
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

14
68

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  1
9 

Ja
n 

20
05

N ature ofPhase Transitions in a G eneralized C om plex j j4 M odel

Elm ar Bittner and W olfhard Janke
Institut f�ur Theoretische Physik, Universit�at Leipzig,

Augustusplatz 10/11, D-04109 Leipzig, G erm any

W e em ploy M onte Carlo sim ulationsto study a generalized three-dim ensionalcom plex j j
4
theory

ofG inzburg-Landau form and com pare ournum ericalresultswith a recentquasi-analyticalm ean-

�eld typeapproxim ation,which predicts�rst-orderphasetransitionsin partsofthephasediagram .

As we have shown earlier,this approxim ation does not apply to the standard form ulation ofthe

m odel.Thism otivated usto introduce a generalized Ham iltonian with an additionalfugacity term

controlling im plicitly the vortex density. W ith this m odi�cation we �nd that the com plex j j4

theory can,in fact,be tuned to undergo strong �rst-orderphase transitions. The standard m odel

iscon�rm ed to exhibitcontinuoustransitionswhich can be characterized by XY m odelexponents,

asexpected by universality argum ents.A few rem arkson the two-dim ensionalcase are also m ade.

PACS num bers:02.70.Lq,64.60.-i,74.20.D e

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since long the G inzburg-Landau m odelhasbeen con-

sidered as paradigm for studying critical phenom ena

using �eld-theoretic techniques.1 Perturbative calcula-

tions ofcriticalexponents and am plitude ratios ofthe

Ising (n = 1), XY (n = 2), Heisenberg (n = 3)

and otherO (n)spin m odels relied heavily on this�eld-

theoreticform ulation.2 Even though thespin m odelscon-

tain only directionaluctuations,whileforn-com ponent

G inzburg-Landau �elds with n � 2 directional and

size uctuations seem to be equally im portant,the two

descriptions are com pletely equivalent, as is expected

through theconceptofuniversality and hasbeen proved

explicitly for superuids with n = 2, where the spin

m odelreducesto an XY m odel.3 Therefore itappeared

as a surprise when, on the basis of an approxim ate

variational approach to the two-com ponent G inzburg-

Landau m odel,Curty and Beck4 recently predicted for

certain param eter ranges the possibility of �rst-order

phase transitionsinduced by phase uctuations. In sev-

eralpapers5,6,7,8,9 thisquasi-analytical10 prediction was

tested by M onte Carlo sim ulationsand,asthe m ain re-

sult, apparently con�rm ed num erically. If true, these

�ndingswould havean enorm ousim pacton thetheoreti-

caldescription ofm anyrelated system ssuch assuperuid

helium ,superconductors,certain liquid crystalsand pos-

sibly even theelectroweak standard m odelofelem entary

particlephysics.11,12

In view ofthese potentialim portant im plications for

a broad variety ofdi�erent�eldsweperform ed indepen-

dentM onteCarlo sim ulationsofthestandard G inzburg-

Landau m odelin two and three dim ensions in order to

testwhethertheclaim ofphase-uctuation induced �rst-

order transitions is a reale�ect or not.13 O ur results

clearly support the prevailing opinion that the nature

ofthe transition isofsecond order.In turn thisim plies,

ofcourse,that the variationalapproxim ation em ployed

in Ref.4 islessreliablethan originally thoughtin view of

the apparentnum ericalcon�rm ations. In orderto shed

som elighton the num ericalresultsofRefs.5,6,7,8,9,we

generalizedthestandard m odelbyaddingafugacityterm

which im plicitly controlsthevortexdensity ofthem odel.

The purpose ofthispaperisto presentforthisgeneral-

ized G inzburg-Landau m odelresultson itsphase struc-

tureasobtained from extensiveM onteCarlosim ulations.

Em ploying �nite-size scaling analyseswe �nd num erical

evidencethat,by tuning theextra fugacity param eter,it

isindeed possible to drive the system into a region with

�rst-orderphasetransitions.

