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A bstract

W e investigate the three-dim ensionalO (2)m odelnearthe criticalpointby M onte

Carlo sim ulationsand calculatethem ajoruniversalam plituderatiosofthem odel.

The ratio U0 = A + =A � isdeterm ined directly from the speci�c heatdata atzero

m agnetic �eld. The data do not,however,allow to extract an accurate estim ate

for�. Instead,we establish a strong correlation ofU0 with the value of� used in

the �t. Thisnum erical�-dependence isgiven by A + =A � = 1� 4:20(5)� + O (�2).

Forthe special�-valuesused in othercalculationswe �nd fullagreem entwith the

corresponding ratio values,e.g.thatofthe shuttle experim entwith liquid helium .

On thecriticalisochoreweobtain theratio�+ =��
T
= 0:293(9),and on thecriticalline

the ratio �cT=�
c
L = 1:957(10)forthe am plitudes ofthe transverse and longitudinal

correlation lengths.These two ratiosareindependentoftheused � or�-values.
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1 Introduction

In quantum �eld theoryand condensed m atterphysicsO (N )sym m etricvectorm od-

elsplay an essentialpart,becausethey arerepresentativesofuniversality classesfor

m any physicalsystem s. The universalpropertiesofthe O (N )m odels-the critical

exponentsand am plituderatios,which describethecriticalphenom ena -arethere-

foreofconsiderableim portance.In threedim ensionsthecaseN = 2isaspecialone:

itisthe �rstvectorm odel(with increasing N )showing Goldstone e�ects,and the

exponent�,which controlsthe criticalbehaviourofthe speci�c heat,isvery close

to zero. In fact,ifone plots � versus N ,as determ ined by �eld theory m ethods

[1]-[4],then the function is approxim ately linear in N and becom es negative just

below N = 2. The proxim ity of� to zero m ade italso di�cult to determ ine the

typeofthesingularity forthespeci�c heatin realsystem s.Indeed,forthelam bda

transition ofhelium a nearly logarithm ic singularity (corresponding to � = 0)was

�rstm easured [5]and a sim ilarbehaviourwasfound atthegas-liquid criticalpoint

[6].However,with thenowadaysreached experim entalprecision,especially thatof

the spectacularshuttle experim entwith liquid helium [7,8]there isno doubtthat

the criticalexponent� isvery sm all,butnon-zero,and because itisnegative the

peak ofthespeci�c heatis�nite.

In thispaperwecalculate,am ongothersquantities,thespeci�cheatfrom M onte

Carlo sim ulations. The determ ination of� from these data poses,aswe shallsee,

sim ilarproblem sasin experim ents. Ofcourse,there isonly one value of� forthe

3d O (2)-universality class,butitisunclearwhatthe correctvalue is(see e.g.the

survey in Table 19 ofRef.[9]). W e therefore pursue the strategy to calculate the

universalratiosfrom ourdata fordi�erent�-valuesin the range where the actual

value m ost probably is. The strongest dependence on the used � is expected for

�tsinvolving theuniversalam plituderatio A + =A � ofthespeci�cheat.Thesam eis

true foralltheoreticaldeterm inations[10,11]ofthisratio.Apartfrom A + =A � we

derive from oursim ulationsotheruniversalquantitiesand am plitude ratios,which

characterizetheO (2)-universality classin threedim ensions.

Them odelwhich weinvestigateisthestandard O (2)-invariantnonlinear�-m odel

(orX Y m odel),which isde�ned by

� H = �J
X

< x;y>

~�x �~�y � ~H �
X

x

~�x : (1)

Here x and y are the nearest-neighbour sites on a three-dim ensionalhypercubic

lattice,~�x is a 2-com ponent unitvector atsite x and ~H is the externalm agnetic

�eld.W econsiderthecoupling constantJ asinversetem perature,thatisJ = 1=T.

Instead of�xing thelength ofthespin vectors ~�x to 1 wecould haveintroduced an

additionalterm
P

x
[~�2x + �(~�2x � 1)2]on therighthand sideofthelastequation.By

choosing an appropriate � value [12]itisthen possible to elim inate leading order

corrections to scaling. As it willturn out,these corrections are negligibile in the
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energy density and m arginalin thespeci�cheatalsowith theHam iltonian from Eq.

(1). M oreover,we want to com bine am plitudes obtained from form er sim ulations

atnon-zero m agnetic�eld [13]using thesam eHam iltonian with theam plitudeswe

determ inenow in orderto calculateuniversalratios.

As long as H = j~H jis non-zero one can decom pose the spin vector ~�x into a

longitudinal(parallelto them agnetic�eld ~H )and a transversecom ponent

~�x = �
k

x~eH + ~�
?

x ; with ~eH = ~H =H : (2)

The orderparam eterofthe system ,the m agnetization M ,isthen the expectation

valueofthelatticeaverage�k ofthelongitudinalspin com ponent

M = h
1

V

X

x

�
k

x i = h�ki: (3)

Here,V = L3 and L isthe num beroflattice pointsperdirection. There are two

typesofsusceptibilities. The longitudinalsusceptibility isde�ned asusualby the

derivative ofthe m agnetization,whereas the transverse susceptibility corresponds

to the
uctuation ofthelatticeaverage ~�? ofthetransversespin com ponent

�L =
@M

@H
= V (h�k2 i� M

2); (4)

�T = V h~�? 2 i: (5)

Thetotalm agneticsusceptibility is

� = �L + �T : (6)

Atzero m agnetic �eld,H = 0,there isno longera preferred direction and the

latticeaverageofthespins

~� =
1

V

X

x

~�x ; (7)

willhaveavanishingexpectation valueon all�nitelattices,h~�i= 0;thelongitudinal

and transversesusceptibilitiesbecom eequalforT > Tc and divergeboth forT < Tc

becauseoftheGoldstonem odes[13].Neverthelesswecan use ~� to de�ne thetotal

susceptibility and theBindercum ulantby

� = V h~�2 i; (8)

gr =
h(~�2)2 i

h~�2 i2
� 3 : (9)

ForT > Tc we have � = 2�L = 2�T. W e approxim ate the orderparam eterM for

H = 0 by [14]

M ’ hj~�ji: (10)
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On �nitelatticesthem agnetization ofEq.(10)approachesthein�nitevolum elim it

from above,whereasM asde�ned by Eq.(3)forH 6= 0 reachesthetherm odynam ic

lim itfrom below.

In ourzero �eld sim ulationswe wantto m easure three furtherobservables:the

energy density,the speci�c heatand the correlation length. The energy ofa spin

con�guration issim ply

E = �
X

< x;y>

~�x �~�y ; (11)

and theenergy density � isthen

� = hE i=V : (12)

Forthespeci�cheatC weobtain

C =
@�

@T
=

J2

V

�
hE 2i� hE i2

�
: (13)

Thesecond m om entcorrelation length iscalculated from theform ula

�2nd =

�
�=F � 1

4sin2(�=L)

� 1=2

; (14)

where F is the Fourier transform ofthe correlation function at m om entum p� =

2�ê�=L,and ê� a unitvectorin oneofthethreedirections

F =
1

V
hj
X

x

exp(ip�x)~�xj
2i: (15)

In thesim ulationswecom puteF from an averageoverallthreedirections.Strictly

speaking,Eq.(14)can only serveasade�nition ofthecorrelation length forT > Tc,

becausetheexponentialcorrelation length divergesforH ! 0 and T < Tc.Instead

itispossible to introducea transverse correlation length �T on thecoexistence line

[15],which isconnected to theso-called sti�nessconstant�s ford = 3 by

�T = �
� 1

s forH = 0; T < Tc : (16)

W eexplainlaterhow tocalculate�s.ForH 6= 0therearetwoexponentialcorrelation

lengths,a transverse (�T)and a longitudinalone(�L).Theirsecond m om entform s

m ay be com puted again from Eq. (14)by replacing � and F with theirrespective

transverse orlongitudinalcounterparts.

