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Abstract

W e perform a high-statistics sim ulation ofthe three-dim ensionalrandom ly

diluteIsing m odelon cubiclatticesL3 with L � 256.W e choosea particular

value ofthe density,x = 0:8,for which the leading scaling corrections are

suppressed. W e determ ine the criticalexponents,obtaining � = 0:683(3),

� = 0:035(2),� = 0:3535(17),and � = � 0:049(9),in agreem entwith previous

num ericalsim ulations. W e also estim ate num erically the �xed-point values

ofthe four-pointzero-m om entum couplingsthatare used in �eld-theoretical

�xed-dim ension studies. Although these results som ewhat di�er from those

obtained using perturbative�eld theory,the�eld-theoreticalestim atesofthe

criticalexponents do not change signi�cantly ifthe M onte Carlo result for

the �xed pointisused. Finally,we determ ine the six-pointzero-m om entum

couplings,relevantforthe sm all-m agnetization expansion ofthe equation of

state,and theinvariantam plituderatio R +
�
thatexpressestheuniversality of

thefree-energy density percorrelation volum e.W e �nd R +
�
= 0:2885(15).
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N .

Duringthelastfew decadesm any theoreticaland experim entalstudieshaveinvestigated
the criticalproperties ofstatisticalsystem s in the presence ofquenched disorder. Typi-
calexam plesare random ly dilute uniaxialantiferrom agnets,forinstance,FexZn1�x F2 and
M nxZn1�x F2,obtained by m ixing a uniaxialantiferrom agnetwith short-range interactions
with anonm agneticm aterial.Experim ents�nd that,forsu�ciently low im purity concentra-
tion 1{x,thesesystem sundergo a second-orderphasetransition atTc(x)< Tc(x = 1),with
criticalexponentsindependentoftheim purity concentration.Theexperim entalresultshave
been sum m arized in Ref.[1],which reports� = �0:10(2),� = 0:69(1),and � = 0:350(9).
Theseestim atesarede�nitely di�erentfrom thevaluesofthecriticalexponentsofthepure
Ising universality class,where,e.g.,� = 0:1096(5) (Ref.[2]),and thus indicate that the
im purities change the nature ofthe transition thatbelongs to a new random universality
class. In the presence ofan externalm agnetic �eld,dilute uniaxialantiferrom agnetsshow
a di�erent criticaltransition,belonging to the universality class ofthe random -�eld Ising
m odel[3{6].

A sim plem odelfordiluteuniaxialsystem sisprovided by thethree-dim ensionalrandom
Ising m odel(RIM )with Ham iltonian

H x = J
X

< ij>

�i�j sisj; (1.1)

wherethesum isextended overallnearest-neighborsites,si areIsing spin variables,and �i
areuncorrelated quenched random variables,which areequalto onewith probability x (the
spin concentration)and zero with probability 1� x (theim purity concentration).Forsm all
1� x,i.e.abovethepercolation threshold ofthespins,thism odelshowsacriticaltransition
analogousto thatobserved in experim entsand whose nature hasbeen the objectofm any
theoreticalstudies,see,e.g.,Refs.[7{10].

Num ericalM onte Carlo sim ulations [11{17]had long been inconclusive in setting the
question ofthe criticalbehavior ofthe RIM .W hile the m easured criticalexponents were
de�nitely di�erentfrom theIsing ones,resultsapparently depended on thespin concentra-
tion,in disagreem entwith renorm alization-group (RG)theory.Only recently hastheques-
tion been clari�ed. Ref.[13]showed the presence ofvery strong concentration-dependent
scalingcorrectionswith exponent! = 0:37(6).Only ifthey areproperly taken intoaccount,
thenum ericalestim atesofthecriticalexponentsbecom edilution independentasexpected.
Their�nalestim atesare � = 0:6837(53)and � = 0:0374(45),from which one also derives
� = 0:3546(28)and � = �0:051(16)using scaling relations.Theseresultsarein good agree-
m entwith the experim entalonesreported above,although the num ericalestim ate of� is
slightly di�erent.

Random ly dilute Ising system s can also be studied by using the �eld-theoretical(FT)
approach [9,10].Thestarting pointisthecubic-sym m etric Ham iltonian [18]

H LG W =
Z

d
d
x
n1

2

NX

i= 1

h

(@��i)
2 + r�

2
i

i

+
1

4!

NX

i;j= 1

(u0 + v0�ij)�
2
i�

2
j

o

; (1.2)

where �i is an N -com ponent �eld. By using the standard replica trick,it can be shown
that in the form allim it N ! 0 such a m odelcorresponds to a system with quenched
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disorder e�ectively coupled to the energy density,as is the case ofthe RIM [18]. As is
wellknown,the lim it N ! 0 is a subtle one. In the standard perturbative approaches,
the lim itistaken naively| we sim ply setN = 0 in the perturbative expansion| im plicitly
assum ingthatthereplicasym m etry isnotbroken.In recentyears,however,thisassum ption
hasbeen questioned [19]on the ground thatthe RG approach m ay nottake into account
otherlocalm inim um con�gurationsoftherandom Ham iltonian (1.2),which m ay causethe
spontaneousbreakingofthereplicasym m etry.However,a�xed-dim ension perturbativetwo-
loop calculation [20]in aperturbativeapproach proposed in Ref.[19]�ndsthatthestandard
replica-sym m etric �xed pointisstable underany replica-sym m etry breaking perturbation,
thereby supporting the standard approach. In thispaper,we do notfurtherconsiderthis
issueand in thefollowingwealwaysassum ethatthestandard approach iscorrect.Notethat
thegood agreem entam ongnum ericaland �eld-theoreticalresultssupportsthisassum ption,
although one cannotexclude thatreplica-sym m etry breaking e�ectscan only be seen very
closeto thecriticalpoint.

In theFT approach onelooksforstable�xed pointsin theregion u0 < 0(or,equivalently
u < 0).Ifthe pure �xed pointatu = 0 isstable,disorderisirrelevant,while the presence
ofa new stable �xed pointwith u < 0,indicates thatdisorderisrelevantand thatdilute
system s belong to a new universality class. Num ericaland experim entalresults indicate
thatin dilute Ising system sthe correctscenario isthe second one and thusa new random
�xed pointshould bepresentwith u� < 0.

The m ost precise FT estim ates ofcriticalquantities are presently obtained by using
perturbative m ethods. However,in the case ofrandom system sthe perturbative approach
faces new di�culties: the perturbative series are not only divergent, but are also non-
Borelsum m able [21,22].Thism eansthateven theknowledge ofthecom pleteperturbative
seriesdoesnotallow theexactcom putation ofthecriticalquantities.These di�cultiesare
clearlypresentinthe

p
�-expansion andintherelated m inim al-subtraction schem ewithout�-

expansion [23{25].Theexpansion in
p
� isnotwellbehaved and doesnotallow quantitative

determ inations ofthe criticalexponents,while in the m inim al-subtraction schem e results
are very sensitive to the resum m ation m ethod. Ifthe Chisholm -Borelm ethod isused [24],
no random �xed point is found with the longest available series (�ve loops). Apparently,
four-loop seriesprovidethem ostaccurateresultsand increasing thelength oftheexpansion
doesnothelp im proving the precision ofthe results.On theotherhand,ifa double Pad�e-
Borelresum m ation isused asproposed in Ref.[22],a random �xed pointisfound also at
�ve loops [25]. The estim ates ofthe criticalexponents are in any case not very precise,
and m oreover,atvariancewith the�xed-dim ension approach described below,thestability-
m atrix eigenvaluesturn outto becom plex.

The �xed-dim ension perturbative expansion in powers of two independent zero-
m om entum quarticcouplingsu and v (directly related to u0 and v0 de�ned in Eq.(1.2))is
apparently betterbehaved. Up to six loops,a random �xed pointu�,v� isalways found,
although theestim atesofu� and v� vary signi�cantly with theorderand theresum m ation
m ethod.In spiteofthat,theestim atesofthecriticalexponentsarequiteprecise,dueto a
relatively largeinsensitivity oftheresultsto theposition ofthe�xed point.Theanalysisof
thesix-loop seriesgives[26]� = 0:678(10),� = 0:030(3),� = 0:349(5),and � = �0:034(30).
Theagreem entwith theexperim entaland num ericalresultsisagain quitesatisfactory;only
theestim ateof� seem sto beslightly largerthan theexperim entalresult.
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In thispaperwepresentanew num ericalstudy oftheRIM .Thepurposeistoextend and
possibly im provethenum ericalresultsofRef.[13].W eestim atethecriticalexponentsand,
in particular,� in order to verify ifthe apparent sm alldiscrepancy between experim ents
and num ericalresults is really there. M oreover,we determ ine the four-pointand the six-
pointzero-m om entum couplings,and the universalratio R +

� . Asa byproductwe are able
to check theaccuracy oftheFT approach by com paring M onteCarlo and FT estim atesof
the�xed-pointvaluesu� and v�.

W e have perform ed a high-precision M onte Carlo sim ulation ofthe m odelwith Ham il-
tonian (1.1)atJ = 1 and density x = 0:8. Such a value hasbeen chosen on the basisof
the resultsofRef.[13],where itwasshown thatscaling corrections are particularly sm all
for such a value ofx. This is fully con�rm ed by our analysis: W e do not observe scal-
ing correctionswith exponent! = 0:37(6),the correction-to-scaling exponentobserved in
Ref.[13]for generic values ofthe density.[27]Note that the absence ofcorrections with
exponent ! also im plies the absence ofcorrections with exponents 2!,3!,:::Therefore,
we expect corrections to scaling with next-to-leading exponent !2 (!2 = 0:8(2)according
to �eld theory [28]). Unexpectedly,also these correctionsare sm all. The RIM atx = 0:8
isthereforean \im proved" m odel[29{32,2],i.e.a m odelin which theleading correction to
scaling is(approxim ately)absentin theexpansion ofany observablenearthecriticalpoint.