Thelayoutoftherem ainderofthispaperisorganized

asfollows. In Sec.IIwe �rstrecallthe standard m odel,

and then discuss its generalization and the observables

used tom ap outthephasediagram .Nextwedescribethe

em ployed sim ulation techniquesin Sec.III. The results

ofour sim ulations are presented in Sec.IV, where we

�rstdiscussthethree-dim ensionalcasein som edetailand

then add a few briefcom m ents on the two-dim ensional

m odeltocom pletethephysicalpicture.Finally,in Sec.V

weconcludewith a sum m ary ofourm ain �ndings.

II. M O D EL A N D O B SERVA B LES

The standard com plex or two-com ponent G inzburg-

Landau theory isde�ned by the Ham iltonian

H [ ]=

Z

ddr

�

�j j2 +
b

2
j j4 +



2
jr  j2

�

;  > 0; (1)

where  (~r) =  x(~r)+ i y(~r) = j (~r)jei�(~r) is a com -

plex �eld,and �,b and  are tem perature independent

coe�cients derived from a m icroscopic m odel. In order

to carry outM onte Carlo sim ulationswe putthe m odel

(1)on a d-dim ensionalhypercubiclatticewith spacing a.

Adoptingthenotation ofRef.4,weintroducescaled vari-

ables ~ =  =
p
(j�j=b)and ~u = ~r=�,where � =

p
=j�j

isthe m ean-�eld correlation length atzero tem perature.

Thisleadsto the norm alized lattice Ham iltonian

H [~ ]= kB
~V0

NX

n= 1

h
~�

2
(j~ nj

2 � 1)2 +
1

2

dX

�= 1

j~ n � ~ n+ �j
2
i

;

(2)
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with

~V0 =
1

kB

j�j

b
a

d� 2
; ~� =

a2

�2
; (3)

where � denotesthe unitvectorsalong the d coordinate

axes,N = Ld isthe totalnum berofsites,and an unim -

portant constant term has been rem oved. The param -

eter ~V0 m erely sets the tem perature scale and can thus

beabsorbed in thede�nition ofthereduced tem perature
~T = T=~V0.

Afterthese rescalings,and om itting the tilde on  ,�,

and T fornotationalsim plicity in the restofthe paper,

the partition function Z considered in the sim ulationsis

then given by

Z =

Z

D  D � e� H =T
; (4)

where

H [ ]=

NX

n= 1

h
�

2
(j nj

2 � 1)2 +
1

2

dX

�= 1

j n �  n+ �j
2
i

(5)

and
R
D  D � �

R
D Re D Im  stands short for inte-

grating overallpossible com plex �eld con�gurations.

In Ref.13 wehaveshown,thatthedisagreem entm en-

tioned above is caused by an incorrect sam pling ofthe

Jacobian which em erges from the com plex m easure in

(4) when transform ing the �eld representation to polar

coordinates, n = R n(cos(�n);sin(�n)).W hen updating

in the sim ulations the m odulus R n = j njand the an-

gle �n,one has to rewrite the m easure ofthe partition

function (4)as

Z =

Z 2�

0

D �

Z
1

0

RD R e
� H =T

; (6)

where D R �
Q N

n= 1
dR n and R �

Q N

n= 1
R n isthe Jaco-

bian ofthis transform ation. W hile m athem atically in-

deed trivial(and ofcourse properly taken into account

in Ref.4),thisfactm ay easily be overlooked when cod-

ing the update proposals for the m odulus and angle in

a M onte Carlo sim ulation program . W hile for the an-

gles it is correct to use update proposals of the form

�n ! �n + �� with � �� � �� � �� (where �� is

chosen such as to assure an optim alacceptance ratio),

the sim ilar procedure for the m odulus,R n ! R n + �R

with � �R � �R � �R,would beincorrectsincethisig-

norestheR n factorcom ing from theJacobian.In fact,if

wepurposelyignoretheJacobian and sim ulatethem odel

(6)(erroneously)withouttheR-factor,then weobtain a

com pletely di�erentbehaviorthan in thecorrectcase,cf.

e.g.Fig.2 below. Asalready m entioned above these re-

sults reproduce14 those in Refs.5 and 9,and from this

dataonewould indeed concludeevidencefora�rst-order

phasetransition when � issm all.W ith the correctm ea-

sure,on the other hand,we have checked thatno �rst-

ordersignalshowsup down to � = 0:01.