The rest ofthe paper isorganized asfollows. Firstwe discuss the criticalbe-

haviouroftheobservablesand de�netheuniversalam plituderatios,which wewant

to determ ine. In Section 3 we describe our sim ulations at H = 0,the results for

theBindercum ulant,thecriticalpointand thecorrelation length.Then weanalyse

the data forthe energy and the speci�c heat. In Section 4 we discussasan alter-

native the calculation ofA + =A � from the equation ofstate,which was obtained

from non-zero �eld sim ulations. The following Section 5 servesto �nd the speci�c

heatand thecorrelation lengthsatTc,aswellasthesti�nessconstant,from H 6= 0

sim ulations.W eclosewith a sum m ary oftheratiosand theconclusions.
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2 C riticalB ehaviour

In the therm odynam ic lim it(V ! 1 )the observables show power law behaviour

close to Tc. It is described by criticalam plitudes and exponents ofthe reduced

tem peraturet= (T � Tc)=Tc.W enotethatweusehereanotherde�nition oftthan

in Ref.[13].W ewillm ention thispointagain later.Thescaling lawsatH = 0 are

for:

them agnetization

M = B (�t)� fort< 0 ; (17)

thelongitudinalsusceptibility

�L = C
+
t
� 
 fort> 0 ; (18)

thetransverse correlation length

�T = �
�

T
(�t)� � fort< 0 ; (19)

thecorrelation length

� = �
+
t
� � fort> 0 ; (20)

fort! �0 theenergy density

� = �ns + Tct

�

Cns +
A �

�(1� �)
jtj� �

�

; (21)

and thespeci�cheat

C = Cns +
A �

�
jtj� � : (22)

The speci�c heat and the energy density contain non-singular term s C ns and �ns,

which areduetoderivativesoftheanalyticpartfns ofthefreeenergy density.They

arethevaluesofthespeci�cheatand energy density atTc.W ith ourde�nition for

thespeci�cheatam plitudeswehavealready singled outtheirm ain �-dependencies,

therem aining factorsA � areonly m oderately varying with �.

On thecriticallineT = Tc ort= 0 wehaveforH > 0 thescaling laws

M = dcH
1=� or H = D cM

�
; (23)

and forthelongitudinaland transverse correlation lengths�L;T

�L;T = �
c
L;TH

� �c ; �c = �=�� : (24)

Thespeci�cheatscalesas

C = Cns +
A c

�c
H

� �c ; �c = �=�� : (25)
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W eassum e thefollowing hyperscaling relationsam ong thecriticalexponentsto be

valid

2� � = d�; 
 = �(� � 1); d� = �(1+ �): (26)

Asaconsequenceonlytwocriticalexponentsareindependent.Becauseofthehyper-

scalingrelationsandthealreadyim plicitlyassum ed equalityofthecriticalexponents

aboveand below Tc onecan constructam ultitudeofuniversalam plituderatios[15]

(seealso thediscussion in Ref.[9]).Thefollowing listofratioscontainsthosewhich

wewantto determ ine here

U0 = A + =A � ; U� = �
+
=�

�

T
; (27)

R
+

�
= (A + )1=d�+ ; R

T
� = (A � )1=d��

T
; (28)

R � = C + D cB
�� 1 ; R C = A

+
C
+
=B

2
; (29)

and

R A = A cD
� (1+ �c)
c B

� 2=�
; Q

T
2 = (�cT=�

+ )
=�C +
=dc(1=� + 1): (30)

One ofthe ratios,R �,was already calculated by us from non-zero m agnetic �eld

sim ulations[13],using theexponentsofRef.[12].W efound

R � = 1:356(4): (31)

In orderto norm alizetheequation ofstate,thetem peratureand them agnetic�eld

in the sam e paper,we had com puted the criticalam plitudesofthe m agnetization

on thecoexistence lineand thecriticallinewith theresult

B = B̂ T
�
c = 1:245(7); dc = 0:978(2);D c = 1:11(1); (32)

where B̂ = 0:945(5).ThevalueforJc = T� 1
c = 0:454165 wastaken from Ref.[16].

3 Sim ulations at H = 0

Alloursim ulationsweredoneon three-dim ensionallatticeswith periodicboundary

conditions. As in Ref.[13]we have used the W ol� single cluster algorithm . The

m ain part ofthe H = 0 data was taken from lattices with linear extensions L =

24;36;48;72;96 and 120.Between them easurem entsweperform ed 300-800 cluster

updatesto reduce the integrated autocorrelation tim e �int. Apartfrom the largest

lattice (L = 120) where we m ade runs only at six couplings,we have generally

scanned theneighbourhood ofJc byrunsatm orethan 30pointson each lattice,with

specialem phasison theregion 0:45414� J � 0:45419.Thisenabled a com fortable

reweighting analysisofthedata.M oredetailsofthesesim ulationsarepresented in

Table1.
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L J-range N J N m eas[1000] �int(t< 0) �int(t� 0) �int(t> 0)

24 0.440-0.4675 35 � 100 1-3 1-3 1-3

36 0.440-0.4650 43 � 100 1-4 2-3 2-10

48 0.442-0.4650 55 � 100 1-5 2-5 4-13

72 0.4465-0.460 41 80-100 1-4 4-8 7-21

96 0.450-0.4567 33 60-80 2-10 6-7 7-35

120 0.452-0.4562 6 20 2-4 14 12-23

Table1:Survey oftheM onteCarlosim ulationsatH = 0fordi�erentlattices.Here

N J isthenum berofdi�erentcouplingsatwhich runswereperform ed;�int isthein-

tegrated autocorrelation tim efortheenergyand N m eas thenum berofm easurem ents

percoupling in unitsof1000.

3.1 T he C riticalPoint and the B inder C um ulant

It is obvious that any determ ination ofcriticalam plitudes relies crucially on the

exactlocation ofthecriticalpoint.Sincewehaveproduced a considerableam ount

0.44 0.450.445 0.455 0.46 0.465

-1.6

-1.4

-1.2

-1.0

-1.8

-2.0

J

g
r

-  24

-  36

-  48

-  72

-  96

Figure 1: The Binder cum ulant gr from Eq.(9) as a function ofthe coupling J.

The curves were obtained by reweighting the data. W ith increasing lattice size

L = 24;36;48;72 and 96,the slope ofthe respective curve increases close to the

criticalpoint.Theverticaldashed linedenotesJc ofRef.[16].
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0.454200.454190.454180.454170.454160.45415

-1.755

-1.760

-1.765

J

g
r

Figure2:The Bindercum ulantgr in the closeneighbourhood ofthecriticalpoint.

The �gure is an enlargem ent ofFig.1. The dashed lines accom panying the solid

linesshow thejackknifeerrorcorridor.

ofdata in the neighbourhood ofthe criticalpointitwasnaturalto verify �rstthe

ratherprecise result ofBallesteros etal.[16]. W e have done thisby studying the

Bindercum ulantgr,which isdirectly a �nite-size-scaling function

gr = Q g(tL
1=�
;L

� !): (33)

The function Q g depends on the therm alscaling �eld and on possible irrelevant

scaling �elds. Here we have speci�ed only the leading irrelevant scaling �eld pro-

portionalto L� !,with ! > 0. Atthe criticalpoint,t= 0,gr should therefore be

independent ofL apart from corrections due to these irrelevant scaling �elds. In

Fig.1 we show ourresults forgr asobtained by reweighting the direct data. W e

observe,at least on the scale ofFig.1,no deviation from the scaling hypothesis.