First ofall,we determ ine the criticalexponents by using two di�erent m ethods. A
�rstestim ate isobtained by em ploying the extrapolation m ethod ofRefs.[33{35](sim ilar
m ethodshavebeendiscussed inRefs.[36,37]).Itallowsustodeterm inethecriticalexponents
from thehigh-tem peraturebehaviorofthe susceptibility and ofthecorrelation length.W e
also use direct�nite-size scaling (FSS)m ethods,obtaining consistentestim ates. Our�nal
resultsare

� = 0:683(3); (1.3)

� = 0:035(2); (1.4)

from which,using scaling and hyperscaling relations,weobtain

 = �(2� �)= 1:342(6); (1.5)

� =
�

2
(1+ �)= 0:3535(17); (1.6)

� =
5� �

1+ �
= 4:80(11); (1.7)

� = 2� 3� = �0:049(9): (1.8)

Our results are in good agreem ent with those ofRef.[13]and,in particular,con�rm the
discrepancy between theexperim entaland theoreticalestim atesof�.

W ealso carefully check thevalidity ofthehyperscaling relation 2� � = 3�.W eanalyze
thespeci�cheatatthecriticalpointobtaining �=� = �0:115(28).Using theestim ate(1.3)
for1=� weobtain

2

�
�
�

�
= 3:04(3); (1.9)

which isfully consistentwith 3.W e also perform anothercheck ofhyperscaling,analyzing
thespeci�cheatand theenergy atthecriticalpoint.W eobtain
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2

�
�
�

�
= 2:93(6); (1.10)

again consistentwith 3.
Besidethecriticalexponentswealsom easurethefour-pointcouplingsG �

4 andG
�
22 de�ned

in Eqs.(A12)and (A14),which can bedirectly related to the�xed-pointvaluesu� and v�:
G �
4 = v� and G �

22 = u�=3.W eobtain:

G
�
4 = 43:3(2);

G
�
22 = �6:2(1): (1.11)

These estim ates di�er signi�cantly from those reported in Ref.[26],which were obtained
from theanalysisofperturbativesix-loop series:G �

4 = 38:0(1:5)and G �
22 = �4:5(6).Clearly,

the non-Borelsum m ability ofthe perturbative expansions gives rise to a large system atic
error.Itisalsopossiblethatthenonanalyticity oftheRG functions[38{41]neartherandom
�xed pointplaysan im portantrole.

Thesediscrepancieson theestim atesofu� and v� callforareanalysisoftheperturbative
expansionsofthecriticalexponents.By usingtheM onteCarloestim ateofu� and v� we�nd
� = 0:686(4),� = 0:026(3),and  = 1:355(8). These estim ates do notdi�ersigni�cantly
from those obtained in Ref.[26]and are also in satisfactory agreem ent with the M onte
Carlo results. Clearly exponents are quite insensitive to the exact location ofthe �xed
point. W e also try a di�erentm ethod forestim ating criticalquantities. Itisbased on an
expansion around the Ising �xed point. Resultsare sim ilar:� = 0:690(8),� = 0:0345(20),
and  = 1:355(10).Notethattheestim ateof� isnow in perfectagreem entwith theM onte
Carlo result.

In thispaperwealso determ inesom eotheruniversalam plituderatiosthatinvolvehigh-
tem peraturequantities.First,wedeterm inethesix-pointuniversalratiosr�6,C

�
42,and C

�
222,

de�ned in Eq.(A13).The coe�cientr �
6 isparticularly im portantsince itparam etrizesthe

sm all-m agnetization expansion ofthecriticalequation ofstatein thehigh-tem peraturephase
[42].W e�nd

r
�
6 = 0:90(15): (1.12)

Finally,wecom putetheuniversalratio R +
� de�ned by

R
+
� � (�A + )1=3f+ ; (1.13)

whereA + and f+ arede�ned in term softhesingularbehaviorofthespeci�cheatC and of
thecorrelation length � ,Csing � A + t�� ,� � f+ t�� fort� �c� � ! 0+ .W eobtain

R
+
� = 0:2885(15); (1.14)

in good agreem entwith othertheoreticalresults [42]: R +
� = 0:290(10),obtained from the

analysisofthecorresponding six-loop perturbativeseries,and R +
� = 0:282(3),derived from

a quitepreciseapproxim ation oftheequation ofstate.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IIwe present the M onte Carlo results. In

Sec.IIB wedeterm inethecriticaltem peratureby perform ingacarefulanalysisofthe�nite-
sizebehaviorofsom eRG invariantratiosnearthecriticalpoint.In Sec.IIC wedeterm ine
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thefour-pointand six-pointcouplingsbyusingtheextrapolation m ethod ofRefs.[33{35].In
Sec.IID and IIE wedeterm ine� and � by usingagain theextrapolation m ethod and by also
perform ing a m oredirectFSS analysis.Then,in Sec.IIF westudy the�nite-size behavior
ofthe energy and ofthe speci�c heat near the criticalpoint. W e obtain an independent
estim ate of�,thatallowsusto check the validity ofthe hyperscaling relation 2� � = 3�.
Finally,in Sec.IIG wecom putetheuniversalratio R +

� .Forthispurpose,wegeneralizethe
extrapolation m ethod ofRefs.[33{35]to theenergy.In spiteofthenecessary subtractions,
the m ethod worksquite well,providing a ratherprecise estim ate. In Sec.IIIwe reanalyze
thesix-loop perturbativeseriesofRef.[26],using thenew M onteCarlo estim ateofthe�xed
point.W eem ploy thedi�erentresum m ation m ethodsdiscussed in Ref.[26]and also a new
m ethod based on an expansion around the Ising �xed point. Finally,in the appendix we
reportthede�nitionsofthequantitiesthatareused throughoutthepaper.

II.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

A .T he M onte C arlo sim ulation

W ehaveperform ed a high-precision M onteCarlo sim ulation ofthem odelwith Ham ilto-
nian (1.1)with J = 1 atdensity x = 0:8.Such a valuehasbeen chosen on thebasisofthe
resultsofRef.[13],whoshowed thatforsuch avalueofx scalingcorrectionsareparticularly
sm all. In the sim ulationswe have considered cubic latticesofsize L3,L = 16,32,64,128,
and 256,with periodic boundary conditions. Sim ulationshave been perform ed forseveral
valuesof� between 0.275 and 0:28578. Two thirdsofthe sim ulationsreferto the interval
0:275� � � 0:2856(wewillcallthecorrespondingdatathehigh-tem peratureresults),while
onethird oftheCPU tim ewasused in sim ulationsin a narrow intervalaround thecritical
point,0:28572 � � � 0:28578. The average num berofsam plesforeach � and L hasbeen
approxim ately 7� 104 (L = 16),36� 103 (L = 32),27� 103 (L = 64),12� 103 (L = 128),
and 3� 103 (L = 256).Therunswereperform ed on a clusterwith DualAthlon M P 1.2M Hz
processors. The totalCPU tim e is approxim ately 17.4 CPU-years ofa single processor.
Asrandom num bergeneratorwehaveused a com bination oftheParisi-Rapuano generator
[43]and ofa congruentialgenerator [44]. Results for each sam ple have been obtained as
follows. Starting from a random spin con�guration,we perform 2000 iterations,each of
them consisting alternatively ofa M etropolissweep and ofa fullSwendsen-W ang update.
W e use both a localand a nonlocaldynam ics to guarantee equilibration ofshort-distance
and long-distance m odes. Then,we perform 2000 fullSwendsen-W ang updates,m easur-
ing allquantities(seeappendix forde�nitions)every 10 iterations.To estim atecorrelation
functionswe use im proved estim atorsthatsigni�cantly reduce the statisticalerrors. Note
thatwehavebeen m uch m oreconservativethan Ref.[13]:There,only 200 Swendsen-W ang
iterations were perform ed for equilibration. For quantities that involve the noise average
ofproductsofsam ple averages,there isa biasdue to the �nite length ofthe run foreach
sam ple.In ordertotakethisbiasintoaccountwehaveperform ed abiascorrection following
Ref.[45].
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TABLE I. Resultsofthe �tR(�;L)= R � + a(� � �c)L
1=�. DO F isthe num berofdegreesof

freedom ofthe�t.

Lm in �2/DO F R � �c �

U4

16 115.2/25 1.6337(4) 0.2857520(7) 0.804(44)

32 17.5/20 1.6385(6) 0.2857477(6) 0.727(43)

64 7.4/12 1.6407(11) 0.2857462(9) 0.726(60)

U6

16 134.4/25 3.2348(22) 0.2857530(8) 0.817(46)

32 18.8/20 3.2597(28) 0.2857480(6) 0.727(43)

64 7.4/12 3.2710(54) 0.2857463(9) 0.726(60)

U22

16 35.0/25 0.1500(8) 0.2857266(141) 1.23(51)

32 25.0/20 0.1484(6) 0.2857425(68) 1.06(54)

64 21.2/12 0.1480(10) 0.2857454(83) 0.93(66)

�=L

16 22.6/25 0.5921(2) 0.2857414(6) 0.733(34)

32 17.4/20 0.5926(3) 0.2857423(6) 0.708(37)

64 11.8/12 0.5934(6) 0.2857432(9) 0.722(54)

B .D eterm ination ofthe criticaltem perature

Asa �rststep in ouranalysiswe have determ ined the criticaltem perature �c.Forthis
purpose we consider the results ofthe sim ulations for 0:28572 � � � 0:28578,which is
a sm allintervalaround �c. W e consider four invariant ratios,U4,U6,U22,and �=L,see
appendix forde�nitions. Standard FSS predictsthat,in the FSS lim it� ! �c,L ! 1 at
(� � �c)L1=� �xed,each quantity R(�;L)behavesas

R(�;L)= R̂[(� � �c)L
1=�]; (2.1)

where R̂(z)isa universalfunction. Since � � �c isparticularly sm allforthe data,we can
expand R̂(z)in powersofz,keeping only the�rstterm (wechecked thattheaddition ofthe
term oforderz2 doesnotchangetheresults).Thus,we�teach quantity R(�;L)by using

R(�;L)= R
� + a(� � �c)L

1=�
; (2.2)

with R �,�c,and � free param eters. In each �twe include alldata with L � Lm in and,in
ordertodetectcorrectionstoscaling,weuseLm in = 16,32,and 64.Theresultsarereported
in TableI.