To treat the m easure in Eq.(6) properly one can ei-

ther use the identity R ndR n = dR 2
n=2 and update the

squared m oduliR 2
n = j nj

2 according to a uniform m ea-

sure (where the update proposal R 2
n ! R 2

n + � with

� � � � � � is correct),or one can introduce an ef-

fectiveHam iltonian,

H e� = H � T�

NX

n= 1

lnR n ; (7)

with � � 1 and work directly with a uniform m easure

for R n. The incorrect om ission ofthe R-factor in (6)

is equivalent to setting � = 0. It is wellknown11 that

the nodes R n = 0 correspond to core regions of vor-

ticesin thedualform ulation ofthem odel.TheJacobian

factor R (or equivalently the term �
P

lnR n in H e�)

tends to suppress �eld con�gurations with m any nodes

R n = 0.Ifthe R-factorisom itted,the num berofnodes

and hence vortices is relatively enhanced. It is thus at

least qualitatively plausible that in this case a discon-

tinuous, �rst-order \freezing transition" from a vortex

dom inated phase can occur,asissuggested by a sim ilar

m echanism for the XY m odel11,15,16 and defect-m odels

ofm elting17,18.

In the lim itofa large param eter�,itiseasy to read

o� from Eq.(5)thatthem odulusofthe�eld issqueezed

onto unity and once hence expectsthatirrespectively of

thevalueof� theXY m odellim itisapproached with its

well-known continuousphase transition in three dim en-

sions (3D) at Tc � 2:2 respectively K osterlitz-Thouless

(K T) transition in two dim ensions (2D) at TK T � 0:9.

W hile forthe standard m odelwith � = 1,thisbehavior

should qualitatively persistforallvaluesof�,from the

num ericalresults discussed above one expects that for

� = 0 the orderofthe transition turns�rst-orderbelow

a certain (tricritical) �-value. The purpose ofthis pa-

peristo elucidate thisbehaviorfurtherby studying the

phase diagram in the �-�-plane,i.e.,by considering an

interpolatingm odelwith � varyingcontinuously between

0 and 1.

To be precisewealwaysworked with the properfunc-

tional m easure in Eq. (6) and replaced the standard

Ham iltonian H by

H gen = H + T(1� �)

NX

n= 1

lnR n = H + T�

NX

n= 1

lnj nj; (8)

where we have introduced the param eter � = 1 � �,

such that � = 0 (� = 1) corresponds to the standard

m odeland � = 1 (� = 0)to the previously studied m od-

i�ed m odelwith its�rst-orderphasetransition forsm all

enough �.

In order to m ap out the phase diagram in the �-�-

respectively �-�-plane,we havem easured in oursim ula-

tionsto bedescribed in detailin thenextsection am ong

otherquantitiesthe energy density e= hH i=N ,the spe-

ci�cheatpersitecv = (hH 2i� hH i2)=N ,andin particular
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the m ean-squaream plitude

hj j2i=
1

N

NX

n= 1

hj nj
2i; (9)

which willserveasthem ostrelevantquantityforcom par-

ison with previouswork4,5,6,7,8,9.Forfurthercom parison

and in order to determ ine the criticaltem perature,the

helicity m odulus,

�� =
1

N
h

NX

n= 1

j njj n+ �jcos(�n � �n+ �)i

�
1

N T
h

"
NX

n= 1

j njj n+ �jsin(�n � �n+ �)

#2

i; (10)

was also com puted. Notice that the helicity m odulus

�� is a direct m easure ofthe phase correlations in the

direction of �. Because of cubic sym m etry all direc-

tions� are equivalent,and we alwaysquote the average

� = (1=d)
P d

�= 1
��. In the in�nite-volum e lim it,� is

zero aboveTc and di�erentfrom zero below Tc.W e also

have m easured the vortex density v (ofvortex pointsin

2D and vortex lines in 3D).The standard procedure to

calculatethevorticityon each plaquetteisby considering

the quantity

m =
1

2�
([�1� �2]2�+ [�2� �3]2�+ [�3� �4]2�+ [�4� �1]2�);