However,aftera blow-up oftheclosevicinity ofthecriticalpoint,asshown in Fig.

2,wecan seethattheintersection pointsbetween curvesfrom di�erentlatticesare

notcoinciding.Theshift�J ofthecrossing pointfrom thein�nite volum e critical

coupling Jc can beestim ated by expanding thescaling function Q g to lowestorder

in both variables.Fortwo latticeswith sizesL and L0= bL onegets

�J L;L0

/ s(L;b) =
1� b� !

b1=� � 1
L
� !� 1=�

: (34)

In Fig.3 we have plotted the J-values ofthe intersection points for each pair of

lattices asa function ofthe variable s(L;b) ofEq.(34). For! we used the value
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0.0 0.0001 0.0002

0.45419

0.45418

0.45417

0.45416

0.45420

s(L,b)

J
ip

Figure3:Thecoupling Jip attheintersection pointofgr(L)and gr(bL)forvarious

com binationsofL and basafunction ofs(L;b),Eq.(34).The�lled (em pty)sym bols

werecalculated with � = 0:669 (0:673).Thedashed (solid)linesarelinear�tswith

(without)theL = 96 intersection points,denoted hereby triangles.

0.79(2)ofRef.[12],and for� wehavechosen thetwo values� = 0:669 and 0:673 as

boundsofthe probable �-range. Ofcourse,the intersection pointsare com pletely

independentof� and !.Only the variable s(L;b)ischanging when the exponents

arechanged.Ascan beseen in Fig.3 also theextrapolation to thecriticalpointJc
forL ! 0 (ors(L;b)! 0)isuna�ected by the choice of�. The sam e applies to

a variation of!. Since the slope ofgr(L = 96)close to the criticalpointisrather

large,a sm allnum ericaluncertainty m ight shift the intersection points with the

othercurves considerably. W e have therefore determ ined Jc also by �tsexcluding

theresultsfrom thelargestlattice.Thuswearriveatthe�nalestim ate

Jc = 0:454167(4); (35)

in fullagreem entwith theresultJc = 0:454165(4)ofBallesterosetal.[16].In order

to beconsistentwith ourpreviouspapersweusein thefollowing again thevalueof

Ref.[16].

In a sim ilarm annerone can determ ine from the sam e data the universalvalue

gr(Jc).Thedi�erence ofthegr-valuesattheintersection pointsto gr(Jc)ishere

�g L;L0

r / so(L;b) =
b1=� � b� !

b1=� � 1
L
� !

: (36)

8



0.0 0.100.05

-1.756

-1.758

-1.760

-1.762

-1.764

-1.766 s
o
(L,b)

g
r,ip

Figure 4:The Bindercum ulantgr;ip atthe intersection pointforvariouscom bina-

tions ofL and b as a function ofso(L;b),Eq.(36). The dashed (solid) lines are

linear�tswith (without)theL = 96 intersection points,denoted hereby triangles.

In Fig.4weshow theextrapolation ofgr tothecriticalpointvalueatso(L;b)= 0.A

variation of! in therange0.77-0.81 leadsonly to a shiftof10� 4.Thenew variable

so(L;b) is practically independent of�,the in
uence of� is not visible in Fig.4.

Com paring again extrapolationswith and withouttheL = 96 pointsoneobtains

gr(Jc) = �1:758(2); or
h(~�2)2i

h~�2 i2
(Jc) = 1:242(2); (37)

wellin accord with theresultofRef.[11](seealso thelong discussion in Ref.[17]).

3.2 T he C orrelation Length

In ourH = 0 sim ulationswehavem easured thecorrelation length using thesecond

m om entform ula,Eq.(14).The�nite-size-scaling equation for� is

� = LQ�(tL
1=�
;L

� !); (38)

and �=L = Q� isa scaling function like gr,thatisitsvalue atthe criticalpointis

universalforL ! 1 .In Fig.5 wehaveplotted ourcorrelation length data divided

by L. Here form ula (14)hasalso been evaluated forJ > Jc orT < Tc though in

thisregion the data cannotbe identi�ed with thecorrelation length.W esee again
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0.44  0.45  0.46  0.47
0

0.5

1.0

1.5

J

/L
 96

 72    

 48    

 36

 24

Figure5:The correlation length � divided by L versusJ forL = 24;36;48;72 and

96. The solid lines were calculated by reweighting the data. The dashed vertical

linegivesthepostion ofJc,thehorizontalonetheuniversalvalue,Eq.(39).

thatallcurvesintersectatthe previously determ ined criticalpoint. A closerlook

into theneighbourhood ofJc revealshoweversim ilarcorrectionsto scaling asin the

caseofgr.Thecorresponding extrapolation ofthevariableso(L;b)to zero leadsfor

�=L to

�=L (Jc) = 0:593(2): (39)

Thisresultcon�rm snicely thevalue�=L = 0:5927from theprelim inary sim ulations

m entioned in Ref.[12].

Ourdataforthecorrelation length can alsobeused to�nd thecriticalam plitude

�+ ofEq. (20). To this end we use a m ethod described in detailin Ref.[18].

W e brie
y repeat the m ain argum ents assum ing for sim plicity that there are no

correctionstoscaling.An observableO with criticalbehaviourapproachesforeither

positiveornegativetand L ! 1 thelim iting form

O 1 = a0jtj
� �

; forjtj! 0 ; (40)

where a0 is the criticalam plitude and � the criticalexponent. At �nite L the

observablesatis�esa scaling relation

O (t;L) = L
�=�
Q O (xt); with xt = tL

1=�
: (41)

Here,Q O is the �nite-size-scaling function ofO . In order to ensure the correct

10



therm odynam iclim itfor�xed sm alljtjwem usthavetherelation

O 1 = jtj� � lim
xt! � 1

jxtj
�
Q O (xt): (42)

Thesign ofxt isofcoursethesam easthatoft.Itisclearthen,thatthefunction

A O (xt) = jxtj
�
Q O (xt); (43)

willconverge asym ptotically to the criticalam plitude a0. M oreover,a0 willbe an

extrem evalueofA O (xt).

W ehaveapplied thism ethod tothecorrelation length results.In Fig.6weshow

A �(xt) for the exponent � = 0:671 and various L-values. W e notice that already

atxt � 4 a plateau isreached and essentially no correctionsto scaling are visible.

The m arginalspread ofthe data in the plateau region leadsonly to a sm allerror

fortheam plitude�+ .Sincethescaling variablext changeswith � thereishowever

a �-dependence,which can also beexpressed asa dependence on �,because ofthe

hyperscaling relation 2� � = d�. In fact,afterevaluating A� forseveral�-values,

we�nd that�+ isratherexactly a linearfunction oftheused �

�
+ = 0:4957(20)+ 0:67(12)� : (44)

This can be seen in Fig.7,where we com pare the �t,Eq.44,to som e directly

determ ined �+ -values.

0 5 10

0.5

0.0

x
t
=tL1/

A (x
t
)

 96
 72
 48
 36
 24

Figure6:Theam plitudefunction A �,Eq.(43),ofthecorrelation length versusthe

scaling variable xt for� = 0:671 and L = 24;36;48;72 and 96.The horizontalline

indicatesthe�+ -value.
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0  0.01  0.02  

0.480

0.485

0.490

0.495

-

+

Figure 7:The criticalam plitude �+ ,Eq.(20),ofthe correlation length versus��.

Thedata (circles)aredeterm ined from theam plitudefunction A �(xt),thesolid line

isthelinear�t(44).

