 and 96, the slope of the respective curve Increases close to the
critical point. T he vertical dashed line denotes J. ofRef. E].



-1.755

-1.760

-1.765

0. 45415 0. 45416 0. 45417 0. 45418 0. 45419 0. 45420

Figure 2: The B inder cum ulant g, In the close neighbourhood of the critical point.
The gure is an enlargement of Fig. [ll. The dashed lines accom panying the solid
lines show the -pckknife error corridor.

of data In the neighbourhood of the critical point it was natural to verify rst the
rather precise result of Ballesteros et al. [[4]. W e have done this by studying the
B Inder cum ulant g,, which is directly a nite-size-scaling fiinction

g = QgL ;L ) (33)
The function Q4 depends on the them al scaling eld and on possble irrelevant
scaling elds. Here we have speci ed only the kading irrelevant scaling eld pro—
portionalto L ', with ! > 0. At the crtical point, t = 0, g, should therefre be
Independent of L apart from ocorrections due to these irrelevant scaling elds. In
Fig.[] we show our results for g, as cbtained by reweighting the direct data. W e
observe, at least on the scale of Fi. [, no deviation from the scaling hypothesis.
However, after a blow -up of the close viciniy of the critical point, as shown In F ig.
Q, we can see that the intersection points between curves from di erent lattices are
not colnciding. The shift J of the crossing point from the in nite volum e crtical
ocoupling J. can be estim ated by expanding the scaling function Q 4 to lowest order
in both variables. For two lattices w ith sizes I and L°= bl one gets
LiL° N — 1 b’ 1=,
J / s@;b) = ﬁL : (34)
In Fig.§ we have plotted the J-values of the intersection points for each pair of
lattices as a function of the varabl s (L ;b) ofEqg. ) . For ! we used the value
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Figure 3: The coupling Jy, at the intersection point of g, (L) and g, (L) for various
com binations of L, and basa function ofs (L ;b), Eq. 84). The lled (em pty) symbols
were calculated with = 0669 (0:673). The dashed (s0lid) lines are linear tswih
(w ithout) the L = 96 Intersection points, denoted here by trangles.

0.79(@2) ofRef. @], and for wehave chosen thetwo values = 0:669 and 0:673 as
bounds of the prcbable -range. O f course, the intersection points are com plktely
Independent of and ! . Only the variabl s (L ;b) is changihg when the exponents
are changed. A s can be seen In Fig.[§ also the extrapolation to the critical point J.

forL !' 0 (ors@;b) ! 0) isuna ected by the choice of . The sam e applies to
a variation of ! . Since the slope of g, (. = 96) close to the critical point is rather
large, a an all num erical uncertainty m ight shift the intersection points with the
other curves considerably. W e have therefore determ ined J. also by ts excluding

the results from the largest lattice. Thus we arrive at the nalestin ate

J. = 0454167 @); (35)

In fullagreem ent w ith the result J. = 0454165 (4) ofBallesteros et al. @]. In order
to be consistent w ith our previous papers we use in the follow ing again the value of

Ref. [[4].

In a sin ilar m anner one can detem ine from the sam e data the universal value
gr J.) . The di erence of the g,~values at the Intersection points to g, (J.) is here
v~ b'

L;LO ; — L'
g,” / s,@L;b) o 1 (36)
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Figure 4: The B inder cum ulant g,;;;, at the intersection point for various com bina-
tions of L. and b as a function of s, (L ;b), Eq. ) . The dashed (s0lid) lines are
Inear tswith (wihout) the L = 96 intersection points, denoted here by triangles.

In Fig.[d we show the extrapolation ofg, to the criticalpoint value at s, (L ;) = 0. A
variation of ! in the range 0.77-0 81 leads only to a shift of 10 *. The new variable
So (L ;b) is practically independent of , the in uence of is not visbl in Fig.[h.
C om paring agaln extrapolations w ith and w ithout the L = 96 points one obtains
h (“?)?1
g-Je) =  158Q); or —— () = 1242@Q) ; 37)
h~? i2

well in accord w ith the result of Ref. [L]]] (see also the long discussion in Ref. f[7]).

32 The Correlation Length

In ourH = 0 sinulations we have m easured the correlation length using the second
moment ©mul, Eq. [4). The nitesizescaling equation for is

= LO L' ;L ') ; (38)
and =L = Q isa scaling function like g,, that is its value at the crtical point is
universalforL ! 1 .InFig.§we have plotted our correlation length data divided
by L. Here ormula {[4) has also been evaluated for J > J. or T < T, though in
this region the data cannot be identi ed w ith the correlation length. W e see again
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Figure 5: The correlation length divided by L versus J for L = 24;36;48;72 and
96. The solid lines were calculated by reweighting the data. The dashed vertical
line gives the postion of J., the horizontal one the uniersal value, Eq. (39).

that all curves intersect at the previously detem ined crtical point. A closer look
Into the neighbourhood of J. reveals however sin ilar corrections to scaling as n the
case of g, . T he corresponding extrapolation of the variable s, (L ;b) to zero leads for

=L to
=L () = 0:5932) : (39)

This result con m snicely thevalue =L = 05927 from the prelin nary sim ulations
m entioned in Ref. [(3].