(11)

where �1;:::;�4 are the phasesatthe cornersofa pla-

quette labeled, say, according to the right-hand rule,

and [�]2� stands for � m odulo 2�: [�]2� = � + 2�n,

with n an integer such that � + 2�n 2 (� �;�],hence

m = n12+ n23+ n34+ n41.Ifm 6= 0,thereexistsavortex

which isassigned to theobjectdualto thegiven plaque-

tte(a sitein 2D and a link in 3D).Hence,in two dim en-

sions,� m ,thedualofm ,isassigned to thecenterofthe

originalplaquette. In three dim ensions,the topological

pointchargesarereplaced by (oriented)lineelem ents� li
which com bineto form closed networks(\vortex loops").

The vortex \charges" � m or � li can take three values:

0;� 1 (the values� 2 have a negligible probability).The

quantities

v =
1

L2

X

x

j� mxj (2D); (12)

v =
1

L3

X

x;i

j� li;xj (3D) (13)

serve as a m easure of the vortex density. W e further

analyzed the Bindercum ulant,

U =
h(~�2)2i

h~�2i2
; (14)

where~� = (�x;�y)with

�x =
1

N

NX

n= 1

Re( n); �y =
1

N

NX

n= 1

Im ( n); (15)
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 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5
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|2
>

T

cluster update
Metropolis update

FIG . 1: M ean-square am plitude of the standard three-

dim ensionalcom plex G inzburg-Landau m odelwith � = 1and

� = 0:25 on a 10
3
cubic lattice.

isthem agnetization perlatticesiteofa given con�gura-

tion.

III. SIM U LA T IO N T EC H N IQ U ES

Letusnow turn to thedescription oftheM onteCarlo

update procedures used by us. To be on safe grounds,

we started with the m oststraightforward (but m ostin-

e�cient)algorithm known sincethe early daysofM onte

Carlosim ulations:Thestandard M etropolisalgorithm 19.

Here the com plex �eld  n isdecom posed into itsCarte-

sian com ponents, n =  x;n + i y;n. For each lattice

site a random update proposalfor the two com ponents

ism ade,e.g. x;n !  x;n + � x;n with � x;n 2 [� �;�],

and in thestandard fashion accepted orrejected accord-

ingtotheenergy change�Hgen.Theparam eter�isusu-

ally chosen such asto give an acceptance rate ofabout

50% ,butotherchoicesareperm issibleand m ay even re-

sultin a better perform ance ofthe algorithm (in term s

of autocorrelation tim es). All this is standard20 and

guaranteesin astraightforward m annerthatthecom plex

m easure D  D � in the partition function (4) is treated

properly.

Thewell-known drawback ofthisalgorithm isitscrit-

icalslowing down (large autocorrelation tim es) in the

vicinity of a continuous phase transition20, leading to

large statisticalerrorsfor a �xed com puter budget. To

im provetheaccuracy ofourdata wethereforeem ployed

the single-clusteralgorithm 21 to update the direction of

the�eld22,sim ilartosim ulationsoftheXY spin m odel23.

The m odulus of is updated again with a M etropolis

algorithm .Heresom ecareisnecessary to treatthem ea-

sure in (4) properly (see above com m ents). Per m ea-

surem ent we perform ed one sweep with the M etropolis

algorithm and n single-cluster updates. For allsim ula-

tionsin two and three dim ensionsthe num berofcluster

updates waschosen such thatnhjC ji� Ld � N ,where
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hjC ji isthe average clustersize. Since hjC jiscaleswith

system sizeasthesusceptibility,� = N h~�2i’ L=�,and

=� = 2� � = 7=4 atthe K osterlitz-Thoulesstransition

in 2D and =� = 2� � � 2 in 3D,n waschosen / L1=4

in 2D and / L in 3D.In the 2D case m ostofthe sim -

ulations were perform ed for L = 10;20,and 40,and in

3D we usually studied the lattice sizes L = 10;15;20,

and 30. Foreach sim ulation pointwe therm alized with

500 to 1000sweepsand averaged them easurem entsover

10000 sweeps. In the cases ofstrong �rst-order phase

transitionswe em ployed a variantofthe m ulticanonical

schem e24 where the histogram ofthe m ean m odulus is

attened instead that ofthe energy. Allerror bars are

com puted with theJackknifem ethod25.In thefollowing

we only show the m ore extensive and accurate data set

ofthe clustersim ulations,butwe tested in m any repre-

sentative casesthatthe M etropolissim ulationscoincide

within errorbars,foran exam pleseeFig.1.