3.3 Speci�c H eat and Energy D ensity at Tc

As m entioned already in Section 2 both the energy density and the speci�c heat

contain additionalnon-singularterm s.Thisfactcom plicatesofcoursethedeterm i-

nation ofthecriticalam plitudes.W ecan howevercalculatethenon-singularterm s

beforehand by a �nite-size-scaling analysis directly atthe criticalpoint. Forthat

purposewehavem adefurtherM onteCarlo runsatTc on 23 latticeswith L = 8 to

L = 160. In these runswe took between 500,000 and 200;000 m easurem entseach

forL = 8� 64 and on thelargerlatticesbetween 120,000 and 50,000.Thedata for

the energy density and the speci�c heatare shown in Fig.8 asa function ofL up

to L = 120.Ifoneexpandsthescaling functionsfor� and C atTc in powersofL
� !

oneobtains

�(L) = �ns + q0�L
(�� 1)=�

�
1+ q1�L

� ! + :::
�
; (45)

C(L) = Cns + q0C L
�=�

�
1+ q1C L

� ! + :::
�
: (46)

W e have �tted the �rst term s (up to q1) ofthese expansions to the data. In the

case ofthe energy density we �nd no corrections to scaling,that is q1� � 0,and

only sm allcorrectionsforthe speci�c heat. Fitswith di�erent�-valuescannotbe

distinguished in Fig.8.W hen wetreat� asafree�tparam eterweget� = 0:671(2).

Thequantity �ns exhibitsno noticeabledependency on � or� and !.W e�nd

�ns = �0:98841(3): (47)
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Figure 8:The energy density (a)and the speci�c heat(b)versusL atthe critical

point. The dashed line shows�ns and the solid lines�tsto Eqs. (45)and (46)for

� = 0:671 and ! = 0:79.

The situation is quite di�erent in the case ofthe speci�c heat. Its non-singular

part varies from about 50 for� = 0:669 to 16 at� = 0:675. The reason for this

strong variation isthattheexponent� = 2� 3� iscloseto zero,when � approaches

2/3. Then the background term Cns develops a pole (� 1=�) which cancels a

corresponding pole in the criticalam plitude in such a way thatthe characteristic

criticalpowerbehaviour(� jtj� �)turnsoverinto a logarithm icbehaviour(� lnjtj).
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Figure9:Thenon-singularpartCns ofthespeci�cheatversus1=� from �tsto Eq.

(46)(stars)with ! = 0:79.Thesolid lineisfrom Eq.(54).

Thism echanism forthe em ergence ofthe logarithm ic singularity as� ! 0 iswell-

known (seeRefs.[15]and [19,20]).W edem onstrateitby assum ing that

Cns(�) = c
0

ns +
cpns

�
; (48)

A
� (�) = a

�

0
+ a

�

1
� + O (�2): (49)

Ifweinserttheseequationsinto Eq.(22)and expand jtj� � forsm all� weobtain

C = c
0

ns +
cpns

�
+

�
a
�

0

�
+ a

�

1 + O (�)

�

(1� � lnjtj+ :::) (50)

= c
0

ns +
cpns + a

�

0

�
+ a

�

1
� a

�

0
lnjtj+ O (�): (51)

Evidently the lim itofC for� ! 0 existsand hasa logarithm ic jtj-dependence,if

thepoleterm vanishes,which requires[19]

c
p
ns = �a�0 ; and a

+

0 = a
�

0 : (52)

Theratio A + =A � isthereforecloseto 1

A
+
=A

� = 1+ O (�): (53)

In Fig.9 we show the non-singularpartCns ofthe speci�c heatresulting from �ts

to Eq.(46)with ! = 0:79 and variousvaluesfor� plotted versus1=�.The �2 per

14



degree offreedom in each �t is 0.83(1),preferring no particular �-value. W e see

thatindeed Cns islinearly dependenton 1=�.A �tto theansatz,Eq.(48),gives

Cns = 3:35(4)�
0:3175(5)

�
; (54)

with an extrem ely sm all�2=N f ofthe orderof10
� 4. W e conclude from thisfact,

thatthepoleterm behaviourofCns isnota num ericalaccident,butunderlinesthe

previousconsiderations.In orderto study the in
uence ofthe correction exponent

! wehaverepeated thewholeanalysisofC(L)forthevalues! = 0:77and ! = 0:81,

thatisa standard deviation away from thecentralvalue0.79.The �2=N f foreach

single �tto Eq.(46)isagain 0.83(1),the new valuesforC ns coincide within error

bars with the values for! = 0:79,however the resultant linear�ts in 1=� to Eq.

(48)at�xed !,lead to slightchanges(again with a �2=N f oftheorderof10
� 4)

Cns =

(

3:37(4)� 0:3165(5)=� for ! = 0:77

3:33(4)� 0:3184(5)=� for ! = 0:81
; (55)

m ainly forthepoleterm param etercpns.

In thefollowingweshallusetheresultsforCns toanalyzeaswellthespeci�cheat

dataforT 6= Tc.Ifnotexplicitlym entioned,the�tresultshavealwaysbeenobtained

for�xed ! = 0:79. W e have repeated the following analysisalso for! = 0:77 and

0.81 and shallcom m enton any noticeablechangesdueto !.

3.4 T he Speci�c H eat and A +=A �

In Fig.10wehavecollected allourspeci�cheatdataatzerom agnetic�eld fortheL-

valuesofTable1.W eobservewith increasing L a m oreand m orepronounced peak

closeto Jc.Asalready discussed in theintroduction,weneverthelessexpecta �nite

peak heighteven in thetherm odynam iclim it,sincethesingularpartofC vanishes

atthecriticalpointfornegative �.Thepeak (and notdip)behaviourim pliesalso

thatthe am plitude A � =� m ustbe negative,orthatA � ispositive. The previous

analysisofthenon-singularcontribution to C con�rm sthisconsideration:because

cpns is negative we have a positive value a�
0
= a0 for the leading part ofA � . W e

have interpolated the data pointsby reweighting,apartfrom the L = 120 results.

The respective curves are plotted in Fig.11 asa function oft. Com pared to Fig.

10 we have therefore an exchange ofthe high (t> 0;J < 0)and low tem perature

(t< 0;J > 0)partsin the�gures.In orderto�nd theam plitudesA � wehavem ade

thefollowing ansatzincluding correction-to-scaling term s

C = Cns +
A �

�
jtj� �

�
1+ c

�

1
jtj!� + c

�

2
t
�
: (56)

For a �t to the form (56) the curves from the largest lattices were used in those

t-ranges,which appearhatched in Fig.11,thatisfor�0:0233 � t� �0:0045 and
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Figure10:Thespeci�cheatdata fordi�erentL versusthecoupling J.Thedashed

lineindicatestheposition ofthecriticalpoint.

0:0048 � t� 0:0268. The non-singular part from Eq.(54) was then taken as an

input to the �t,whereas the L = 120 data points served only as a check ofthe

�t result. As an exam ple we show in Fig.11 the �t for � = �0:013. Fits with

other sm all,negative �-values work as welland have the sam e �2 per degree of

freedom ,nam ely 1:03.In Table2 wepresentdetailsofthe�tsforseveral�-values.

The two correction-to-scaling contributionsare alwaysopposite in sign and cancel

thereforetosom eextent,especially in thehigh tem peratureregion.Theam plitudes

A � arestill�-dependent,though in ournotation wehavetaken theanticipated pole

behaviouralready intoaccount.W e�nd thatA + and A � arenearly linearfunctions
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Figure11:Thespeci�cheatversusthereduced tem peraturetforL = 36;48,72,96

and 120 (stars). The solid lineswere calculated by reweighting the data,the peak

heightincreaseswith L.Thelineoflong dashesisthe�tfrom theansatz,Eq.(56),

for� = �0:013 and ! = 0:79.Thehatched areasshow the�tregions.