O urdata forthe correlation length can also beused to nd the crticalam plitude

* of Eq. @0). To this end we use a method described in detail in Ref. [Lg].

W e brie y rpeat the main argum ents assum ing for sin plicity that there are no

corrections to scaling. An observable O w ith crticalbehaviour approaches for either
positive or negative tand L ! 1 the lim iting fomm

01 = a¥) ; Prixj! 0; (40)

where a; is the crtical am plitude and  the critical exponent. At nie L the
observable satis es a scaling relation

O@L) = L "Qo &) ; withxe= L7 : 41)

Here, Q¢ is the niesizescaling function of O . In order to ensure the correct

10



them odynam ic lin it for xed sn all tjwe m ust have the relation
0: = IJ leinl KeIQo i) ¢ 42)
T he sign of x; is of course the sam e as that of t. It is ckar then, that the function

Ap ) = KeJQo Ke) 7 43)

w il converge asym ptotically to the critical am plitude ay. M oreover, ag w ill be an
extrem e value of A (X¢).

W e have applied thism ethod to the correlation length resuls. In Fig.[§ we show

A (x¢) Pr the exponent = 0:671 and various L-values. W e notice that already
at x¢ 4 a plateau is reached and essentially no corrections to scaling are visble.
The m arginal soread of the data in the plateau region lads only to a an all error
for the am plitude * . Since the scaling variabl x. changes with  there is however
a -dependence, which can also be expressed as a dependence on  , because of the
hyperscaling relation 2 = d . In fact, after evaluating A for several -values,
we nd that * israther exactly a Iinear function of the used

T = 0:4957@0)+ 067(12) (44)

This can be seen In Fi.[], where we compare the t, Eq. 4, to some directly
determm ined " wvalues.

T T
A(X,)
O-5L———¢j—m7@ﬁww&ax~axﬁa<w%;gx‘#mfxﬂ47-§
(]XDX
& 5 96
- 72 |
! « 48
| X 36 |
o o 24
O
5 x, =t LY
0_0; | ‘
0 5 10

Figure 6: The am plitude function A , Eq. {3), of the correlation length versus the
scaling variable x for = 0671 and L = 24;36;48;72 and 96. T he horizontal line
indicates the * wvalue.
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Figure 7: The critical am plitude *, Eq. £0), of the correlation length versus
The data (circles) are detem ined from the am plitude function A (%), the solid line
isthe Inear t §@4).

3.3 Speci cHeat and Energy D ensity at T,

A s mentioned already In Section Y both the energy density and the speci ¢ heat
contain additional non-singular temm s. T his fact com plicates of course the detem i-
nation of the critical am plitudes. W e can however calculate the non-singular temm s
beforehand by a nitesize-scaling analysis directly at the critical point. For that
purpose we have m ade further M onte Carlo runs at T, on 23 latticeswih L = 8 to
L = 160. In these nuns we took between 500,000 and 200;000 m easurem ents each
forL = 8 64 and on the larger lattices between 120,000 and 50,000. The data for
the energy density and the speci ¢ heat are shown In Fig. f as a function of L up
to L = 120. Ifone expands the scaling fiinctions or and C at T. in powers of L *

one obtains

@) = s+ gLl 1= 1+ gL Yo @45)
C@L) = Cpst+ el = 1+ qecL '+ ::: 46)

W e have tted the st temms (up to g;) of these expansions to the data. In the
case of the energy density we nd no corrections to scaling, that is gy 0, and
only an all corrections for the speci c heat. Fiswih di erent -wvalues cannot be
distihguished in Fig.§. W hen we treat asa free tparameterweget = 0:671(2).
The quantiy ,s exhibits no noticeable dependency on or and ! .We nd

ns 0:98841(3) : @7)

12
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Figure 8: The energy density (@) and the speci c heat (o) versus L at the crtical
point. The dashed line shows ,; and the solid lines tsto Egs. {@5) and (@4) for
= 067l and ! = 0:79.

The situation is quite di erent In the case of the speci ¢ heat. Its non-sihgular
part varies from about 50 for = 0669 to 16 at = 0:675. The reason for this
strong variation isthat theexponent = 2 3 isclossto zero,when approaches
2/3. Then the background tem C,; develops a pok ( 1= ) which cancels a
corresoponding polk In the critical am plitude In such a way that the characteristic
criticalpower behaviour ( Xj ) tumsover into a logarithm icbehaviour ( In 1.

13
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Figure 9: The non-singularpart C,; ofthe speci cheat versus 1= from tstoEq.
#§) (stars) with ! = 079. The solid line is from Eq. (54).