Thereisa slightevidenceofcorrectionsto scaling,butitisinteresting to notethatthey
haveoppositesign in U4,U6,and �=L.Conservatively,wewould obtain

�c = 0:2857447(24); (2.3)
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wherethecentralvalueistheaverageoftheestim atesobtained forU4 and �=L (Lm in = 64),
and theerrorissuch to includeoneerrorbarforboth U4 and �=L.

These �tsare notparticularly sensitive to the exponent�,which isquite poorly deter-
m ined. W e obtain � = 0:72(6). One could im agine ofim proving the results by �xing �.
However,thedependence of�c on � isvery sm alland no signi�cantchangeisobserved.

In orderto includescaling correctionswealso perform �tsoftheform

R(�;L)= R
� + a(� � �c)L

1=� + bL
�!
; (2.4)

where weinclude theleading scaling correction.These �tsarenotsensitive to thevalueof
� and thuswe�x it,taking � = 0:69.W ekeep ! asa freeparam eter,sincewedo notknow
which isthem ostim portantcorrection toscalingforourdata.Indeed,theleadingcorrection
hasexponent! = 0:37(6),butthereisevidence thatforp = 0:8 leading correctionshave a
very sm allam plitude[13].In orderto beableto keep ! asa freeparam eter,weanalyzed at
thesam etim etwo di�erentobservables.W erestrictourattention to U 4,U6,and �=L,since
U22 istoo noisy.Using alldata with L � 16 (ifthedata with L = 16 arediscarded the�tis
unstable)and taking properly into accountthecovariancebetween thetwo observables,we
obtain:

(a) analysisof�=L and U4: ! = 0:70(11),�c = 0:2857435(8),(�=L)� = 0:5943(8),U �
4 =

1:6502(24),b(�=L)= �0:017(7),b(U4)= �0:13(3);�2 = 47:5,DOF= 50.

(b) analysisof�=L and U6: ! = 0:71(11),�c = 0:2857435(8),(�=L)� = 0:5942(8),U �
6 =

3:318(11),b(�=L)= �0:017(7),b(U4)= �0:67(16);�2 = 46:7,DOF= 50.

HereDOF isthenum berofdegreesoffreedom .Theresultsarequitestable,indicating the
presence ofcorrectionswith exponent! = 0:7(1),in agreem entwith the idea thatscaling
corrections with exponent ! � 0:4 are very sm all. The e�ective exponent ! = 0:7(1) is
quite close to the next-to-leading exponentpredicted by perturbative �eld theory [28],i.e.
!2 = 0:8(2). Thus,we m ainly observe next-to-leading corrections,which in any case are
quitesm all.In particular,they areoflittlerelevancefor�=L.Thecoe�cientb,cf.Eq.(2.4),
isvery sm alland the estim atesof�c obtained from the com bined �tsare fully com patible
with thoseobtained for�=L withoutscaling corrections.

Theseanalysesthatkeep into accountscaling correctionshintatvaluesof�c lowerthan
theestim ate(2.3).W earethusled to consider

�c = 0:285744(2) (2.5)

asour�nalestim ate.
From theabove-reported analyses,wealso obtain estim atesoftheinvariantratiosR � at

thecriticalpoint.W eobtain
 

�

L

! �

= 0:5943(9);

U
�
4 = 1:650(9);

U
�
6 = 3:32(5);

U
�
22 = 0:1480(10): (2.6)
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W e quote the resultsobtained in the �ts(2.4),while the errorissuch to include also the
resultofthe�twithoutscaling correctionsand Lm in = 64.ForU22 weonly considerthe�ts
withoutscaling corrections. Note thatU �

22 6= 0,indicating the absence ofself-averaging at
thecriticalpoint,in agreem entwith thetheoreticalargum entsofRef.[46].

W e can com pare our results with those ofRef.[13]. They found �c = 0:2857421(52),
U �
4 = 1:653(20),U �

22 = 0:145(7),(�=L)� = 0:598(7),which are in fullagreem ent with our
�nalresults.

C .D eterm ination ofthe four-point and six-point couplings

In this Section we wish to determ ine the four-point couplings G �
4 and G �

22, and the
six-point universalratios r�6,C

�
42,and C �

222,see appendix for de�nitions. Note that these
quantitiesarede�ned in the high-tem perature phase and oneshould take �rstthe in�nite-
volum e lim itand then the lim it� ! �c,cf. Eq.(A14). In orderto perform thistask we
have applied the extrapolation m ethod ofRefs.[33{35]to ourhigh-tem perature data,i.e.
to the resultswith � � 0:2856 (corresponding to �1 (�)<� 89). Thism ethod isextrem ely
powerfulin orderto com pute the in�nite-volum e behaviorofcriticalquantitiesand ithas
been applied to severalm odels,including spin glasses[47].

The idea isthe following. Given a long-distance quantity S(�;L),in the FSS lim itwe
can write

S(�;sL)

S(�;L)
= FS [�(�;L)=L]+ O (L�! ;��! ); (2.7)

where s isan arbitrary (rational)num ber(here we alwaysconsiders = 2). Here FS(z)is
a universalfunction de�ned for0 � z � z� � (�=L)� = 0:5943(9)such thatFS(0)= 1 and
FS(z�)= s�,where � isthe exponentcharacterizing the criticalbehaviorofS(�;L)atthe
criticalpoint,i.e.,S(�c;L)� L�.Eq.(2.7)isthebasisoftheextrapolation techniquesince,
in theabsenceofscaling corrections,itallowsusto com puteS(�;sL)on a latticeofsizesL
in term sofquantitiesde�ned on alatticeofsizeL and ofthefunction FS(z).In practice,one
worksasfollows.First,oneperform sseveralruns,determ ining S(�;sL),S(�;L),�(�;sL),
and �(�;L).By m eansofa suitableinterpolation,thisprovidesthefunction F(z)forS and
�.Then,S1 (�)and �1 (�)areobtained from S(�;L)and �(�;L)by iterating Eq.(2.7)and
the corresponding equation for�(�;L). Ofcourse,one m ustbe very carefulaboutscaling
corrections,discarding system atically latticeswith sm allvaluesofL tilltheresultsbecom e
independentofL within errorbars.

Let us �rst discuss the four-point couplings for which we willobtain quite precise es-
tim ates. In Figs.1,2,and 3 we reportthe data forS(�;2L)=S(�;L)forG4,G 22,and �,
togetherwith a �tofthe data with L � 64. Asdiscussed in Refs.[33,34],we param etrize
FS(z)with a polynom ial[48]in e�1=z ofordern,increasing n untilthe�2 ofthe�tchanges
by less than one by going from n to n + 1. In these analyses we have taken n = 7. The
param etrization ofFS(z)asapolynom ialine�1=z istheoreticallym otivated:indeed,forzero-
m om entum quantities,FS(z)approaches1 with correctionsofordere�a=z ,a � 1,asz! 0.
Thischoice isnotstrictly correctfor� since in thiscase [49]F�(z)= 1+ O (z2). However,
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FIG .1. Ratios G 4(�;2L)=G4(�;L) vs �(�;L)=L. The solid curve is a �t using alldata with

L � 64.

thesepowercorrectionsareexpected to bevery sm allforourde�nition of�nite-volum ecor-
relation length [50],and thereforethesystem aticerrordueto ourchoiceofparam etrization
should besm all.

Looking atthe �gures,it isquite di�cult to distinguish any correction to scaling,i.e.
system atic deviations from the �tted curve. However,at a closer look one m ay see that
som e pointswith L = 16 areoutofthecurve (in allcasesby lessthan three errorbars,so
thatthesedi�erencesarebarely signi�cant).Conservatively,wehavedecided to discard all
L = 16 data.In orderto check furtherforcorrectionsto scaling wehavecom puted in�nite-
volum e estim ates S1 (L)using only data with L � Lm in,Lm in = 32,64. Additionally,we
have also system atically discarded pointsthatare farfrom the criticalpointby including
only data with � � �m in forseveralvaluesof�m in.

Using the extrapolation procedure we have outlined above,foreach Lm in and �m in we
obtain in�nite-volum e estim ates�1 (�),G4;1 (�),and G22;1 (�). To obtain the estim ate at
the criticalpoint,the extrapolated values for the coupling constants have been �tted by
using

S1 (�)= S
� + a(�c� �); (2.8)

with �c = 0:285744(2).Theresultsarereported in TablesIIand IIIfor0:275� �m in � 0:284
(corresponding to 4:45<� �1

<
� 15:86).

To check forcorrectionsto scaling,wehavealso perform ed a di�erentanalysis.Firstwe
�tS(�;2L)=S(�;L)taking into accounta scaling correction with exponent!,i.e.assum ing

S(�;2L)

S(�;L)
= FS (�(�;L)=L)+

1

L!
G S (�(�;L)=L); (2.9)

and useboth functionsFS(z)and G S(z)toperform thein�nite-volum eextrapolation.Then,
thein�nite-volum e resultsforthecoupling constantsare�tted by using

10



TABLE II. Resultsforthe renorm alization constantG �
4. O n the leftwe reportthe resultsfor

Lm in = 32,on the right those for Lm in = 64. W e report two di�erent �2. The �rst one (�2estr)

refers to the �tthat allows the determ ination ofthe curve FG 4
(z),cf. Eq.(2.7),the second one

(�2
�t
)to the �t(2.8).Beside the �2 we also reportthe num berofdegreesoffreedom (DO F).The

resultshave two errors: the �rstone isthe statisticalerror,the second one gives the variation of

the estim ate as�c isvaried within one errorbar,cf.Eq.(2.5).