� A + c
+

1
c
+

2
A � c

�

1
c
�

2

-0.007 0.3416(4) 0.020(1) -0.041(1) 0.3317(4) 0.048(1) 0.086(1)

-0.013 0.3636(6) 0.022(1) -0.049(2) 0.3445(6) 0.085(1) 0.161(2)

-0.017 0.3790(8) 0.015(1) -0.041(3) 0.3533(8) 0.109(2) 0.211(4)

-0.019 0.3870(9) 0.010(2) -0.033(4) 0.3578(9) 0.120(2) 0.237(5)

-0.025 0.4117(13) -0.016(3) 0.006(6) 0.3718(13) 0.151(4) 0.312(9)

Table 2: The param eters ofthe �ts to Eq.(56) for ! = 0:79 and som e selected

�-values. The errorswere obtained by M onte Carlo variation ofthe param etersof

Cns in Eq.(54).

of�. The �-dependence ofthe �tresultsforthe am plitudesisshown in Fig.12.

A param etrization oftheam plitudesassuggested by Eqs.(49)and (52)

A
� = a0 + a

�

1
� + a

�

2
�
2
; (57)

worksextrem ely well,ascan beseen in Fig.12,and con�rm sexplicitly thecancella-

tionofthepoleterm saspredicted inEq.(52).IfA + andA � areindependently�tted,

thatiswith perhapsdi�erenta0,wegeta
+

0 = 0:3176(12)and a�0 = 0:3175(12).The
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Figure12:Theam plitudesA + and A � versus�� (squares).The�lled circleisthe

valueexpected from Cns;thelinesaretheparam etrizations(58)and (59).

�nalresultisfound by using Eq.(57)with �xed a0 = 0:3175(theerrorin a0 = �cpns
isalready included in theerrorsoftheA � -values,which arenow param etrized).W e

obtain

A
+ = a0 � 3:308(36)� + 18:4(2:2)�2 ; (58)

A
� = a0 � 1:975(36)� + 7:8(2:2)�2 : (59)

Atthispointitisappropriateto discussthein
uence ofan !-variation on A + and

A � . From Eq.(55) we know that a shift in ! ofsize �! = 0:02 shifts the pole

term param etercpns by about0:3% and thereforeweexpectashiftofa0 by thesam e

am ount. In fact that is exactly what happens and it is the only e�ect,because

the new param etersa�1 and a�2 coincide inside errorbarswith thevaluesfound for

! = 0:79.Allin allthatresultsin a com m on shiftoftheA + and A � -curvesin Fig.

12 by again 0:3% .Asa consequence theuniversalam plituderatio A + =A � becom es

essentially independentof!.

Theuniversalratio A + =A � issom etim esgiven in term sofa function P(�)[21]

A
+
=A

� = 1� P� : (60)

Expanding theratio in powersof� wearriveatthefollowing relation forP(�)

P =
1

�

�

1�
A +

A �

�

=
a
�

1
� a

+

1

a0
+

�
a
�

2
� a

+

2

a0
�
a
�

1

a0
�
a
�

1
� a

+

1

a0

�

� + :::; (61)

thatis,P goesto a �nitelim itwhen � ! 0 [21,22].In fact,thereisa phenom eno-

logicalrelation [9,23]

A
+
=A

� = 1� 4� ; (62)
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Figure 13: The universalratio A + =A � versus��. The solid line isobtained from

Eqs.(58) and (59),the diam onds by direct calculation from Table 2. The other

sym bolsdenoteresultsfrom theshuttleexperim ent(square)[7,8],from Cam postrini

etal.(circles)[10,11],from Larin etal.(star)[24]and Kleinertetal.(plus)[25].

predicting P = 4.Evaluating Eqs.(58)and (59)leadsto

A
+
=A

� = 1� 4:20(5)� + :::; (63)

rather close to the relation (62). In Fig.13 we show the ratio and com pare it to

form erresultsfrom theshuttleexperim ent[7,8]aswellassom eanalyticaldeterm i-

nations[10,11]and [24,25].W enotethatourratioresultisin com pleteaccordance

with allofthe otherratio results. Obviously,they di�eram ong each othersim ply

and solely by assum ing di�erent�-values. Thisconclusion wasalready reached by

Cam postrinietal.[10],wecan howeverdirectly con�rm itwith Eqs.(58)and (59).

4 A +=A � from the Equation ofState

Them agneticequation ofstatedescribesthecriticalbehaviourofthem agnetization

in the vicinity ofTc. Asnoted by W idom [19]and Gri�ths[22]already long ago

the equation ofstate m ay be integrated to yield the scaling function for the free

energy. From subsequentderivativeswith respectto the tem perature one obtaines

then thespeci�c heatand in particularan equation fortheuniversalratio A + =A � .

Beforewecom eto thisrelation wehaveto brie
y discusstheequation ofstate.The
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W idom -Gri�thsform oftheequation ofstateisgiven by

y = f(x); (64)

where

y � h=M
�
; x � �t=M 1=�

: (65)

Thevariables�tand h arethenorm alized reduced tem peratureand m agnetic�eld

�t= (T � Tc)=T0 ; h = H =H 0 ; (66)

associated with theusualnorm alization conditions

f(0)= 1 ; and f(�1)= 0 : (67)

Thereduced tem perature�tdi�ersfrom tby aconstantfactor(�t= [Tc=T0]t),because

ofthe second condition in (67). The norm alization constantscan be expressed in

term softhecriticalam plitudesfrom Eq.(32)

T0 = B
� 1=�

Tc = 1:18(2); H 0 = D c = 1:11(1): (68)

The num bers in the last equation have been obtained in Ref.[13]by assum ing a

specialset[12]ofcriticalexponents

� = 0:3490(6); � = 0:6723(11); (69)

which im plies� � �0:017. The sam e istrue forthe equation ofstate,which was

determ ined num erically in [13]from sim ulations with a non-zero m agnetic �eld.

Using thisequation ofstatewillthereforegiveA + =A � foronly thatparticularvalue

of�. Varying � in the range [�0:0136;�0:0202],as suggested by the error of�,

would resultin a large variation ofA + =A � to begin with (see Fig.13). Insofarwe

considerthefollowing calculation m ainly asa testofthem ethod.

Theresultsfortheequation ofstatewereparam etrized in [13]by a com bination

ofasm all-x (low tem perature)and alarge-x (high tem perature)ansatz.Thesm all-x

form xs(y)wasinspired by perturbation theory [26]and incorporatesthedivergence

ofthe susceptibility on the coexistence line (x = �1; y = 0)due to the m assless

Goldstonem odes

xs(y)+ 1 = (ec1 + ed3)y + ec2y
1=2 + ed2y

3=2
: (70)

Thelarge-x form xl(y)wasderived from Gri�ths’sanalyticity condition [22]

xl(y) = ay
1=
 + by

(1� 2�)=

: (71)

Theparam etervaluesare

ec1 + ed3 = 0:352(30); ec2 = 0:592(10); (72)

a = 1:2595(30); b = �1:163(20): (73)

20



Becauseofthenorm alization y(0)= 1wehave ed2 = 1� (ec1+ ed3+ ec2).Thecom plete

equation ofstateisobtained by interpolation ofthelow and high tem peratureparts

x(y) = xs(y)
y
p

0

y
p

0 + yp
+ xl(y)

yp

y
p

0 + yp
; (74)

with p= 6 and y0 = 3:5.