Thism echanian for the em ergence of the logarithm ic singularity as ! 0 iswelk
known (see Refs. E] and @,]).W e dem onstrate it by assum ing that
Cas( ) = cﬁ;ﬁ; (48)
A () = a +ta +0(?%: 49)

Ifwe Insert these equations into Eq. €3) and expand }j forsmall we obtain

a
c = cﬁs+%+ < +a +0() @ In £+ ::2) (50)
+ a
= Cgs"'Ls 0"‘a1 ag mxj+ 0 () (1)
Evidently the Iim it of C for ! 0 exists and has a logarithm ic }jdependence, if

the pole term vanishes, which requires [L[9]
&, = a,; and a) = a, : (52)
Theratio A=A istherefore close to 1
A=A = 1+0(): (53)
In Fig.[d we show the non-singular part C,; of the speci ¢ heat resulting from  ts

to Eq. @) with ! = 0:79 and various values for plotted versus 1= . The 2 per

14



degree of freedom In each t is 083 (1), preferring no particular -valie. W e see
that indeed C 4 is linearly dependent on 1= .A tto the ansatz, Eq. §§), gives

0:3175 (5)
Cphs = 335¢8) ——+—; ©4)

wih an extremely anall ?=N; ofthe order of 10 “. W e conclude from this fact,
that the pole term behaviour of C ¢ is not a num erical accident, but underlines the
previous considerations. In order to study the n uence of the correction exponent
! we have repeated the whol analysisofC (L) forthevalues! = 0:77and ! = 081,
that is a standard deviation away from the centralvalue 0.79. The 2=N; Preach
singke ttoEq. @) isagain 0.83(1), the new values for C s coincide within error
bars w ith the values for ! = 0:79, however the resultant linear tsin 1= to Eq.
¢8) at xed !, kead to slight changes (again with a 2=N of the order of 10 *)
(
337@) 0:3165((5)
3:334) 0:3184 ()

for ! = 0:77 .
for | =081 '

Cns = (55)

mainly for the pole term parameter & .

In the llow ng we shalluse the results forC 5 to analyze aswellthe soeci cheat
data orT 6 T.. Ifnotexplicitly m entioned, the tresultshavealwaysbeen cbtained
for xed ! = 0:79. W e have repeated the follow ing analysis also for | = 0:77 and
0.81 and shall comm ent on any noticeable changes due to ! .

34 The Speci cHeat and A"=A

In F ig.[Ld we have collected allour speci cheat data at zerom agnetic eld ortheL—
values of Tabkfl]. W e observe w ith Increasing L a m ore and m ore pronounced peak
close to J.. A s already discussed in the ntroduction, we nevertheless expect a nie
peak height even in the them odynam ic lin i, since the sihgular part of C vanishes
at the critical point for negative . The peak (@nd not dip) behaviour in plies also
that the am plitude A = must be negative, or that A is positive. T he previous
analysis of the non-singular contrlbution to C con m s this consideration: because
G, Is negative we have a positive value a, = a, for the leading part ofA . We
have interpolated the data points by reweighting, apart from the L = 120 resuls.
T he respective curves are pltted in Fig.[1] as a fiinction of t. Com pared to F i.
we have therefore an exchange of the high (£ > 0;J < 0) and low tem perature
(t< 0;J > 0) partsin the gures. In orderto nd the amplitudesA wehavem ade
the follow Ing ansatz lncluding correction-to-scaling tem s

A I
C = Chst —3 1+g3f +ot : (56)

Fora tto the form E4) the curves from the largest lattices were used in those
tranges, which appear hatched i Fig.[L]], that is or 00233 t 0:0045 and
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Figure 10: The soeci c heat data fordi erent L versus the coupling J. The dashed
line indicates the position of the critical point.

00048 t 0:0268. The non-singular part from Eq. (64) was then taken as an
Input to the t, whereas the L = 120 data points served only as a check of the
t result. As an examplk we show n Fig.[[] the t for = 0013. Fiswih
other am all, negative -values work as well and have the same 2 per degree of
freedom , nam ely 1:03 . In Tabk[] we present details of the ts for ssveral -values.
T he two correction-to-scaling contributions are always opposite In sign and cancel
therefore to som e extent, especially In the high tem perature region. T he am plitudes
A arestill -dependent, though in our notation we have taken the anticipated pole
behaviour already into account. W e ndthatA® and A are nearly linear functions
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Figure 11: The speci ¢ heat versus the reduced tem perature t for L = 36; 48, 72, 96
and 120 (stars). The solid lines were calculated by reweighting the data, the peak
height increases w ith L . T he line of Iong dashes isthe t from the ansatz, Eq. €9),

for = 0013 and ! = 0:79. The hatched areas show the t regions.
A" ol S A < S
0007 | 03416(4) | 0020(@1) | 0.041(1) || 03317(¢@) | 0.048(1) | 0.086(1)
0013 | 03636() | 0022(@1) | 0.049Q2) || 03445() | 0.085(1) | 0161 (<2)
0017 03790() | 0015(@1) | 0.041@3) || 03533() | 0109¢) | 0211 4)
0019 03870(9) | 0010@) | 0.033@) || 03578(9) | 0.120¢2) | 0237 ()
00251 04117(13) | ©.016@3) | 0.006() || 03718(13) | 0.1514) | 0312 (9)

Tablk 2: The parameters of the tsto Eq. §4) or ! = 0779 and som e selected
“values. T he errors were cbtained by M onte Carlo variation of the param eters of

Cns n Eq. {59).

of . The -dependence ofthe t results for the amplitudes is shown I Fi. [2.
A param etrization of the am plitudes as suggested by Egs. {49) and (2)