�m in �2estr/DO F �2
�t
/DO F G �

4 �2estr/DO F �2
�t
/DO F G �

4

0.2750 14.9/22 17.3/16 43.65(6+ 0)

0.2780 14.9/22 16.8/15 43.63(6+ 0) 9.0/11 15.9/15 43.56(9+ 2)

0.2800 14.9/21 13.4/14 43.59(7+ 0) 9.0/11 13.1/14 43.51(10+ 0)

0.2810 14.9/20 11.9/13 43.60(8+ 1) 9.0/11 12.7/13 43.52(10+ 1)

0.2820 14.8/19 9.2/12 43.55(8+ 1) 9.0/11 11.8/12 43.47(11+ 0)

0.2830 12.1/17 9.1/11 43.41(11+ 1) 7.4/10 12.7/11 43.45(12+ 0)

0.2835 12.0/15 7.6/10 43.34(12+ 1) 7.4/9 10.8/10 43.40(15+ 1)

0.2840 9.1/13 9.3/9 43.34(17+ 2) 7.1/8 9.7/9 43.32(18+ 1)

TABLE III.Resultsforthe renorm alization constantG �
22.De�nitionsare asin Table II.

�m in �2estr/DO F �2
�t
/DO F G �

22 �2estr/DO F �2
�t
/DO F G �

22

0.2750 19.5/22 13.6/16 � 6.18(3+ 0)

0.2780 19.5/22 14.2/15 � 6.18(3+ 0) 12.0/11 11.3/15 � 6.25(4+ 0)

0.2800 19.1/21 13.1/14 � 6.18(3+ 0) 12.0/11 11.5/14 � 6.25(4+ 0)

0.2810 17.4/20 10.9/13 � 6.22(3+ 0) 12.0/11 11.3/13 � 6.25(5+ 1)

0.2820 17.4/19 6.2/12 � 6.19(3+ 0) 12.0/11 8.9/12 � 6.23(5+ 0)

0.2830 16.9/17 5.7/11 � 6.18(4+ 0) 11.7/10 8.4/11 � 6.23(6+ 0)

0.2835 16.8/15 4.9/10 � 6.19(5+ 1) 11.3/9 8.2/10 � 6.25(6+ 1)

0.2840 12.1/13 2.5/9 � 6.12(7+ 0) 10.4/8 1.5/9 � 6.11(8+ 1)
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S1 (�)= S
� + a(�c� �)!�: (2.10)

In orderto perform theanalysisweshould �x theexponents! and �.W euse� = 0:69,and
repeatthe analysis using ! = 0:8 (the next-to-leading exponent predicted by �eld theory
[28]) and ! = 0:4,which is the leading exponent determ ined in Ref.[13]. The results
corresponding to ! = 0:8 are reported in Table IV. It is essentialto include the results
with L = 16 in the analysis,otherwise the data do notshow FSS correctionsand the �tis
unstable. Therefore,we cannotcheck the goodnessofthe Ansatz by discarding data with
sm allL,i.e.presentresultsfordi�erentvaluesofL m in asdonebefore.

Let us �rst discuss the results for G �
4. The �ts without corrections to scaling show a

signi�cant(atthelevelofthereported errors)decreaseas�m in isincreased and also a slight
dependence on Lm in. Corrections to scaling are positive and the estim ate decreases with
increasing �m in,so thatone only obtainsan upperbound G �

4
<
� 43:4. On the otherhand,

the �twith ! = 0:80 givesresultsindependentof�m in within errorbars;m oreoverthe �2

ofthe �t(2.10)issystem atically lowerthan thatofthe�t(2.8).Clearly thedata arevery
well�tted by assum ing a correction-to-scaling exponent! = 0:80.For! = 0:40 theresults
strongly depend on �m in,varying from G �

4 = 42:49(14)for�m in = 0:275 to G �
4 = 43:47(40)

for �m in = 0:2835. Also,the �2 is larger than the �2 obtained using ! = 0:8. There is
therefore little evidence for such a sm allcorrection-to-scaling exponent,con�rm ing again
thatfordensity x=0.8 the leading scaling correctionsare very sm all. As�nalestim ate we
take

G
�
4 = 43:3(2); (2.11)

which isconsistentwith allresults.
Letusnow considertheresultsforG �

22.TheresultsofTableIIIshow no dependenceon
�m in and a tiny dependence on Lm in which could be ofpurely statisticalorigin. W ith the
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present errorbars there is no evidence for nonanalytic scaling corrections and indeed the
resultsobtained using ! = 0:80 (seeTableIV)areperfectly consistentwith thoseofthe�ts
with purely analyticcorrections.Our�nalestim ateis

G
�
22 = �6:2(1): (2.12)

Theerrorisratherconservativeand issuch to includeallestim ates.
W eshouldnotethatourresultsarecom patiblewith theFT predictionsofRef.[28],where

itisshown thatin in�nitevolum eG 22;1 (�)and G4;1 (�)havescaling correctionswith next-
to-leading exponent! = 0:8(2)ofsim ilarrelativesize.In particular,theresultsofRef.[28]
give aG 22

= �0:23(10)aG 4
where a isthe coe�cientde�ned in Eq.(2.10).From the �tswe

obtain instead aG 4
= 20(5)and aG 22

= �1:5(1:0).Theerrorsshould betaken with caution:
They sim ply give the variation ofthe param etera with �m in for0:275 � �m in � 0:281 (for
largervaluesthe statisticalerrorbecom eslargerthan jaj)and do notinclude any possible
system atice�ect.Assum ing thesevalueswith theirerrors,weestim ateaG 22

= �0:08(5)aG 4
,

which isin reasonableagreem entwith theFT result.
Asa check we have repeated the analysisforH 4 � G 4 + 3G 22. Since the procedure is

nonlinear,thisrepresentsan im portantconsistency check.W eobtain

H
�
4 = 24:7(2); (2.13)

which isin fullagreem entwith theestim atesreported above.
Finally, we consider the six-point couplings r6, C42, and C222. W e apply again the

extrapolation procedurewehaveused forG 4 and G 22.However,in thiscasetherearelarger
system atic errors. The extrapolation curve F(z),cf. Eq.(2.7),is poorly determ ined for
z <� 0:3,since the six-pointcouplingshave large statisticalerrorswhen �(�;L)=L issm all.
A largeerroron thecurve givesa largesystem atic erroron theextrapolationsand induces
correlations am ong the results for di�erent � (such correlations are instead sm allfor G 4
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TABLE IV. ResultsforG �
4 and G

�
22 for�tswith a correction-to-scaling exponent! = 0:8.W e

reporttwo di�erent�2. The �rstone (�2estr)refersto the �tthatallowsthe determ ination ofthe

curve F (z),cf. Eq.(2.9),the second one (�2�t)to the �t(2.10). Beside the �
2 we also reportthe

num berofdegrees offreedom (DO F).W e only reportthe statisticalerror;the errordue to �c is

negligible.

�m in �2estr/DO F �2�t/DO F G �
4 �2estr/DO F �2�t/DO F G �

22

0.2750 30.0/29 12.6/16 43.28(8) 31.8/29 12.1/16 � 6.15(3)

0.2780 29.9/28 10.9/15 43.31(9) 31.6/28 11.1/15 � 6.16(4)

0.2800 29.5/26 10.8/14 43.30(10) 31.1/26 9.9/14 � 6.16(4)

0.2810 25.4/24 9.0/13 43.43(11) 22.1/24 8.8/13 � 6.26(5)

0.2820 24.3/22 9.0/12 43.30(13) 22.0/22 5.8/12 � 6.21(6)

0.2830 21.3/19 6.4/11 43.37(17) 21.1/19 3.6/11 � 6.25(7)

0.2835 13.4/16 7.1/10 43.53(22) 18.1/16 3.2/10 � 6.33(9)

0.2840 10.6/13 7.9/9 43.26(29) 12.3/13 2.7/9 � 6.00(13)

and G 22). Because ofthem ,it is di�cult to set correct error bars and to determ ine the
�nalresults. Forthese reasonswe have taken a conservative attitude. W e have generated
di�erentsetsofextrapolated data by changing thedegreen oftheinterpolation polynom ial
and �m in (in allcaseswesetLm in = 16 in orderto havea su�ciently largenum berofpoints
in the sm all-z region). Then,we determ ine the range that includes m ost (approxim ately
2/3)ofthe extrapolated data with theirerrorbars. The centralvalue ofsuch an interval
givesthe�nalresult,whileitshalfwidth givestheerror.W eobtain

r
�
6 = 0:90(15);

C
�
42 = 0:12(5);

C
�
222 = 0:45(15): (2.14)

In Fig.4 we reportthe �nalresultstogetherwith the resultsfora single extrapolation,so
thatthereadercan seethequality ofournum ericalresultsand how m uch conservativeour
�nalerrorbarsare. Note thatin thisanalysiswe have notm ade any attem ptto evaluate
corrections to scaling. In any case,we expect them to be sm allcom pared with the large
errorswequote.

The num ericalestim ates can be com pared with the FT results. W e shalldiscuss the
four-pointcouplingsin Sec.III. Forwhatconcernsthe six-pointcouplings,the analysisof
theavailablefour-loop seriesin the�xed-dim ension schem e[51]isnotvery precise.W eonly
m ention theestim ater�6 = 1:1+ 0:1�0:5 reported in Ref.[42],which agreeswith them oreprecise
result(2.14).

D .T he exponent �

In orderto determ ine the exponent� we have followed two di�erentstrategies: (a)we
have determ ined extrapolated values �1 (�) using our extrapolation m ethod and then we
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and C �
222 = 0:45(15).

have perform ed a �t �1 (�) � (�c � �)�� ;(b) we have perform ed a purely FSS analysis
withoutextrapolations.Theadvantageofm ethod (b)isthatwecan keep both �c and ! as
free param eters,and thuscheck the previously determ ined value for�c and ourclaim that
scaling correctionswith sm allvaluesof! aretiny.