Fornegative� theuniversalratio A + =A � can becalculated from f(x)using the

following form ula [27]

A +

A �
=

�
R
1

0
dxx�� 2[f0(0)� f0(x)+ f00(0)x]

f0(0)=(1� �)+ f00(0)=� +
R
0

� 1
dx(�x)�� 2[f0(0)� f0(x)+ f00(0)x]

: (75)

The m ain contribution to both the nom inatorand the denom inatorisf00(0)=�. A

m oreappropriaterepresentation ofA + =A � istherefore

A +

A �
=

1+ [�=f00(0)]FN

1+ [�=f00(0)]FD
; (76)

where

FN = �
f0(0)

1� �
�

Z
1

0

dxx
�� 2[f0(0)� f

0(x)+ f
00(0)x]+

Z
1

1

dxx
�� 2

f
0(x);(77)

FD =
f0(0)

1� �
+

Z
0

� 1

dx(�x)�� 2 [f0(0)� f
0(x)+ f

00(0)x]: (78)

Let us denote the integrals in Eq.(77) by I1 and I2,the one in Eq.(78) by I3.

To a good approxim ation we can calculate the integrals I1 and I3 as wellas the

derivativesfrom the low tem perature equation (70). In orderto obtain I2 we �rst

rewritetheintegralas

I2 = �f(1)+ (2� �)

Z
1

f(1)

dyy
dx

dy
x
�� 3

; (79)

and evaluate the rem aining integralfrom the interpolation form ula (74),using for

f(1)thelow tem peraturevalue2.4448.Forthederivativeswe�nd

f
0(0) = 2

�

3� ec1 � ed3 � 2ec2

�
� 1

= 1:366� 0:034 ; (80)

f
00(0) = [f0(0)]3

�

(3=4)(ec1 + ed3 � 1)+ ec2

�

= 0:270� 0:064 ; (81)

and fortheintegrals

I1 = 0:203 � 0:02; I2 = 1:749 � 0:03; I3 = 0:512 � 0:02: (82)
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Theerrorsin theintegralswereobtained by M onteCarlo variation oftheinitialpa-

ram etersin Eqs.(72)and (73).W hen thisprocedureisalsoapplied tothecom plete

expression (76)oneobtains

A
+
=A

� = 1:12� 0:05 : (83)

The�rstconclusion tobedrawn from thisresultisthatthism ethod isnotwellsuited

forthecalculation oftheratio,atleastwith theparam etrization oftheequation of

stateofRef.[13].Though theresult(83)iscom patiblewith ourdirectly determ ined

ratio A + =A � (� = �0:017) = 1:073(3),the errorisratherlarge. The m ain source

ofthe errorisevidently the inaccurate value off00(0).Thatthisquantity playsan

im portantroleisofcoursenotunexpected,becauseA + and A � aretheam plitudes

ofthespeci�c heat,which isagain thesecond derivative ofthefreeenergy density.

Ourparam etrization wasnotdevised forthatpurpose,butfora correctdescription

oftheGoldstonee�ectneartox = �1 and thelim iting behaviourforx ! 1 .That

iswhy itled to a precise determ ination ofR � and theconstantcf

R � = lim
x! 1

x


=f(x) = 1:356(4); cf � lim

x! � 1
(1+ x)� 2f(x) = 2:85(7): (84)

Cam postrinietal.have used a di�erentrepresentation ofthe equation ofstate

[28,11],based on Josephson’s param etrization [29]ofM ;�tand H in term softhe

variables R and � and param etric functions. In order to �x these functions ap-

proxim ately the authorsutilized the resultsofan analysisofthe high-tem perature

expansion ofan im proved lattice Ham iltonian. The values obtained for A + =A �

com parewellwith ourdirectdeterm ination and werealready shown in Fig.13.The

corresponding equation ofstate di�ershowever som ewhatin the low and m edium

tem perature regionsfrom the data pointsfrom ournon-zero �eld sim ulations[13].

The question arises then whether the sam e data m ay be described as wellin the

schem es introduced by Cam postrinietal.. Such alternative �tsofthe data have

been carried out by two ofus [30]. The �2 per degree offreedom ofthese �ts is

generally high,in particularforschem eA ofRef.[28].The�tsaccording to schem e

B areconsiderably betterand lead to a ratio A + =A � = 1:070(13),again com patible

with ourdirectdeterm ination. The sim ultaneously calculated ratio R C ishowever

m uch larger(0.165-0.185)than expected from analyticalcalculations(0.123-0.130)

[31,25].W ethereforedo notpursuethism ethod ofcalculation herein m oredetail.

5 Sim ulations w ith H > 0

W e have perform ed additionalsim ulationswith a positive m agnetic �eld H on the

criticalline to �nd the rem aining criticalam plitudes forthe speci�c heatand the

longitudinaland transversecorrelation lengths.Thelinearextensionsofthelattices

weused wereL = 36;48;72and 96.Thesem easurem entswerecom bined with those

from Ref.[13]to cover the H -range appropriately. Som e ofthe new data have

already been used in Ref.[32].In Table3 wegivem oredetailsofthesesim ulations.

22



L H -range N cu N m eas[1000] N H N tot

36 0.0007-0.05 50-100 30-40 25 36

48 0.0001-0.03 50-100 30-40 30 39

72 0.0001-0.005 60-300 20 15 23

96 0.0001-0.0015 60-80 12-20 8 16

Table3:Survey ofthenew M onteCarlo sim ulationsatTc on di�erentlattices.N cu

isthe num berofclusterupdatesbetween the m easurem ents,N m eas the num berof

m easurem entsperH -valuein unitsof1000and N H thenum berofH -valuesatwhich

new runswereperform ed.N tot isthetotalnum berofH -valueswherewehavedata.

5.1 T he Speci�c H eat on the C riticalLine

In Fig.14 we show our speci�c heat data as a function ofthe m agnetic �eld H .

Since there areno noticeable system atic �nite size e�ectswe can use these data to

�tthem to theansatz

C = Cns +
A c

�c
H

� �c(1+ chH
!�c): (85)

Here,Cns is the sam e non-singular term ,which we have already determ ined in

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
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3.0
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Figure14:Thespeci�cheatatTc forL = 36;48;72and 96 asa function ofH .The

lineisthe�t(85)for�c = �0:0078(� = 0:671)and ! = 0:79.
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�c � A c ch �2=N f

-0.00422 -0.007 0.2006(2) 0.0203(1) 1.09

-0.00781 -0.013 0.2080(3) 0.0344(2) 1.09

-0.01019 -0.017 0.2131(5) 0.0423(4) 1.10

-0.01138 -0.019 0.2156(5) 0.0458(4) 1.10

-0.01492 -0.025 0.2235(7) 0.0546(8) 1.11

Table4:Theparam etersofthe�tsto Eq.(85)forsom eselected �c-valuesat�xed

� = 0:349 and ! = 0:79.Theerrorswereobtained by M onteCarlo variation ofthe

param etersofCns in Eq.(88).

Section 3.3asafunction of� (or�)with theresult(54).Becauseofthedependence

ofC on �c and �c theam plitudesA c and ch depend on two criticalexponents.The

second exponentwillhowevernotintroduce a sizeable variation in the am plitudes.

W e therefore treatthe exponent� as�xed to the value � = 0:349,in accord with

ourpreviouscalculations.W ith therelations

�� = 2� � � � ; �c =
�

2� � � �
; � =

�c(2� �)

1+ �c
; (86)

thelineardependence ofCns on 1=� can berewritten asoneon 1=�c

Cns = c
0

ns +
cpns

2� �

�

1+
1

�c

�

(87)

= 3:16(4)�
0:1923(3)

�c
: (88)

W etookthisform ofCns asan inputtothe�tsofC with Eq.(85).TheH -rangefor

the�tswas0:0001� H � 0:05.W ehaveconvinced ourselvesthatsm allerH -ranges

(up to0.02or0.03)lead insidetheerrorbarstothesam eresultsfortheam plitudes.