A = a+ta +a °; ©7)
works extrem ely well, as can be seen In F 9.[13, and con m s explicitly the cancella—
tion ofthepoletem saspredicted nEq. 7). IfA* andA are independently tted,

that isw ith perhaps di erent ag, we getag = 03176(12) and a, = 0:3175(12). The
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Figure 12: The amplitudesA* and A versus (squares). The lkd circk is the
value expected from C,s; the Iines are the param etrizations () and (59).

nalresult is found by ushgEq. §7) with xed ag= 03175 (theerrorin gp = &,
isalready included in the errors ofthe A —values, which are now param etrized). W e
cbtain

AT = a, 3308(36) + 18422) ?; (58)
A = a 197536) + 7822) °: (59)

At this point it is appropriate to discuss the in uence ofan ! -variation on A" and
A . From Eq. 3) we know that a shift in ! of size ! = 002 shifts the pok

term param eter & by about 0:3% and therefore we expect a shift ofa; by the same
am ount. In fact that is exactly what happens and it is the only e ect, because
the new param eters a, and a, colncide inside error bars w ith the values found for
! = 0{79.A1lin allthat results n a comm on shift ofthe A™ and A -curves in Fig.
by again 0:3% . A s a consequence the universal am plitude ratio A*=A  becom es
essentially independent of ! .

The universalratio A" =A is som etines given In tem s ofa fiinction P ( ) E1]
AT=A =1 P : (60)

E xpanding the ratio in powers of we arrive at the follow Ing relation forP ( )

1 At a, a a, a a a a
p = - 1 — == Ly =2 CE Y 61)
A Ao aop ao do
that is, P goestoa nitelmitwhen ! 0 BI,R3]. In fact, there is a phenom eno—
logical relation [, B3]
A=A =1 4 ; (62)
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Figure 13: The universal ratio A" =A  versus . The solid line is obtained from

Eas. B§) and §9), the diam onds by direct calculation from Tablk [. The other
sym bols denote results from the shuttle experin ent (square) [1,[d], from Cam postrini
et al (circkes) [, [1], from Larh et al. (star) P4]and K keinert et al. plus) RJ1.

predicting P = 4. Evaluating Egs. (5§) and (9) leads to
At=A =1 420(05) + :::; (63)

rather close to the relation {63). I Fig.[l3 we show the ratio and com pare it to
form er results from the shuttle experin ent [],[§] aswellas som e analytical determ i
nations [LJ,[1]1and R4, R3]. W e note that our ratio result is in com plete accordance
w ith all of the other ratio results. O bviously, they di er am ong each other sim ply
and sokly by assum ing di erent -values. This conclusion was already reached by
Cam postriniet al. [[Q], we can however directly con m it with Egs. ¢§) and ¢9).

4 A*'=A from the Equation of State

T he m agnetic equation of state describes the criticalbehaviour of the m agnetization
in the vicinity of T.. Asnoted by W idom [9] and G ri ths already long ago
the equation of state m ay be integrated to yield the scaling function for the fiee
energy. From subsequent derivatives w ith respect to the tam perature one obtaines
then the speci ¢ heat and in particular an equation for the universal ratio A * =A
Before we com e to this relation we have to brie y discuss the equation of state. The

19



W dom -G i ths form of the equation of state is given by
y=f&); (64)
where
y haM ; x t=M*7 : (65)
The variables t and h are the nom alized reduced tem perature and m agnetic eld

t= T TJ)=To; h=H=Hg; (66)
associated w ith the usual nom alization conditions
fO)=1; and £( 1)= 0: (©7)

T he reduced tem perature t di ers from tby a constant factor (k= [.=T,I), because
of the second condition In @ ). The nom alization constants can be expressed in
temm s of the critical am plitudes from Eq. B3)

To=B ™ T.=1:18Q); Hy=D.= 141Q) : (68)

The numbers In the last equation have been obtained in Ref. [[3] by assum ing a
special set [[J] of critical exponents

= 03490 (6) ; = 0%6723(11) ; (69)

which im plies 0017. The sam e is true for the equation of state, which was
determ ined num erically in [[3] from sinulations with a non-zero m agnetic eld.
U sing this equation of state w ill therefore give A" =A  for only that particular value
of . Varying 1n the range [ 0:0136; 0:0202], as suggested by the error of ,
would result in a large variation of A=A  to begih with (see Fig.[[J). Insofarwe
consider the follow ng calculation m ainly as a test of the m ethod.

T he results for the equation of state were param etrized .n [[3]by a com bination
ofa an alkx (low tem perature) and a hrgex (high tem perature) ansatz. T he an allx
form x, (y) was ngpired by perturbation theory Pg]and ncorporates the divergence
of the susceptbility on the coexistence line (x = 1; y = 0) due to the m asskess
G oldstone m odes

‘+ &yl (70)

X@+1l= @+ &y+ ey"
The largex om x, (y) was derived from G ri ths’s analyticity condition
x) = ay” +by® * 7 (71)

T he param eter values are

g+ & = 0352Q0); e
12595(30) ; b

0:592(10) ; (72)
1163 (20) : (73)

a
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Because ofthenom alization y(0) = lwehave& =1 @+ &+ &). The complkte
equation of state is obtained by interpolation ofthe low and high tem perature parts

Yo y°
+ x1(y) ;
ity ity

x) = %) (74)

wih p= 6 and yg = 35.