IV . R ESU LT S

A . T hree dim ensions

In the �rstsetofsim ulationswe concentrated on the

two m ostcharacteristic cases� = 0 and � = 1 and per-

form ed tem peraturescanson a153 latticeforvariousval-

uesoftheparam eter�.O urresultsforthem ean-square

am plitude,thehelicity m odulusand thevortex-lineden-

sity are com pared for the two cases in Fig.2. In the

plots for � = 0 on the left side,we see that allthree

quantities exhibit quite pronounced jum ps for sm all�-

values,which isa clearindication thatin thisregim ethe

phase transition is of�rst order. At � = 0:25,for ex-

am ple,we observe already on very sm alllatticesa clear

double-peak structureforthedistributionsoftheenergy

and m ean-squaream plitudeaswellasthem ean m odulus

j j= 1

N

P N

n= 1
j njwhich is depicted in Fig.3. Notice

that already for the extrem ely sm alllattice size of 43

the m inim um between the two peaks is suppressed by

m ore than 20 orders ofm agnitude. This is an unam -

biguous indication for two coexisting phases and thus

clearly im plies that the m odel undergoes a �rst-order

phasetransition in thesm all�-regim efor� = 0.Due to

thepronounced m etastabilitythesesim ulationshad tobe

perform ed with a variantofthem ulticanonicalschem e24

where,instead ofattening the energy histogram ,extra

weight factors for the m ean m odulus were introduced.

W ith this sim ulation technique we overcom e the di�-

culty ofsam pling the extrem ely rareeventsbetween the

two peaksofthecanonicaldistribution.A closerlook at

the � = 0 plots shows that the crossover from second-

to �rst-ordertransitions happens around �t � 2:5. For

the standard m odelwith � = 1,on the other hand,we

observe for all �-values a sm ooth behavior,suggesting

that the XY m odel like continuous transition persists

also for sm all�-values. This is clearly supported by a

single-peak structureofalldistributionsjustm entioned,

forthe case ofthe m ean m odulus see Fig.3. Thissup-

ports the prevailing opinion that the standard com plex

j j4 m odelalwaysundergoesa second-orderphase tran-

sition.In fact,wehavechecked thatdown to� = 0:01no

signalofa �rst-ordertransition can be detected forthe

standard m odelparam eterized by � = 1. The resulting

transition linesin the �-T-planefor� = 0 and � = 1 are

sketched in Fig.4,with thethick linefor� = 0indicating

theapproxim ateregim eof�rst-orderphasetransitions.

Nextwe concentrated on the sm all� regim e and per-

form ed a rough �nite-sizescaling (FSS)analysisfor� =

0:25 on m oderately large 103,153,203,and 303 lattices.

In Fig.5 wecom pareresultsfortheenergy,m ean-square

am plitude(9),helicity m odulus(10)and vortex-lineden-

sity (13) for � = 0 and � = 1. Apart from the transi-

tion region where a strong size dependence is ofcourse

expected,wenoticeonly a sm alldependenceon thevari-

ation ofthe lattice size. O n the basis ofthese results,

we do notexpecta signi�cantchange ofthe qualitative

behaviorform uch largerlatticesand hence used sim ilar

m oderate lattice sizes form ostofourfurther investiga-

tions.

To exem plify the big di�erences between the m odels

with � = 0 and � = 1,we choose in the following the

case � = 1:5,where we shallcharacterize for both �-

valuesthe phase transitionsin som e detail.Letusstart

with the non-standard case � = 0,where the �rst-order

phasetransition around T � 0:36 isalso pronounced but

m uch lessstrong than for� = 0:25.Still,in orderto get

su�ciently accurate equilibrium results,the sim ulations

for lattices ofsize L = 4;6;8;10;12;14;15,and 16 had

to be perform ed again with our m odulus variantofthe

m ulticanonicalm ethod. Ascan be inspected in the his-

togram plotsforthe m ean m odulusshown in Fig.6,the

frequency oftherareeventsbetween thetwopeaksin the

canonicalensem blefora 163 latticeisabout50 ordersof

m agnitude sm aller than for con�gurations contributing

to the two peaks.