In Table 4 we present details ofthe �ts forseveral�c-values,in Fig.15 we show

theam plitudeA c asa function of�c.Asin thecaseoftheam plitudesA
� thepole

ofCns in Eq.(88) is com pensated by the corresponding pole term in A c=�c. W e

have therefore param etrized the �c-dependence ofA c in analogy to Eq.(57)with

the�xed valueA c(�c = 0) = 0:1923 and �nd

A c = 0:1923� 1:919(42)�c+ 11:6(4:1)�2c : (89)

From Fig.15 weseethatthisparam etrization describesthedata very well.Likein

thestudy ofthe!-dependenceofA � in Section 3.4 wefound changesofsim ilarsize

fortheam plitudeA c dueto a variation of!.They lead to an additionalerrorofA c

ofsize0.0006 at�c = �0:00422,which decreasesto 0.0004 at�c = �0:01492.
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Figure 15: The am plitude A c versus ��c (squares)for! = 0:79. The �lled circle

showsthevalueexpected from Cns,thelineistheparam etrization (89).

5.2 T he C orrelation Lengths on the C riticalLine

The sim ulation results for the transverse and longitudinalcorrelation lengths are

shown in Fig.16a)and b).Forthetransversecorrelation length �T onecan hardly

detect�nitesize e�ects,whereasthelongitudinalcorrelation length �L showsm ore


uctuationsand a system aticdeviation to higher�L-values,when onedecreasesthe

m agnetic�eld H .Thesm allerthelattice,theearlierthisbehavioursetsin.In order

to determ ine theam plitudeswehave�tted ourresultsto thefollowing form

�T;L = �
c
T;LH

� �c (1+ cT;LH
!�c) : (90)

�c � �cT cT �cL cL

0.40350 -0.007 0.6709(14) 0.024(13) 0.3427(15) -0.258(33)

0.40325 -0.013 0.6724(14) 0.019(14) 0.3435(15) -0.263(33)

0.40307 -0.017 0.6735(14) 0.015(14) 0.3441(15) -0.266(33)

0.40299 -0.019 0.6740(14) 0.013(14) 0.3443(15) -0.268(32)

0.40274 -0.025 0.6755(14) 0.008(14) 0.3451(15) -0.273(32)

Table 5: The param eters ofthe �ts to Eq.(90) for som e selected �c-values and

! = 0:79.The�2=N f-valuesvaried for�T between 0.89 and 0.86,for�L itwas0:67.
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Figure16:Thecorrelation lengths�T (a)and �L (b)atTc forL = 36;48;72 and 96

asa function ofH .Thelinesarethe�ts(90)for�c = 0:40325 and ! = 0:79.

In the transverse case we used the reweighted data for L = 72 in the H -interval

[0.0005,0.0025],for L = 48 in [0.002,0.02]and for L = 36 in [0.015,0.03]. From

Table 5 we see thatthe correction term isessentially zero. Correspondingly,there

isno !-dependence and a �twith cT � 0 works justaswell(even with the sam e

�2=N f),and leadsto a slightincreasein theam plitudevalue,which isoftheorder

ofthe error given in Table 5. The dependence ofthe am plitude �cT on �c or � is

linearbuttheslopeisvery sm all.In orderto determ inethelongitudinalam plitude
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�cL wehave�tted thereweighted data forL = 72 in theH -interval[0.0005,0.00175]

togetherwith those forL = 48 in [0.00175,0.01]. Here,the correction term isnot

zero,butthe variation due to ! isstillnegligible. The �c-or�-dependence isthe

sam easfor�cT,theratio ofthetwo correlationslengthsisa �xed num ber

�
c
T=�

c
L = 1:957(10); (91)

independentofthecriticalexponents.Itiswell-known (see Refs.[15]and [33,34])

thatatzero �eld on thecoexistence linet< 0 thelongitudinalcorrelation function

G L isforlargedistancesj~rjconnected to thetransverseoneby

G L(~r;t) �
1

2
(N � 1)[G T(~r;t)=M ]2 ; (92)

where in ourcase N = 2. The relation isexpected to hold also forsm allnon-zero

�elds H near the phase boundary in the regim e ofexponentialdecay im plying a

factor2between thecorrelationlengths.Itisrem arkable,thatwe�ndapproxim ately

such a value forthe ratio att= 0. A sim ilar observation has been m ade forthe

3d O (4)m odel[35].

5.3 T he Sti�ness C onstant on the C oexistence Line

Thesti�nessconstant�s(T)isrelated to thehelicity m odulus� [36]by

�s = �=T ; (93)

which can bem easured in M onteCarlosim ulations.Thiswasdonee.g.in Refs.[37]

and [38].Herewefollow adi�erentstrategy,which weapplied already in Ref.[13]to

�nd them agnetization on thecoexistence line.The L orvolum e dependence ofM

at�xed J and �xed sm allH isdescribed by the�-expansion ofchiralperturbation

theory (CPT)in term softwo low energy constants. One isthe Goldstone-boson-

decay constantF,theotherthem agnetization �ofthecontinuum theory forH = 0

and V ! 1 .ThesquareoftheconstantF isproportionalto thehelicity m odulus.

In ournotation,which isdi�erentfrom theonein CPT (seetherem ark in thelast

paragraph ofRef.[39])wehave

� = F
2
=J ; im plying �s = F

2
: (94)

Theform ulae,which areneeded forthe�tsto determ inetheconstants,aresum m a-

rized in Ref.[13]and weretaken from Ref.[39].In Table6welisttheresultsforthe

Goldstone-boson-decay constantF atvariousJ-values. W e perform ed sim ulations

atH = 0:0001on latticeswith linearextensionsL = 8;10;12;16;20;24;30;36;40;48

and 56.Byconstruction the�-expansion isonlyapplicablein arangewherem�L<� 1.

Thiscondition translatesinto theequation

H
�
p
J
<
�

�
F

L

� 2

; (95)
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J = 1=T F �F L m in Lm ax

0.462 0.1993 0.0096 8,10,12 36,40

0.465 0.2275 0.0060 8,10,12 40,48

0.470 0.2596 0.0050 8,10,12 40,48

0.480 0.3091 0.0018 8,10,12 48

0.500 0.3795 0.0114 8,10,12 48,56

0.525 0.4379 0.0040 8,10,12 48,56

0.550 0.4755 0.0028 8,10,12 56

Table 6: The Goldstone-boson-decay constant F at various J-values from �ts on

data from latticeswith L in therange[Lm in;Lm ax].

and excludes the use oftoo large L-values. Foreach J we �tted di�erentsets of

data from latticesbetween [Lm in;Lm ax]and averaged the obtained F-values. The

errorson F include the variationsofthese results. Ifwe com pare ourF-valuesto

thecorresponding onesofRef.[39]we�nd generally som ewhatlowernum bers.This

m ay be due to the factthatin Ref.[39]data from single latticesinstead ofsetsof

data from di�erentlatticeswere�tted.Thetransversecorrelation length �T on the

coexistence lineisnow derived from theinverse ofthesti�nessconstantorF � 2.It

0-0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05

25

20

10

15

5

0

t

T
=

s
-1

Figure 17: The inverse ofthe sti�ness constant �� 1s = �T on the coexistence line

from chiralperturbation theory. The solid line isthe �t(96)with � = 0:671 and

! = 0:79.
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isplotted in Fig.17.Here,wehavenotasm any and asaccuratedata asin Fig.16

a).In orderto determ ine the am plitude ��
T
we �tourdata pointsup to J = 0:525

to theansatz

�T = �
�

T
(�t)� �

�
1+ c

�

T
(�t)!�

�
: (96)

Table 7 containsthe �tparam etersfordi�erent� or�-values. W e observe,asfor

�cT,alineardependenceoftheam plitude�
�

T
on � with a very sm allslope.A change

of! by 0.02 leadsonly to a shiftin ��
T
ofa tenth oftheerrorin Table7.