Fornegative theuniversalratioA*=A can be caltulated from f (x) using the
ollow ng formula 1]

R
A* s dxx 20 £+ £20)x] .
A £2°0)=0 ) + £20)= + OldX( x) 2 [°0) f&)+ £%(0)x] .
The m ainh contrbution to both the nom ator and the denom ator is £20)= . A

m ore appropriate representation of A*=A  is therefore

At 1 =f®
AY +[f<mwN; 76)
A 1+ [ =f90)]F,
where
fO(O) 1 Z 1
Fyv = 7 dxx *E°0) fo&x)+ £P0)x]+ dxx fo&x); (77)
0 1
£°0) ° 2 0 6 o
Fp = 1 + dx ( x) £°0) f&x+ £°0)x]: (78)
1

Let us denote the integrals n Eq. {7]) by I, and L, the one n Eq. {7§) by Is.
To a good approxin ation we can calculate the Integrals I; and Iz as well as the
derivatives from the low tem perature equation (7Q). In order to obtain I, we rst
rew rite the integral as
Z 1
ax =
L= fQ+C ) dyy—x °; (79)
£Q) dy

and evaluate the rem aining integral from the interpolation ormul (74), ushg for
f (1) the Iow tem perature value 2.4448. For the derivatives we nd

1
f°0 = 23 e & 2 = 1366 0:034; (80)

£f20) = FO)P 4@+ & 1+e = 0270 0064 ; @81)
and for the integrals

I, = 0203 002; I, = 1749 003; I = 0512 002: (82)
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T he errors In the Integrals were cbtained by M onte C arlo variation ofthe initial pa-
ram eters in Egs. (7J) and (73). W hen this procedure is also applied to the com plete
expression ) one obtamns

AT=A = 1:12 005: (83)

The st conclusion tobedrawn from this resul isthat thism ethod isnotwell suited
for the caloulation of the ratio, at least w ith the param etrization of the equation of
state ofRef. [[3]. Though the result {83) is com patible w ith our directly determ ined
mtoA"=A ( = 0:2017) = 1:073(3), the error is rather Jarge. The m ain source
of the error is evidently the inaccurate value of £2(0). That this quantity plays an
in portant role is of course not unexpected, because A* and A  are the am plitudes
of the speci ¢ heat, which is again the second derivative of the free energy density.
O ur param etrization was not devised for that purpose, but for a correct description
ofthe Goldstonee ectneartox = 1 and the lim tingbehaviourforx ! 1 .That
iswhy it led to a precise detem nation of R and the constant c¢

R = ]'_Iq x =f(x) = 1356@4); c ]'jml(l+ x) “f®) = 285(7) : (84)

Cam postrini et al. have used a di erent representation of the equation of state
29, 1], based on Jossphson’s param etrization P3] ofM ;t and H in tem s of the
variables R and and param etric functions. In order to x these functions ap-—
proxin ately the authors utilized the resuls of an analysis of the high-tem perature
expansion of an improved lattice Ham iltonian. The values obtained for A* =A
com pare wellw ith our direct determ ination and were already shown In Fig.[I3. The
corresponding equation of state di ers however som ewhat in the low and m edium
tem perature regions from the data points from our non—zero eld sinulations [[J].
T he question arises then whether the sam e data m ay be described as well in the
schem es Introduced by Cam postrini et al. . Such altemative ts of the data have
been carried out by two of us BQ]. The 2 per degree of freedom of these ts is
generally high, in particular for schem e A ofRef. R§]. The tsaccording to schem e
B are considerably betterand kad toaratioA*=A = 1:070(13), again com patble
w ith our direct detem nnation. T he sim ultaneously calculated ratio R is however
much larger (0.165-0.185) than expected from analytical calculations (0.123-0.130)
B1,B31. W e therefore do not pursue thism ethod of calculation here in m ore detail.

5 SImulationswih H > 0

W e have perfom ed additional sim ulations w ith a positive m agnetic eld H on the
critical line to nd the ram aining critical am plitudes for the speci ¢ heat and the
Iongitudinal and transverse correlation lengths. T he lnear extensions of the lattices
weussdwere L = 36;48;72 and 96. These m easurem ents were com bined w ith those
from Ref. E] to cover the H range appropriately. Som e of the new data have
already been used in Ref. BJ]. I Tablk } we give m ore details of these sin ulations.
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L H -range N Npeas 1000] | Ny || N e
36| 0.0007-0.05 | 50-100 3040 25 36
48 | 0.0001-0.03 | 50-100 3040 30 39
721 0.0001-0.005 | 60300 20 15 23
96 | 0.0001-0.0015| 6080 1220 8 16

Tabl 3: Survey ofthe new M onte C arlo sin ulations at T, on di erent lattices. N
is the num ber of cluster updates between the m easuram ents, N o5 the num ber of
m easuram entsperH value in unitsof1000 and N the num ber ofH valiesat which
new runswere perfom ed. N . is the totalnum ber of H -values where we have data.