In the�rstcaseweproceed asbefore.Ifweneglectscaling corrections,wecan generate
in�nite-volum eestim ates�1 (�)by usingtheextrapolation precedurebased on Eq.(2.7)and
then wecan determ ine� from �tsoftheform

ln�1 (�)= �� ln(�c� �)+ a+ b(�c � �): (2.15)

Asa second possibility wecan includecorrectionswith exponent! in theextrapolation,see
Eq.(2.9),and �ttheextrapolated data with

ln�1 (�)= �� ln(�c� �)+ a+ b(�c� �)!�: (2.16)

W e reportin Fig. 5 the resultsforthe analytic �twith Lm in = 32 and Lm in = 64 and for
thenonanalytic�twith ! = 0:80 and Lm in = 16 forseveralvaluesof�m in.W eobservethat
results with and without nonanalytic corrections di�er signi�cantly,m uch m ore than the
statisticalerrors.However,correctionshave oppositetrends.Analytic�tsgive resultsthat
decreaseas�m in isincreased whilenonanalytic�tshavetheoppositebehavior.Com patible
results are obtained for�m in � 0:283. For� = 0:283 we obtain � = 0:6847(15)from the
�rstanalysis with Lm in = 64 and � = 0:6818(24)from the second analysis. A reasonable
estim ate would be 0:683(3)which includes allresults. Itshould be noted thatthe results
depend strongly on �c thathasbeen �xed to �c = 0:285744(2). By varying �c within one
error bar,� varies approxim ately by �0:003. Thus, collecting everything together,this
m ethod givesthe�nalresult
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� = 0:683(3+ 3): (2.17)

The estim ate (2.17)hasbeen obtained by using only the high-tem peraturedata,i.e.those
with � � 0:2856. A m ore precise estim ate can be obtained by perform ing a direct FSS
analysisthatallowsusto use both the high-tem perature and the critical-pointresultsfor
the correlation length. In thisway,we do notneed to �x �c and we can also keep ! asa
freeparam eter.W estartfrom thegeneralFSS expression

�

L
= F[u1(t)L

1=�
;u2(t)L

�! ]; (2.18)

whereonlyonecorrection-to-scalingoperatorhasbeen taken intoaccount.Heret� (�c� �),
and u1(t)and u2(t)arenonlinearscaling �eldssatisfying u1(0)= 0and u2(0)6= 0.Equation
(2.18)can berewritten in thescaling lim itas

�

L
= f1(tL

1=�)+ L
�1=�

f2(tL
1=�)+ L

�!
f3(tL

1=�); (2.19)

with f1(0) 6= 0 and f3(0) 6= 0. The three scaling functions represent the three types of
contributionswe expect: f1(x)isthe leading FSS curve,f2(x)correspondsto the analytic
corrections,and f3(x)isthe nonanalytic FSS correction. The function f2(x)isrelated to
f1(x)by f2(x)� x2f01(x),a relation thatfollowsfrom the factthatthiscorrection isdue
to the expansion ofthe scaling �eld u1(t)= t+ at2 + O (t3). The existence ofthe in�nite-
volum e lim it�xesthe behaviorofthese functionsforx ! 1 : f1(x)� x�� ,f2(x)� x1��

and f3(x)� x(!�1)� .
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TABLE V. Results ofthe FSS analysis using the param etrization (2.20) with n = 12 as a

function of�m in.Here DO F isthenum berofdegreesoffreedom ofthe �t.

�m in �2/DO F � ! �c

0.2750 51/62 0.6851(15) 1.71(18) 0.2857434(7)

0.2780 50/60 0.6842(22) 1.60(28) 0.2857434(7)

0.2800 45/57 0.6823(36) 1.32(35) 0.2857433(7)

0.2810 43/54 0.6803(52) 1.10(34) 0.2857435(8)

0.2820 41/51 0.6827(36) 1.51(66) 0.2857433(7)

0.2830 39/47 0.6836(28) 2.1(1.3) 0.2857430(7)

0.2835 30/43 0.6836(23) 3.6(2.5) 0.2857428(8)

Now,we wish to determ ine �c,�,and ! by �tting the num ericaldata for �=L with
Eq.(2.19).Forthispurpose,wem ustparam etrizethescaling functionsreported abovewith
expressionscontaining a �nite num berofparam eters.Thus,we consideran even integern
and param etrize:

�

L
=

h

Pn(tL
1=�)+ L

�! (1+ ptL
1=�)!�Q n(tL

1=�)
i��=n

;

Pn(x)=
nX

i= 0

aix
i
; Q n(x)=

n=2
X

i= 0

bix
2i
; (2.20)

wheret� (�c� �).Thisparam etrization hasthecorrectbehaviorboth forsm alland large
x forany n. Note that our choice ofwriting Q n(x) as a polynom ialin x2 is due only to
practicalconsiderations:sincecorrectionsaresm all,Q n(x)cannotbeparam etrized with as
m any param eters as Pn(x);on the other hand,to guarantee the correct large-x behavior
Q n(x)and Pn(x)m usthave the sam e degree. W e also m ade som e analyseswriting Q n(x)
asa polynom ialin x3| in thiscase n m ustbe a m ultiple of3| without�nding signi�cant
di�erences. The value ofn has been chosen on the basis ofthe �2 ofthe �t: n has been
increased untilthe �2 doesnotchange signi�cantly asn isincreased by 2. The results of
theanalyseswepresentcorrespond to n = 12.

In the analyses we have kept�,!,p,�c,faig,and fbig asfree param eters. The �tis
stable only ifwe include the data with L = 16,otherwise there are no scaling corrections
at the levelofour errorbars and therefore it is im possible to determ ine !. To check for
corrections,we have system atically discarded pointsfarfrom �c,including in the analysis
only data with � � �m in forseveralvaluesof�m in. In orderto have a m ostly linear�t,we
have�tted (�

L
)�n=� .Theresultsarereported in TableV.

The resultsfor�c are quite stable,in fullagreem entwith the analysesreported in Sec.
IIB for �=L and with the �nalestim ate (2.5). The estim ates of! vary signi�cantly and
have a quite large error. There is however very little evidence ofscaling corrections with
! <
� 1,asalready discussed in Sec.IIB. Finally,letusconsider�. Asitcan be seen from

Fig.5 the resultsare in rough agreem entwith those found before and apparently becom e
independentof�m in for� >

� 0:282.Our�nalestim ateis

� = 0:683(3); (2.21)
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which is com patible with the results ofallanalyses. The estim ate (2.21)is in very good
agreem entwith theresult� = 0:6837(53)ofRef.[13].

E.T he exponent �

In orderto com putetheexponent� and correspondingly  = (2� �)�,onecan analyze
thecriticalbehaviorofthesusceptibility �.However,wehavefound m uch m oreconvenient
toanalyze� � �=�2.Indeed,becauseofstatisticalcorrelationsbetween � and �,therelative
erroron � issigni�cantly sm aller than thaton �. M oreover,the FT analysis ofRef.[28]
indicatesthat� hasm uch sm allerscaling correctionsthan �.

In order to determ ine � we perform two di�erent analyses. The �rst one uses the
high-tem perature data and followsclosely the analysis ofthe correlation length presented
in Sec. IID. Given �(�;L) we determ ine the curve F�(z), cf. Eq. (2.7). The ratios
�(�;2L)=�(�;L) are reported in Fig.6,together with a �t ofthe points with L � 64.
Thereareclearscaling corrections,especially when �(�;L)=L>� 0:3:thedata with L = 16,
and also som e pointswith L = 32,are system atically above the curve. Asbefore,we dis-
card allpointswith L = 16 and perform theextrapolation using data with L � Lm in,with
Lm in = 32;64,in orderto detectscaling corrections. The extrapolated valuesare �tted by
using

ln�1 (�)= �� ln(�c� �)+ a+ b(�c� �) (2.22)

and �xing �c = 0:285744(2).Theresultsarereported in TableVI.They show a system atic
dependence on Lm in and �m in and seem to indicate�� � 0:0240,butitisdi�cultto setan
errorbar.Conservatively,wewrite

�� = 0:0240(15); (2.23)
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TABLE VI. Resultsforthecriticalexponent��.O n theleftwereporttheresultsforLm in = 32,

on the rightthose for Lm in = 64. W e reporttwo di�erent �2. The �rstone (�2estr)refers to the

�tthatallowsthe determ ination ofthe curve F�(z),cf. Eq.(2.7),the second one (�2�t)to the �t

(2.22). Beside the �2 we also reportthe num berofdegrees offreedom (DO F).The results have

two errors:the �rstone isthe statisticalerror,the second one givesthe variation ofthe estim ate

as�c isvaried within oneerrorbar,cf.Eq.(2.5).

�m in �2estr/DO F �2
�t
/DO F �� �2estr/DO F �2

�t
/DO F ��

0.2750 37.1/22 16.2/15 0.0249(1+ 1)

0.2780 37.1/22 16.1/14 0.0249(2+ 1) 15.7/11 12.4/14 0.0253(2+ 1)

0.2800 36.7/21 11.0/13 0.0246(2+ 1) 15.7/11 11.6/13 0.0252(2+ 1)

0.2810 36.7/20 5.9/12 0.0243(2+ 1) 15.7/11 10.6/12 0.0251(3+ 1)

0.2820 36.3/19 5.5/11 0.0242(3+ 1) 15.7/11 11.0/11 0.0250(3+ 1)

0.2830 35.1/17 4.0/10 0.0241(4+ 1) 15.5/10 9.9/10 0.0248(4+ 2)

0.2835 33.2/15 1.5/ 9 0.0236(5+ 2) 15.5/9 4.9/9 0.0243(6+ 2)

0.2840 22.6/13 4.7/ 8 0.0236(7+ 2) 12.0/8 2.7/8 0.0245(8+ 1)

thatincludestheestim ateswith �m in = 0:284 with theirerrorbars.Using theestim ateof�
reported in Sec.IID,� = 0:683(3),weobtain

� = 0:035(2): (2.24)

W e have also repeated the analysis including scaling corrections with ! = 0:8. In the
extrapolation procedureweuseEq.(2.9),and then we�ttheextrapolated data by using

ln�1 (�)= �� ln(�c� �)+ a+ b(�c� �)!�: (2.25)

The results are reported in Table VII. They show a system atic upward trend,indicating
thatscaling correctionswith ! = 0:8do notcorrectly describethedata.Thisisalso evident
from the �2 ofthe �t (2.25) which is quite large for sm all�m in. A lower value of!,say
! = 0:4,giveseven worse results,con�rm ing thatcorrectionswith ! <

� 1 arevery sm all,in
agreem entwith the FT analysisofRef.[28]. In any case the resultsofTable VIIindicate
that��>� 0:0220,in agreem entwith Eq.(2.23).