� � �
�

T
c
�

T
�2=N f

0.6690 -0.007 1.680(52) -0.55(10) 0.08

0.6710 -0.013 1.665(52) -0.54(11) 0.08

0.6723 -0.017 1.655(51) -0.53(11) 0.08

0.6730 -0.019 1.650(51) -0.53(11) 0.08

0.6750 -0.025 1.636(51) -0.52(11) 0.07

Table7:Theparam etersofthe�tsto Eq.(96)forseveral�-valuesand ! = 0:79.

6 T he U niversalA m plitude R atios

After having determ ined allthe am plitudes which appearin Eqs.(27)to (30)we

can calculate the corresponding universalratios. Since the ratio U0 = A + =A � has

already been discussed in greatdetailwe startwith the ratio U� ofthe correlation

lengthsforH = 0.From Eq.(44)and Table7 we�nd

U� = �
+
=�

�

T
= 0:293(9); (97)

independent ofthe used �-value. The �-expansion ofthis ratio was derived by

Hohenberg etal.[23]to O (�)and extended by Bervillier[40]to O (�2)resulting in

U� = 0:27 and 0.33,respectively. Okabe and Ideura [41]corrected the expansion

ofBervillier(notthenum ericalvalue)and com puted theratio in 1=N -expansion to

U� = 0:140.The�-expansion resultsarecom parablein sizeto ourvaluein (97),the

1=N -expansion result,however,seem sto betoo sm all.

The ratios connecting the speci�c heat and correlation length am plitudes are

related by

R
+

�
= R

T
�U0

1=d
U� ; (98)

and they depend on theused �,m ainly becauseofthespeci�c heatam plitudes.In

Table8 wehavelisted theratiosR +

�
and R T

�.From the�-expansions(44)and (58)

we�nd

R
+

�
= 0:3382(14)� 0:717(96)� + 0:87(1:13)�2 : (99)
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� � R
+

�
R T
� R C R A Q T

2

0.6690 -0.007 0.3432(15) 1.163(36) 0.118(4) 0.0515(17) 0.834(21)

0.6710 -0.013 0.3476(18) 1.167(36) 0.125(4) 0.0534(18) 0.849(21)

0.6723 -0.017 0.3505(21) 1.170(36) 0.130(4) 0.0547(18) 0.860(21)

0.6730 -0.019 0.3520(22) 1.171(36) 0.133(5) 0.0554(19) 0.865(21)

0.6750 -0.025 0.3563(27) 1.176(36) 0.142(5) 0.0574(19) 0.881(22)

Table8:Theuniversalratiosfrom Eqs.(28),(29)and (30)asafunction oftheused

exponents� and �.

ForR T
� onecan derivea sim ilarform ula representing thevaluesofTable8

R
T
� = 1:1580� 0:696� + 0:97�2 � 0:036 : (100)

Thereexistseveraltheoreticalestim atesofR +

�
which com parewellwith ourresult:

0.355(3)[� = �0:0146][11]and 0.361(4)[42],both from high-tem perature expan-

sions;0.36 [40]from the �-expansion,and 0.3597(10)[43]and 0.3606(20)[44]from

3d �eld theory.Apartfrom the�rstresult,wecould notrelatea de�nite�-valueto

therespective estim ate.The ratio R T
� wascalculated from the�-expansion [23,40]

with theresult1.0(2)[15],wellin accord with ourvalue.

The rem aining universalratios R �;R C ;R A and Q T
2
are alldependent on the

am plitude C + of the susceptibility and/or the am plitudes B and dc(D c) of the

m agnetization.W em entioned already thatwehad determ ined R �;B and dc in Ref.

[13],although for�xed � = 0:6723. In the following we proceed asin Section 5.1,

that is we keep � �xed to 0.349 and assum e in addition that the �-dependencies

ofR �;B and dc are negligible. In Table 8 we present the ratios R C and Q T
2
as

calculated from

R C = A
+
R �D

� 1

c B
� 1� �

; Q
T
2 = (�cT=�

+ )
=�R �(dc=B )
�� 1

=(1+ 1=�); (101)

and R A directly from the de�nition in Eq.(30),using our newly determ ined am -

plitudesA + ;A c;�
c
T and �+ .W e could not�nd any previousresultsforR A and Q T

2

in the literature,however,the ratio R C has been calculated theoretically in sev-

eralways. From Table 8 we see thatR C isincreasing with decreasing �,which is

due to the factorA + . In com paring ourvalues to the analyticalresults we quote

therefore the used �-values. The ratio R C calculated from 3d �eld theory in Ref.

[31]is0.123(3)[� = �0:01285],in Ref.[25]0.12428 [�= �0:01056];from the high-

tem peratureexpansion in Ref.[11]one�nds0.127(6)[� = �0:0146].Theresultsare

in fullagreem entwith ourcalculation,though thatofRef.[25]issom ewhathigher

than the otherones. The old �-expansion result0.103 ofAharony and Hohenberg

[45]seem sto betoo sm all.
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7 C onclusions

W e have calculated the m ajoruniversalam plitude ratiosofthe three-dim ensional

O (2)m odelfrom M onte Carlo sim ulations. To reach this goala large am ount of

com putertim e had to be spenton the clusterofalpha-workstationsofthe depart-

m entofphysicsattheUniversity ofBielefeld.M ostofthecom putertim ewentinto

theproduction ofreliablespeci�cheatdata forthedirectdeterm ination ofA + =A � .

Initially wehad hoped to im provetheaccuracy oftheexponent� (or�)from these

data. Asitturned out,however,the speci�c heatdata could be �tted to a whole

range of�-valueswith the sam e �2=N f,extending even to � = 0. Thisraisesthe

question, whether the experim entalshuttle data are really �xing the �-value to

exactly -0.01056,the sam e value asin 3d �eld theory expansions[1]. The positive

aspectoftheindi�erenceofthe�tstothespeci�cheatdatato�-variationswasthat

we could study the num ericalchangesinduced by these variationsin the universal

ratio A + =A � and the background term Cns. As a result we were able to con�rm

theconjectured pole(in 1=�)behaviouroftheam plitudesand thebackground term

and the m utualcancellation ofthe pole contributions. The sam e pole behaviour

was observed for the speci�c heat am plitude on the criticalline. The functional

dependence ofA + =A � on theused �-valueisin com pleteaccordancewith allother

ratio resultsand notfarfrom thephenom enologicalrelation A + =A � = 1� 4�.W e

havealsodeterm ined A + =A � from thenum ericalequation ofstate,butwethink the

m ethod reliestoo m uch on thechosen param etrization.

In orderto �nd theam plitudeofthetransversecorrelation length on thecoexis-

tence linewe used chiralperturbation theory.Thisenabled usto calculatetheless

known ratios R T
� and U�. The latter is independent ofthe used �,like the ratio

�cT=�
c
L on thecriticalline,which isrem arkably closeto 2 -a prediction expected for

T < Tc from thecorrelation functionsclose to thephase boundary.Ourresultsfor

R
+

�
and R C are in fullagreem ent with the besttheoreticalestim ates;R A and Q T

2

arenew and rem ain untested forthem om ent.
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