51 The Speci c H eat on the Critical Line

In Fig.[[4 we show our speci ¢ heat data as a function of the magnetic eld H .
Since there are no noticeable system atic nite size e ects we can use these data to
t them to the ansatz

A |
C = Cpot —H @0+ cgH'®): 85)

3.0

1.5+

| | | | | |

0 0.01 0. 02 0. 03 0. 04 0. 05

Figure 14: The speci cheat at T, for L. = 36;48;72 and 96 as a function ofH . The
line isthe t @) for .= 00078 ( = 0%671)and ! = 0:79.
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c A G 2N ¢
-0.00422 | 0.007 || 02006@2) | 0.0203@1) 1.09
-0.00781 | 0.013 || 020803) | 0.0344 (2) 1.09
0.01019 | 0017 | 02131() | 0.0423 @) 110

)
)

-0.01138 | 0.019 | 02156(5) | 0.0458 (4) 110
-0.01492 | 0.025 | 02235(7) | 00546 (8) 111

Table 4: The param eters of the tsto Eq. §3) forsome selected . ~valuesat xed
= 0349 and ! = 0:79. The errors were cbtained by M onte C arlo varation of the
param eters of C,s in Eq. (89).

Section B3 asa function of (or ) with the result [54). B ecause of the dependence
ofC on .and . the amplitudesA. and G, depend on two critical exponents. T he
seocond exponent w ill how ever not introduce a sizeable varation in the am plitudes.
W e therefore treat the exponent as xed to the value = 0349, n accord w ith
our previous calculations. W ih the relations

<2 )
=2 o= i = 86)
1+ .

the linear dependence 0ofC, s on 1= can be rew ritten asone on 1= .

1
Chs = Gt —— 1+ — 87)

316(4) ——: 88)

W e took this form ofC,¢ asan inputto the tsofC wih Eqg. §3). TheH —<ange or
the tswas0:0001 H 005. W e have convinced oursslves that sm aller H -ranges
(up to 0.02 or 0.03) Jead inside the errorbars to the sam e resuts for the am plitudes.
In Tabk f we present details of the ts for ssveral .values, in Fi. [[§ we show
the am plitude A . as a function of .. A s In the case ofthe am plitudesA the polk
of C,s In Eq. B8) is com pensated by the corresponding pole term m A= .. We
have therefore param etrized the .dependence of A, in analogy to Eq. §1]) wih
the xed valueA_ ( .= 0) = 01923 and nd

A. = 0:1923 1:919(42) .+ 116@d1) 2 :

C

89)

From Fig.[[§ we see that this param etrization describes the data very well. Like in
the study ofthe ! dependence of A in Section B4 we fund changes of sin ilar size
forthe am plitude A . due to a variation of ! . They lead to an additional error of A
of size 0.0006 at .= 000422, which decreasesto 00004 at .= 0:01492.
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Figure 15: The am plitude A . versus c (squares) or ! = 0:79. The lkd circle
show s the value expected from C g, the line is the param etrization §9).

52 The Correlation Lengths on the C ritical Line

The sinulation results for the transverse and longiudinal correlation lengths are
shown i Fig.[l§ a) and b). For the transverse correlation length ; one can hardly
detect nite size e ects, whereas the longitudinal correlation length [ showsm ore

uctuations and a system atic deviation to higher [ -values, when one decreases the
m agnetic eld H . The an aller the lattice, the earlier thisbehaviour sets in. In order
to determm ine the am plitudes we have tted our resuls to the follow ing form

ta = o H @+ cgH'C) s (90)
c T Cr C a
0.40350 | -0.007 || 0.6709 (14) | 0.024 (13) || 0.3427 (15) | -0258 (33)
0.40325 | -0.013 || 0.6724(14) | 0.019(14) || 0.3435(15) | 0263 (33)
0.40307 | ©0.017 || 0.6735(14) | 0.015(@14) || 0.3441 (15) | -0266 (33)
0.40299 | ©0.019 || 0.6740 (14) | 0.013(14) || 0.3443(15) | 0268 (32)
0.40274 | ©0.025 || 0.6755(14) | 0.008(14) || 03451 (15) | 0273 (32)

Tablk 5: The param eters of the ts to Eq. @) for som e selected
= 0:79. The 2?=N:-valuesvaried r ; between 0.89 and 0.86, or ; twas067.
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Figure 16: The correlation lengths : (@) and ; ) at T, forL = 36;48;72 and 96
as a function ofH . The lines are the ts ) for .= 040325and ! = 0:79.

In the transverse case we used the reweighted data for L = 72 in the H -Interval
0.0005,0.0025], or L. = 48 in 0.002,0.02] and for L = 36 in [0.015,0.03]. From
Tablk [§ we see that the correction tem is essentially zero. Correspondingly, there
isno ! dependence and a twih cr 0 works just as well (even w ith the same
2N¢), and kadsto a slight Increase in the am plitude value, which is of the order
of the error given in Tabk [§. The dependence of the am plitude T on cor is
Iinear but the slope is very an all. In order to determm ine the longitudinal am plitude

26



. wehave tted the reweighted data forL. = 72 In the H -Interval [0.0005,0.00175]
together w ith those for L = 48 In [0.00175,0.01]. Here, the correction tem is not
zero, but the variation due to ! is still negligble. The .~or -dependence isthe
sam e as for 1, the ratio of the two correlations lengths isa xed number

S=7 = 1:957(@0) ; ©1)

Independent of the crtical exponents. Ik iswelkknown (see Refs. E] and @, @])
that at zero eld on the coexistence line t< 0 the longitudinal correlation fiinction
G is for large distances Fjoonnected to the transverse one by

1
Grlmt) SN 1)Br o F; (92)

where n ourcase N = 2. The rwhtion is expected to hold also for am all non—zero

elds H near the phase boundary in the regin e of exponential decay In plying a
factor 2 betw een the correlation lengths. It is rem arkable, thatwe nd approxin ately
such a value for the ratio at t = 0. A sin ilar observation has been m ade for the
3d O (4) model BY].