Thesecond analysisweconsiderusesthedata atthecriticalpoint.For� � �c wehave

�(�;L)= L
��
f1(tL

1=�)+ L
���!

f2(tL
1=�); (2.26)

wheret� �c� �.Ifweexpand fort� 0 wecan write

ln�(�;L)= �� lnL + a+ btL
1=� + cL

�!
: (2.27)

W e�rstperform an analysisneglecting scaling corrections(c= 0)forseveralvaluesofLm in.
Ifwe�x �c = 0:285744(2)and � = 0:683(3)weobtain:

Lm in = 16:� = 0:0331(2+ 6),�2/DOF = 76/26;
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TABLE VII. Results for the critical exponent �� using scaling corrections with exponent

! = 0:8. W e report two di�erent �2. The �rst one (�2estr) refers to the �t that allows the de-

term ination ofthe curve F�(z),cf.Eq.(2.9),the second one (�2�t)to the �t(2.25).Beside the �
2

we also reportthe num berofdegreesoffreedom (DO F).W e only reporttwo errors:the �rstone

isthestatisticalerror,thesecond onegivesthevariation oftheestim ateas�c isvaried within one

errorbar,cf.Eq.(2.5).

�m in �2estr/DO F �2
�t
/DO F ��

0.2750 24.5/29 174/15 0.0179(2+ 1)

0.2780 24.5/28 55.8/14 0.0193(2+ 1)

0.2800 24.1/26 29.0/13 0.0203(3+ 1)

0.2810 22.5/24 19.3/12 0.0210(4+ 2)

0.2820 20.0/22 11.0/11 0.0217(5+ 2)

0.2830 19.4/19 6.1/10 0.0228(7+ 2)

0.2835 19.2/16 4.8/9 0.0226(8+ 2)

0.2840 14.2/13 5.3/8 0.0230(12+ 3)

Lm in = 32:� = 0:0347(3+ 8),�2/DOF = 27/21;

Lm in = 64:� = 0:0354(6+ 14),�2/DOF = 22/13.

The�rsterrorisstatistical,whilethesecond oneisdueto theerroron �c.Theerrordueto
theerroron � can beneglected.Thereareapparently som escalingcorrections,butitshould
be noted thatthe di�erence between the results with L m in = 32 and 64 is notsigni�cant
given the statisticalerrorbars. W e also perform an analysiswith scaling correctionswith
exponent ! = 0:80. Using alldata,i.e. taking Lm in = 16,we obtain � = 0:0382(8+ 16),
c= �0:111(16+ 23),�2/DOF = 29/25. Thisresultishigherthan the estim atesobtained
before,butstillcom patiblewith thequoted errors.

The analysisatthe criticalpointgivestherefore resultsthatare in fullagreem entwith
thoseobtained before,con�rm ing thecorrectnessoftheestim ate(2.24),and with theresult
ofRef.[13],� = 0:0374(45).

F.T he exponent � and hyperscaling

In thisSection wewish to determ inetheexponent� and check thehyperscaling relation
2� � = d�.Unfortunately,wehavem easured thespeci�cheatC(�;L)only nearthecritical
pointand thuswecan determ ine � only from thebehaviorfor� � �c.

RG predictsthat,in theFSS lim it,theenergy scalesas

E (�;L)� Ebulk(�)+ L
(��1)=�

g1(tL
1=�)+ L

(��1)=��!
g2(tL

1=�); (2.28)

where t � �c � � and we have included one scaling correction. Note that Ebulk(�) is
expected to have an exponentially sm alldependence on L which can be neglected for all
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practicalpurposes.Nearthecriticalpointwecan expand thisexpression in powersoftL1=�

obtaining fortheenergy and thespeci�cheattheexpressions

E (�;L)� aE + bE t+ cE L
(��1)=� + dE tL

�=� + eE L
(��1)=��!

; (2.29)

C(�;L)� aC + bC t+ cC L
�=� + dC tL

(�+ 1)=� + eC L
�=��!

; (2.30)

with aC = bE and cC = dE .
W e wish now to determ ine �=�. W e consider the speci�c heat,since in this case the

singular behavior is stronger. In Eq.(2.30) we have not used hyperscaling,so that the
expression dependson two independentexponents� and �,orm oreprecisely �=� and 1=�.
In order to sim plify the analysis,we now analyze the speci�c heat using hyperscaling to
rewritethecorrection term .Thus,Eq.(2.30)becom es

C(�;L)= aC + bC t+ cC L
�=� + dC tL

3=2(�=�+ 1)+ eC L
�=��!

; (2.31)

thatdependsonly on �=�. W e begin by neglecting the correction-to-scaling term ,i.e. we
seteC = 0.Fixing �c = 0:285744(2),a �ve-param eter�tofthedata with L � L m in gives:

Lm in = 16,�=� = �0:119(7+ 6),�2/DOF = 12.0/24;

Lm in = 32,�=� = �0:115(17+ 11),�2/DOF = 11.6/19.

The�rsterroristhestatisticalone,whilethesecond onegivesthevariationoftheestim ateas
�c isvaried by oneerrorbar.Two thingsshould benoticed:theanalyticterm proportional
to tisvery sm allcom pared with the statisticalerrors. Indeed,bC = 23(83+ 8)and bC =
�30(167+ 24)in the two �ts. M oreover,correctionsto scaling are apparently sm all,since
the resultsdo notdepend on Lm in. Asa check,we have also perform ed an analysiswith a
correction term (eC 6= 0). W e �nd �=� = �0:109(50+ 6),eC = �0:3(1:4),and �2/DOF
= 11.9/23,for! = 0:8 and Lm in = 16. The coe�cient e C is com patible with zero,while
the �2 ofthe �tchangesonly by 0.1 in spite ofthe factthatwe have added an additional
param eter.Thereisno evidenceofscaling corrections.As�nalestim ateof�=� wetakethe
resultwith Lm in = 32 and eC = 0,

�

�
= �0:115(28): (2.32)

Ifwe use hyperscaling and the estim ate of� ofSec.IID,� = 0:683(3),we obtain �=� =
�0:072(13). This estim ate is in reasonable agreem ent with (2.32) con�rm ing the validity
ofhyperscaling. Using Eq.(2.32)and � = 0:683(3)we obtain � = �0:079(19),which isin
reasonableagreem entwith theestim ateobtained using hyperscaling � = �0:049(9).

W ecan also check hyperscaling directly by com paring theresultsfortheenergy and the
speci�c heat.Ifwe de�ne �1 � �=�,�2 � (2� �)=�,we can rewrite Eqs.(2.29)and (2.30)
as

E (�;L)= aE + bE t+ cE L
(�1�� 2)=2 + dE tL

�1;

C(�;L)= bE + dE L
�1 + dC tL

(3�1+ �2)=2; (2.33)

where we have neglected scaling correctionsand we have setbC = 0 in agreem entwith the
previousanalysis.Ifhyperscaling issatis�ed weshould �nd �2 = 3.A com bined analysisof
E (�;L)and C(�;L)�xing �c gives
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FIG .7. Ratios R(�;2L)=R(�;L) vs �(�;L)=L. The solid curve is a �t using alldata with

L � 64.

Lm in = 16:�=� = �0:119(6+ 6),�2 = 2:952(17+ 8),�2/DOF = 33.4/51;

Lm in = 32:�=� = �0:112(16+ 9),�2 = 2:930(43+ 12),�2/DOF = 29.3/41.

Here,asbefore,the�rsterroristhestatisticalone,whilethesecond givestheerrordueto
�c.Theestim atesof�=� arecom patiblewith Eq.(2.32),while�2 isin reasonableagreem ent
with 3,con�rm ing again thevalidity ofhyperscaling.

G .T he universalratio R
+
�

W enow wish to com putetheuniversalratio R +
� thatisrelated to theuniversality ofthe

singularpartofthe free energy percorrelation volum e. M ore precisely,letusconsiderthe
in�nite-volum e freeenergy density F 1 (�)

F 1 = �
1

V
lnZ; (2.34)

and the in�nite-volum e speci�c heat C 1 (�) = @2F 1 (�)=@�2. In the criticallim it t �
�c� � ! 0 wecan write

F 1 (�)= Fbulk(�)+ F
+
t
2�� + corrections;

C1 (�)= Cbulk(�)+ A
+
t
�� + corrections; (2.35)

whereA + = (2� �)(1� �)F + .If�1 (�)� f+ t�� in thesam elim itt! 0+ ,RG predictsthe
universality ofF + (f+ )3,orequivalently of

R
+
� �

�

�A
+
�1=3

f
+
: (2.36)
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TABLE VIII.Resultsfortheuniversalratio R +
�
.De�nitionsareasin TableII.Theerrordue

to �c isnegligible.

