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A lbano and Saracco reply. In our paper [1],it is

assum ed that,atcriticality and starting form a ground-

statecon�guration,theorderparam eter(O P )decaysac-

cording to

O P (t)/ t
� �=�? z; (1)

(Eq. (9) in [1]),where it is im plicit that z = zk. In

the preceding com m ent,Caracciolo et al. (CG G P) [2]

havesuggested,instead,thatzm ustbeinterpreted asz? .

Based on thisassum ption CG G P concludethattheexpo-

nent�=�? z reported in [1]supportsthe �eld-theoretical

equation developed in reference [3](Eq.(1)in [1]),while

the num ericalestim ate ofthe exponent c? di�ers from

theprediction ofboth �eld-theoreticalm odelsconsidered

by us,given by Eqs.(1)and (2)in [1],which were taken

from references[3]and [4],respectively.Theconclusions

ofCG G P are in contrastto the m ain �nding ofourpa-

per that fully supports the universality class predicted

by Eq.(2)in [1].

Letusnow show thattheagreem entbetween theexpo-

nent�=�? z? predicted by Eq.(1)in [1]and ournum eri-

caldata ism erely coincidentaland thatthe conclusions

ofCG G M areinconsistentsince the relevance ofthe ex-

ponent c? to determ ine the universality class is sim ply

disregarded.

Taking thelogarithm icderivativeofEq.(1)atcritical-

ity onehas

@lnO P (t;�)j�= 0 � O P � / t
1=�? z: (2)

Furtherm ore, inserting Eq.(2) in Eq.(1) one gets

ln(O P )/ � �ln(O P � ),which givesan unbiased estim a-

tion of� independent ofany assum ption aboutz. O ur

data shown in Figure 1 are well�tted by an exponent

� = 0:330,in agreem entwith the universality classpre-

dicted by Eq.(2)in [1],whilethevalue�= 1=2predicted

by Eq.(1)in [1]can clearly be ruled out.
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FIG .1. Log-log plotofO P versus the logarithm ic deriva-

tive ofO P . The fullline with slope � = �0:330 is the best

�tofthe data.The dashed line hasslope � = 1=2.

>From Eq.(2)italso followsthatO P ��? / t1=z. O ur

num ericalresultsshown in �gure2 arein fullagreem ent

with z = zk ’ 1:998,while the value z? ’ 4 suggested

by CG G M can clearly be ruled out.
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FIG .2. Log-log plotsofthe O P ��? versus t.The fullline

with slope1=zk = 0:501 isthebest�tofthedata.Thedashed

line hasslope 1=z? = 0:25.

Sum m ing up, we have provide conclusive evidence

showingthat,in contrasttothesuggestionsofthepreced-

ing com m ent[2]:1)Thedecay oftheorderparam eteris

governed by the tim e evolution ofthe correlation length

parallelto the �eld and consequently the exponentz of

Eq.(1)m ustbe identi�ed as zk asin ouroriginalpaper

[1];2)A num ericaldeterm ination ofthe exponent� can

be perform ed independently ofany assum ption on the

value ofz;3) Allexponents m easured are fully consis-

tentwith theuniversality classpredicted by Eq.(2)in [1]

and developed in reference[4].
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