5.3 The Sti ness C onstant on the C oexistence Line

The sti ness constant ¢ (T ) is related to the helicity m odulus  [6] by
s = =T ; 93)

which can bem easured in M onte C arlb sim ulations. Thiswasdonee.g.n Refs. @]
and B§]. Herewe follow a di erent strategy, which we applied already in Ref. [[3]to

nd the m agnetization on the coexistence lne. The L or volum e dependence of M
at xed J and xed smallH isdescribbed by the -expansion of chiral perturbation
theory CPT) In temm s of two low energy constants. One is the G oldstoneboson—
decay constant F , the otherthem agnetization ofthe continuum theory forH = 0
andV ! 1 . The square ofthe constant F is proportional to the helicity m odulus.
In our notation, which isdi erent from the one in CPT (see the ram ark in the last
paragraph ofRef. B9]) we have

= F?=J; mplyhg = F?: (94)

T he form ulae, which are needed forthe tsto detem ine the constants, are summ a—
rized in Ref. [[3] and were taken from Ref. B3]. In Tablk[§ we list the results for the
G oldstoneboson-decay constant F at various J-values. W e perform ed sin ulations
atH = 00001 on Jatticesw ith lnearextensionsL = 8;10;12;16;20;24,;30;36;40;48
and 56. By construction the -expansion isonly applicable n a rangewherem L<1.
T his condition transhtes into the equation

F
Hp=< — ; (95)
J L
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J= 1=T F F Louoin | Dmax
0462 01993 | 0.0096 || 8,10,12 | 36,40
0465 02275 | 0.0060 || 8,10,12 | 40,48
0470 0259 | 0.0050 || 8,10,12 | 40,48
0480 | 03091 | 0.0018 1| 8,10,12| 48
0500 | 03795| 0.0114 | 8,10,12 | 48,56
0525 04379 | 0.0040 || 8,10,12 | 48,56
0550 04755 | 0.0028 || 8,10,12 56

Tabl 6: The G oldstoneboson-decay constant F at various J-values from ts on
data from Jatticeswih L in the range Ly in7Lim ax -

and excludes the use of too large L-values. For each J we tted di erent sets of
data from lattices between [Ly i 7Lnax ] and averaged the obtained F -values. The
errors on F include the variations of these results. Ifwe com pare our F -values to
the corresponding ones ofRef. BJlwe nd generally som ew hat lower num bers. T his
m ay be due to the fact that in Ref. BY] data from single lattices instead of sets of
data from di erent latticeswere tted. T he transverse correlation length | on the
coexistence line is now derived from the inverse of the sti ness constant orF 2. It

0 ‘ Il Il ‘ Il Il ‘ Il Il ‘ Il
-0. 20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0
Figure 17: The Inverse of the sti ness constant _' = ; on the coexistence line
from chiral perturbation theory. The solid line isthe t @) with = 0:671 and
! = 0:79.
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isplotted in F ig.[[]. Here, we have not asm any and as accurate data as in Fig.[L§
a). In order to detemm ine the am plitude |, we tourdata pointsup to J = 0525
to the ansatz

r= (9 1+ (v - (96)

Tablk[] contains the t param eters fordi erent or -values. W e cbserve, as for
T » @ IInear dependence of the am plitude , on wih a very snallslope. A change
of | by 0.02 ladsonly to a shift in . ofa tenth ofthe error in Tabk[].

T Cr =N £
0.6690 | 0.007 || 1.680 (52) | 0.55(10) 0.08
06710 | 0013 || 1.665(52) | 054 (11) 0.08
0.6723 | 0017 | 1.655(1) | ©.53(11) 0.08
0.6730 | 0019 | 1.650(51) | ©.53(11) 0.08
0.6750 | 0025 | 1.636(51) | ©.52(11) 0.07

Tabl 7: The param eters of the tsto Eq. @f) for ssveral -valiesand ! = 0:79.

6 The Universal Am plitude R atios

A fter having determ ined all the am plitudes which appear in Egs. 27) to () we
can calculate the corresponding universal ratios. Since the ratio Uy = A=A has
already been discussed in great detail we start w ith the ratio U of the correlation
lengths orH = 0. From Eq. @4) and Tabk [ we nd

U = "=_. = 02930 ; 97)

T

Independent of the used -wvalue. The -expansion of this ratio was derived by
Hohenberg et al. PJ1to O ( ) and extended by Bervillier [Ap] to O (?) resulting in
U = 027 and 0233, repectively. O kabe and Ideura [A]]] corrected the expansion
of Bervillier (not the num erical valie) and com puted the ratio in 1=N -expansion to
U = 0:140. The -expansion results are com parablk in size to our value in [97), the
1=N -expansion result, however, seam s to be too an all.