�m in �2estr/DO F �2�t/DO F R
+
�

�2estr/DO F �2�t/DO F R
+
�

0.2750 14.7/19 40.2/16 0.28674(13)

0.2780 14.7/19 31.3/15 0.28688(14) 10.4/8 20.1/15 0.28677(16)

0.2800 14.6/18 23.9/14 0.28703(15) 10.4/8 16.5/14 0.28689(17)

0.2810 14.6/17 20.9/13 0.28712(17) 10.4/8 15.8/13 0.28698(19)

0.2820 13.8/16 20.4/12 0.28718(18) 10.4/8 13.2/12 0.28709(20)

0.2830 13.6/14 15.4/11 0.28744(22) 10.3/7 10.8/11 0.28726(23)

0.2835 12.9/12 12.8/10 0.28749(26) 10.3/6 9.45/10 0.28736(27)

0.2840 12.9/10 11.5/9 0.28737(32) 10.2/5 8.63/9 0.28730(33)

W enow com puteR +
� using ourhigh-tem peratureresultsfortheenergy E (�;L)and forthe

correlation length �(�;L).W ede�nea quantity R(�;L),

R(�;L)�
�

�
�

1� �
(E (�;L)� aE � bE t)t

�1=3

�(�;L); (2.37)

whereaE and bE arede�ned in term softheexpansion ofF bulk(�)fort! 0:

dF bulk(�)

d�
� E bulk(�)= aE + bE t+ O (t2): (2.38)

Itiseasy to check that

lim
t! 0

lim
L! 1

R(�;L)= R
+
� : (2.39)

In order to com pute R(�;L),we m ust specify the values ofthe two constants aE and bE

in Eq.(2.37). For this purpose we exploit the fact that E bulk(�) is the sam e function
in Eq.(2.28)and in Eq.(2.38),so thataE and bE coincide with the constants de�ned in
Eq.(2.29).Thus,aE andbE canbedeterm ined independentlybyusingthecritical-pointdata
forthe energy and the speci�c heat. W e thusproceed asfollows. W e considerEq.(2.33),
�x �c = 0:285744(2),�2 = 3,�=� = 2=� � 3,� = 0:683(3),and com pute aE and bE by
analyzing E (�;L)and C(�;L)near the criticalpoint. Then,we determ ine R(�;L). The
erroron R(�;L)takesinto accountthe erroron E (�;L),�(�;L),aE ,and bE ,and also the
variation oftheestim atesas� and �c vary within oneerrorbar.In ordertobeconservative,
weuseaworst-errorestim atesum m ingallerrorstogether.OnceR(�;L)hasbeen com puted
weusetheextrapolation m ethod presented in Sec.IIC.

In Fig.7 we report the ratios R(�;2L)=R(�;L) together with a �t ofthe data with
L � 64 (a good �tisobtained by using a polynom ialwith n = 10). Apparently,there are
no scaling corrections,butata closerlook one �ndssystem atic deviationsforL = 16. As
before,thesepointswillbediscarded in theanalytic�ts.

Theresultsofthe�tswith analyticcorrectionsarereported in TableVIIIforLm in = 32
and Lm in = 64. Forsm all�m in they show an upward trend and then apparently stabilize
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TABLE IX. Resultsfortheuniversalratio R +
�
usingscaling correctionswith exponent! = 0:8.

De�nitionsare asin Table IV.Theerrorrelated to �c isnegligible.

�m in �2estr/DO F �2�t/DO F R
+
�

0.2750 32.0/25 10.5/16 0.28908(19)

0.2780 30.8/24 9.5/15 0.28897(21)

0.2800 30.5/22 8.6/14 0.28895(24)

0.2810 29.7/20 7.6/13 0.28897(26)

0.2820 28.5/18 8.5/12 0.28898(30)

0.2830 27.9/15 8.5/11 0.28905(36)

0.2835 17.8/12 5.2/10 0.28951(45)

0.2840 15.7/9 6.4/9 0.28967(56)

around 0:2874(3).In orderto check theroleofthecorrectionsto scaling,wehaverepeated
theanalysisby addingscalingcorrectionswith exponent! = 0:80.Theresultsarepresented
in Table IX. They are now substantially independentof�m in con�rm ing thatthe data are
very well�tted by assum ing such an exponent.The�nalestim ateissom ewhathigherthan
thatobtained in theanalytic�ts,indicating thatin thiscasenonanalyticscaling correction
m ay play an im portantrole.W edo notknow which ofthetwo �tsisthem ostreliableone
and thuswehavetaken as�nalestim ate

R
+
� = 0:2885(15); (2.40)

which iscom patiblewith theresultsofboth analyses.
The estim ate (2.40) is in good agreem ent with the results ofother m ethods. A six-

loop com putation in the �xed-dim ension FT approach gives [42]R +
� = 0:290(10),while,

by using approxim ate param etric representationsofthe equation ofstate,one obtains[42]
R
+
� = 0:282(3).

III.C O M PA R ISO N W IT H FIELD -T H EO RY R ESU LT S

The criticalbehaviorofthe RIM hasbeen extensively studied using the FT approach.
Quantitativepredictionscan beobtained by using di�erenttechniques:perturbativem eth-
odsin thefour-pointrenorm alized couplingsin �xed dim ension d = 3orin

p
�,� � 4� d,or

nonperturbative m ethods based on approxim ate RG equations,see Refs.[23{26,28,51{56]
Them ostaccurateresultshavebeen obtained in the�rstapproach:six-loop expansionsfor
the�-functionsand thecriticalexponentshavebeen derived and analyzed in Refs.[57,26].
Thecorresponding estim atesofthecriticalexponents,e.g.,� = 0:678(10)and � = 0:030(3),
arein satisfactory agreem entwith theM onteCarlo resultspresented before.

Them ainproblem oftheperturbativeapproachisthenon-Borelsum m abilityoftheseries
[21,22].Thisfactm akestheanalysism oresubtleand lessprecisethan in thecaseofthepure
Ising m odel. The di�cultiesofthe perturbative approach appearin the determ inationsof
the�xed-pointvaluesu� and v� oftherenorm alized couplings(theyarenorm alized sothatat
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treelevelu = u0=m ,v = v0=m ,m beingtherenorm alized m ass),which aredirectlyrelated to
thequantitieswehavem easured in theM onteCarlosim ulation (seeRef.[42]foraderivation
ofthese relations): G �

4 = v�,G �
22 = u�=3,and H �

4 � G �
4 + 3G �

22 = u� + v�. The analysis
ofthe six-loop series provided results som ewhat dependent on the resum m ation m ethod
[58]. Indeed,we found [26]: G �

4 = 37:7(2),G �
22 = �4:3(6),H �

4 = 24:8(1:8)(double Pad�e-
Borelm ethod);G �

4 = 36:8(3),G �
22 = �4:0(1),H �

4 = 24:8(6)(conform alPad�e-Borelm ethod);
G �
4 = 38:6(7),G �

22 = �4:8(2),H �
4 = 24:2(9)(directconform alm ethod).Theestim atesofH �

4

arein good agreem entwith theM onteCarloresult(2.13),H �
4 = 24:7(2).On theotherhand,

theestim atesofG �
4 and G

�
22| com bining theresultswe would haveguessed G �

4 = 38:0(1:5)
and G �

22 = �4:5(6)with errorsthatare,at�rstsight,quiteconservative| di�ersigni�cantly
from theM onteCarlo estim ates(2.11)and (2.12).

These discrepancies callfor a reanalysis ofthe perturbative series ofthe exponents,
verifying iftheuseoftheM onteCarlo resultsforG �

4 and G
�
22 leadsto signi�cantly di�erent

estim ates. W e have thus repeated the analysis,using the di�erent resum m ation m ethods
outlined in Refs.[26,55].W e�nd

� = 0:686(4); � = 0:026(3);  = 1:355(8); (3.1)

where the errorsinclude the resultsofthe di�erentresum m ation m ethods.Itisreassuring
that these estim ates are close to those found in Ref.[26],� = 0:678(10),� = 0:030(3),
and  = 1:330(17),and also reasonably close to the M onte Carlo estim ates. The sm all
variation ofthe estim atesofthecriticalexponentsisdue to the particularstructure ofthe
perturbative series: ifthey are rewritten in term s ofy � u + v and u,the resum m ations
depend m ostly on y� = H �

4,which iscorrectly determ ined by FT m ethods,and only slightly
on u� thatisinstead poorly known. W e should also observe thatthe new estim ate of� is
closerto the M onte Carlo result,while the estim ate of� isslightly worse. Therefore,the
FT estim atesdo notbecom e m ore accurate ifm ore precise resultsforu� and v� are used.
Thisisan indication that,atleastforthecriticalexponents,thelocation ofthe�xed point
isnotthem ain sourceoferroron theresults.

W ealsotried an alternativeprocedurebased on an expansion oftheRG functionsaround
the unstable Ising �xed pointu = 0,v = g�I,where [2]g

�
I = 23:56(2). The analysisofthe

Ising-to-RIM RG ow reported in Ref.[28]and thediscussion reported above show thatit
isconvenient to introduce new variablesy � u + v and z � �u. In term sofy and z,the
RIM �xed pointislocated in y� = H �

4 = 24:7(2)and z� = �3G �
22 = 18:6(3),whiletheIsing

�xed pointisatyI = g�I,z= 0.Then,wewritey = gI + �y,obtaining forany RG function
f(y;z),

f(y;z)=
X

i;j

cij(gI)�y
i
z
j
; (3.2)

cij(gI)=
X

k

fijk g
k
I: (3.3)

The value off(y;z)attheRIM �xed pointisthen obtained asfollows.First,we com pute
thecoe�cientsc ij(g�I)attheIsing �xed point,by using theconform al-m apping m ethod and
exploiting theknown large-orderbehavioroftheexpansion ofcij(gI)thatisdeterm ined by
the Ising �xed point. Then,we evaluate the double series at �y� = H �

4 � g�I = 1:14(20)
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TABLE X. Estim ates ofthe coe�cients �c ij = (16�=3)i(6�)jcij(g
�
I), cf. Eq.(3.3), for the

expansionsof�,�,1=�,,and 1= around the Ising �xed point.

� � 1=�  1=

�c10 0.050(6) 0.105(3) � 0.273(5) 0.181(3) � 0.1193(8)

�c20 0.032(8) 0.016(4) 0.00(1) 0.014(5) 0.008(6)

�c30 0.011(6) 0.004(5) 0.00(3) 0.00(1) 0.00(1)

�c01 0 0.0500(4) � 0.127(1) 0.0987(6) � 0.0646(1)

�c02 � 0.0062(2) 0.0056(9) � 0.003(3) 0.015(2) � 0.005(2)

�c03 0.0010(2) � 0.003(1) 0.017(3) � 0.007(2) 0.06(1)

�c04 0.0001(5) 0.00(1) 0.00(1) 0.00(2) 0.001(1)

�c11 0 0.017(1) � 0.003(1) 0.032(1) � 0.0024(2)

�c12 � 0.0018(4) � 0.003(2) 0.018(6) � 0.006(3) 0.009(3)

�c13 0.0007(4) � 0.004(3) 0.00(1) � 0.009(7) 0.005(5)

�c21 0 0.0033(6) 0.0006(6) 0.005(1) � 0.0004(2)

�c22 � 0.0009(4) � 0.003(2) 0.007(1) � 0.005(4) 0.003(1)

TABLE XI. Results obtained by using the expansion (3.2) for various truncations

o � M ax[i+ j]. The �rsterrorisdue to the uncertainty on the valuesofthe coe�cients c ij(g
�
I),

the second one isdueto theuncertainty on the location ofthe RIM �xed point.

o � � �I � � �I 1=� � 1=�I  � I 1= � 1=I

1 0.0033(4+ 6) 0.056(0+ 2) � 0.145(0+ 5) 0.110(1+ 4) � 0.072(1+ 2)

2 � 0.0025(4+ 8) 0.063(1+ 2) � 0.147(3+ 5) 0.126(2+ 5) � 0.076(1+ 3)

3 � 0.0017(5+ 8) 0.060(1+ 2) � 0.135(3+ 5) 0.120(2+ 4) � 0.070(2+ 2)

4 � 0.0016(6+ 8) 0.062(10+ 3) � 0.137(20+ 5) 0.123(20+ 4) � 0.070(10+ 2)

and z� = �3G �
22 = 18:6(3). Here,we are neglecting the fact that the RG functions are

nonanalytic at the Ising �xed point [38{41]. Note that f(g�I;0) is the value ofthe sam e
quantity fortheIsing universality class,so thattheexpansion (3.2)providesthedi�erences
between RIM and Ising criticalexponents,i.e.�f = f R IM � fIsing,which areexpected to be
rathersm all.Ofcourse,thisexpansion is,atm ost,asym ptotic.Butonem ay hopethatthe
RIM and Ising �xed pointsaresu�ciently close,so thatthe�rstfew term softheexpansion
around theIsing �xed pointallow usto obtain m oreaccurateestim atesoftheexponentsof
theRIM .In TableX wereporttheestim atesofthe�rstcoe�cientsc ij(g�I)for�� �I,� � �I,
 � I,1=� � 1=�I,and 1= � 1=I. The resultsforthe criticalexponentsare reported in
Table XIasa function ofthe ordero � M ax[i+ j]ofthe expansion. W e thusobtain the
following estim ates: � � �I = �0:0017(13),� � �I = 0:060(5),1=� � 1=�I = �0:135(15),
 � I = 0:12(1),1= � 1=I = �0:07(1).Theestim atewequotecorrespondstoo= 3,while
theerrorissuch to include theresultswith o= 2 and o= 4.Then,using theestim ates[9]
�I = 0:0364(5),�I = 0:6301(4),I = 1:2372(5),we�nally obtain

� = 0:690(5); � = 0:035(2);  = 1:357(10); (3.4)

which areagain in substantialagreem entwith theM C results.
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Theexpansion around theIsing�xed pointcan alsobeperform ed alongtheIsing-to-RIM
RG trajectory [28],which is obtained as the lim it u0 ! 0� ofthe RG trajectories in the
u,v plane. Atleastin principle,thisexpansion isexpected to be betterbehaved than the
previous one,since RG functions should be analytic nearthe Ising �xed pointonly along
thistrajectory,up to therandom �xed pointwherenonanalyticitesareagain present[28].

An e�ectiveparam etrization ofthecurveisgiven by the�rstfew term sofitsexpansion
around z= 0,which isgiven by

y� yI = T(z)= c2z
2 + c3z

3 + ::: (3.5)

where [28]c2 = 0:0033(1)and c3 = 1(2)� 10�5 . The factthaty� yI isoforderz2 isthe
m ain reason why weintroduced thevariabley and isdueto theidentity [28]

@�v

@u

�
�
�
�
�
u= 0

+
@�u

@u

�
�
�
�
�
u= 0

�
@�v

@v

�
�
�
�
�
u= 0

= 0: (3.6)

Substituting theexpansion (3.5)into thedoubleexpansion (3.2),weobtain an expansion in
powersofz

f(y;z)= f(gI + T(z);z)=
X

i

ei(gI)z
i
; (3.7)

which should be then evaluated at gI = g�I and z = z�. The values ofthe coe�cients
ei(g�I) at the Ising �xed point have been com puted by using a conform alm apping and a
Boreltransform . The results for i= 1;2;3 are reported in Table XII. The estim ates of
the di�erence between the criticalexponentsofthe Ising and RIM universality classesare
� � �I = �0:0020(18),� � �I = 0:060(5),1=� � 1=�I = �0:136(20), � I = 0:119(10),
and 1= � 1=I = �0:070(10).Theseresultsareobtained by truncating theexpansion (3.7)
to third order,while the erroristhe sum ofthe uncertainty due to the resum m ation,due
to thetruncation oftheseries(thedi�erencebetween thesecond-orderand thethird-order
result),and dueto theuncertainty on z� (weused theM onteCarlo result).Then,by using
theestim ates[9]�I = 0:0364(5),�I = 0:6301(4),I = 1:2372(5),we�nally obtain

� = 0:690(8); � = 0:0345(20);  = 1:355(10); (3.8)

thatdo notdi�ersigni�cantly from theestim ates(3.4).
Note that the estim ate of� obtained by using the expansion around the Ising �xed

pointisnow in perfectagreem entwith the M onte Carlo result,atvariance with the direct
estim ate(3.1).Theestim ateof� isalsoinsubstantialagreem entwiththenum ericalestim ate
� = 0:683(3).Therefore,the expansion around the Ising �xed pointappearsto be a useful
alternativem ethod to com putethecriticalpropertiesoftheRIM .
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TABLE XII. Estim atesofthecoe�cients�e i= (6�)iei(g
�
I),cf.Eq.(3.7),fortheexpansionsof

�,�,1=�,,and 1= around the Ising �xed point.

i � � 1=�  1=

1 0 0.0500(6) � 0.1278(4) 0.0987(6) � 0.06462(7)

2 � 0.0028(4) 0.013(1) � 0.022(3) 0.027(2) � 0.013(2)

3 0.0008(4) � 0.002(1) 0.012(2) � 0.005(2) 0.0065(8)

A P P EN D IX A :N O TAT IO N S

W e consider the Ham iltonian (1.1) with J = 1 on a �nite lattice L3 with periodic
boundary conditions. Given a quantity O depending on the spinsfsg and on the random
variablef�g wede�nethesam pleaverageat�xed distribution f�g

hO i(�;f�g)�
1

Z(f�g)

X

fsig

O e
��H [s;�]

; (A1)

where Z(f�g) is the sam ple partition function. Ofcourse,we are interested in averaging
overtherandom dilution and thusweconsiderdisorder-averaged quantities

hO i(�)=
Z

[d�]hO i(�;f�g); (A2)

where

[d�]=
Y

i

[x�(�i� 1)+ (1� x)�(�i)]: (A3)

W ede�nethetwo-pointcorrelation function and thesusceptibility �(�;L)

G(x;�;L)� h�0s0�xsxi (A4)

�(�;L)�
X

x

G(x;�;L) (A5)

W ealso considerthesecond-m om entcorrelation length �.In in�nitevolum eitisde�ned as

�
2
1 (�)�

1

6�1 (�)

X

x

jxj
2
G 1 (x;�): (A6)

The�nite-volum egeneralization isby no m eansunique.W euse

�
2(�;L)�

Ĝ(0;�;L)� Ĝ(qm in;�;L)

q̂2m inĜ(qm in;�;L)
; (A7)

whereqm in � (2�=L;0;0),q̂� 2sinq=2,and Ĝ(q;�;L)istheFouriertransform ofG(x;�;L).
This�nite-volum e de�nition hasthe correctin�nite-volum e lim itand showsa fastconver-
genceasL ! 1 [49,50].

W ealso de�netheenergy E (�;L)and thespeci�cheatC(�;L):
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E (�;L)� 3G(e;�;L);

C(�;L)�
@E (�;L)

@�
; (A8)

wheree= (1;0;0).W ealso com putehigher-ordercouplings.Setting

�k � h(
X

i

�isi)
k
i; m k1k2:::kn � �k1�k2:::�kn; (A9)

wede�netheconnected n-pointsusceptibilities�n averaged overrandom dilution by

V �2(�;L)� V �(�;L)= m 2; (A10)

V �4(�;L)� m 4 � 3m 22;

V �6(�;L)� m 6 � 15m 42 + 30m 222;

whereV � L3 isthevolum e.M oreover,wealso de�ne

V �22(�;L)� m 22 � m
2
2;

V �42(�;L)� m 42 � m 4m 2 � 3m 222 + 3m 22m 2;

V �222(�;L)� m 222 � 3m 22m 2 + 2m 3
2: (A11)

Then,wede�nethefour-pointcouplings

G 4(�;L)� �
�4

�3�22
;

G 22(�;L)� �
�22

�3�22
;

H 4(�;L)� G4 + 3G 22; (A12)

and thesix-pointuniversalratios

r6(�;L)� 10�
�6�2

�24
;

C42(�;L)� 4�
�42�2

�4�22
;

C222(�;L)� 6�
�222�2

�222
: (A13)

W ewillbeinterested in thecriticalvalueofthese quantities.IfS(�;L)isany ofthem ,we
com puteits�xed-pointvalue(notethattheorderofthelim itscannotbeinterchanged)

S
� = lim

�! �c

lim
L! 1

S(�;L): (A14)

Finally,wede�netheBinderparam eters

Un(�;L)�
m n

m
n=2

2

;

U22(�;L)�
m 22

m 2
2

; (A15)

and thecorresponding critical-pointvalues

U
� = lim

L! 1
lim
�! �c

U(�;L): (A16)

Notethattheorderoflim itsisreversed with respectto Eq.(A14).
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