T he ratios connecting the soeci ¢ heat and correlation length am plitudes are
related by

R = RTU,"U ; (98)

and they depend on the used , m ainly because of the speci ¢ heat am plitudes. In

Tabk[d we have listed the ratiosR* and R” . From the -expansions @#4) and {8)

we nd
RY = 03382(@14) 0:717096) + 087(113) 2 : (99)
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R RT Rc Ra Q3
0.6690 | -0.007 || 03432(@15) | 1.163(@36) || 0118@4) || 0.0515@17) | 0.834(21)
06710 | 0.013 || 03476(18) | 1.167(36) || 0125@4) || 0.0534(18) | 0.849(21)
06723 | 0.017 || 03505@1) | 1170@36) || 0130@4) || 0.0547@18) | 0.860(21)
0.6730 | 0019 03520@22) | 1171(36) || 0133(B) || 0.0554(@19) | 0.865((21)
0.6750 | 0025 | 03563 @27) | 1176(36) || 0142(5) || 00574 (@19) | 0.881 (22)

Tablk 8: The universal ratios from Egs. €9), ) and ) as a function ofthe used
exponents and

ForRT one can derive a sim ilar form ula representing the values of Table

RT = 11580 0696 + 097 > 0:036: (100)

T here exist several theoretical estin ates of R* which com pare wellw ith our result:
0355@) [ = 0:0146] L] and 0361 @4) @A7], both from high-tem perature expan—
sions; 036 [AJ] from the -expansion, and 03597 (10) [EB] and 03606 (20) [Ek] from

3d ed theory. Apart from the rstresul, we could not relate a de nite -wvalueto

the respective estin ate. The ratio R was calculated from the -expansion [RB,[4D]
w ith the resul 1.0 2) [3], well in accord w ith our value.

The ram aining universal ratios R ;R ;Ra and Qg are all dependent on the
am plitude C* of the susoeptibility and/or the amplitudes B and d. D .) of the
m agnetization. W e m entioned already that we had determ ned R ;B and d. In Ref.
3], although for xed = 06723. In the Hllow ing we proceed as in Section [5],
that is we keep xed to 0349 and assum e In addition that the -dependencies
of R ;B and d. are negligbl. In Tabk f we present the ratios R and Q) as
calculated from

Re = A'RD_/'B ' ; Q] = (f=7) "R (@=B) =@+ 1=); (01)
and R, directly from the de nition in Eq. @0), using our new ly determ ined am —
pliudesA* ;A.; S and *.W e could not nd any previous results orR, and Q3
in the literature, however, the ratio R has been calculated theoretically In sev-—
eralways. From Tablk[d we see that R¢ is increasing w ith decreasing , which is
due to the factor A* . In com paring our values to the analytical results we quote
therefore the used -values. The ratio R calculated from 3d eld theory in Ref.
B]1is0123@) [ = 0:01285], in Ref. P§10.12428 [ = 0:01056]; from the high-
tem perature expansion n Ref. f[[]Jone nds0127(6) [ = 0£0146]. The resultsare
in f1ll agreem ent w ith our calculation, though that of Ref. PJ] is som ewhat higher
than the other ones. The old -expansion resul 0103 of Aharony and H chenberg

[49] seem s to be too an all.
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7 Conclusions

W e have calculated the m a pr universal am plitude ratios of the three-din ensional
O (2) model from M onte Carl simulations. To reach this goal a Jarge am ount of
com puter tin e had to be spent on the cluster of alpha-w orkstations of the depart-
m ent of physics at the University ofB ielefeld. M ost of the com puter tin e went into
the production of reliable speci ¢ heat data for the direct determ ination of A * =A
Initially we had hoped to in prove the accuracy ofthe exponent  (or ) from these
data. A s it tumed out, however, the speci ¢ heat data could be tted to a whole
range of -valies wih the same 2=N¢, extending even to = 0. This raises the
question, whether the experim ental shuttle data are really xing the -value to
exactly -0.01056, the sam e value as in 3d eld theory expansions [lJ]. T he positive
aspect ofthe Indi erence ofthe tsto the speci cheatdata to -variationswasthat
we could study the num erical changes induced by these variations in the universal
ratio A"=A and the background temm C,,. As a result we were able to con m
the con ectured pole (in 1= ) behaviour of the am plitudes and the background term
and the mutual cancellation of the pol contrbutions. The sam e pol behaviour
was observed for the goeci ¢ heat am plitude on the critical line. The functional
dependence of A=A on theused -value is in com plete accordance w ith all other
ratio results and not far from the phenom enologicalrelation A*=A =1 4 .We
have also determ ned A" =A  from the num erical equation of state, but we think the
m ethod relies too much on the chosen param etrization.

In orderto nd the am plitude of the transverse correlation length on the coexis-
tence line we used chiral perturbation theory. T his enabled us to caloulate the lss
known ratios RT and U . The latter is independent of the used , lke the ratio

t= 1 on the crtical Iine, which is rem arkably close to 2 —a prediction expected for
T < T, from the correlation functions close to the phase boundary. O ur resuls for
R" and R¢ are in fill agreem ent w ith the best theoretical estin ates; R, and Q7
are new and rem ain untested for the m om ent.
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