In orderto characterize the transition m ore quantita-

tively weestim ated the interfacetension26,

F
s
L =

1

2Ld� 1
ln
P m ax
L

P m in
L

; (16)

where P m ax
L isthe value ofthe two peaksand P m in

L de-

notes the m inim um in between. Here we have assum ed

that for each lattice size the tem perature was chosen

such that the two peaks are ofequalheight which can

be achieved by histogram reweighting. The thus de-

�ned tem peratures approach the in�nite-volum e transi-

tion tem perature as 1=Ld,and for the �nalestim ate of

F s = lim L ! 1 F s
L ,weperform ed a �taccording to

27

F
s
L = F

s +
a

Ld� 1
+
bln(L)

Ld� 1
: (17)

Asisshown in Fig.6,the �nite-lattice estim atesF s
L are

clearly nonzero. The in�nite-volum e extrapolation (17)

tendsto increasewith system sizeand yieldsa com para-

bly largeinterfacetension ofF s = 0:271(5).
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FIG .2: M ean-square am plitude hj j
2
i,helicity m odulus�� and vortex-line density hviofthe three-dim ensionalgeneralized

com plex G inzburg-Landau m odelon a 15
3
cubiclatticefordi�erentvaluesoftheparam eter� = 0:25;:::;3:0 forthecase� = 0

(left)and the standard form ulation with � = 1 (right).

Let us now turn to the second generic case, � =

1, where the m odel de�nitely exhibits for � = 1:5

a second-order phase transition around � � 1=T �

0:8. To con�rm the expected critical exponents of

the O (2) or XY m odeluniversality class,we sim ulated

here close to criticality som ewhat larger lattices ofsize

L = 4;8;12;16;20;24;32;40,and 48 and perform ed a

standard FSS analysis. From short runs we �rst es-

tim ated the location of the phase transition to be at

�0 = 0:7795 � �c. In the long runs at �0 we recorded

the tim e series of the energy density e = E =N , the

m agnetization ~�,the m ean m odulusj j,and the m ean-

square am plitude28 j j2, as well as the helicity m od-

ulus �� and the vorticity v. After an initial equili-

bration tim e we took about1000000 m easurem entsfor

each lattice size. Applying the reweighting technique
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FIG . 3: Top: Histogram of the m ean m odulus j j on a

logarithm ic scale for a 43 cubic lattice,� = 0 and � = 0:25,

reweighted to the tem perature T0 � 0:0572 where the two

peaks are ofequalheight. Bottom : Histogram for the sam e

quantity and lattice size atT = 1:1 close to the second-order

phase transition for� = 1 and � = 0:25.

we �rst determ ined the m axim a of the susceptibility,

�0= N (h~�2i� hj~�ji2),ofdhj~�ji=d�,and ofthelogarithm ic

derivativesdlnhj~�ji=d� and dlnh~�2i=d�.Thelocationsof

these m axim a provideuswith foursequencesofpseudo-

transition points�m ax(L)forwhich the scaling variable

x = (�m ax(L)� �c)L
1=� should be constant. Using this

factwethen haveseveralpossibilitiesto extractthecrit-

icalexponent� from (linear)least-squares�tsoftheFSS

ansatzdUL =d�
�= L1=�f0(x)ordlnhj~�j

pi=d� �= L1=�fp(x)

to thedata atthevarious�m ax(L)sequences.Thequal-

ity ofour data and the �ts starting at L m in = 8,with

goodness-of-�t param eters Q = 0:85� 0:90,can be in-

spected in Fig.7. Allresulting exponentestim ates and

consequently also theirweighted average,

1=� = 1:493(7); � = 0:670(3); (18)

are in perfect agreem ent with recent high-precision

M onte Carlo estim ates for the XY m odel universality

class.22,29 Note thathyperscaling im plies � = 2� 3� =

� 0:010(9), which also favorably com pares with recent

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

 1.4

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5  3

T

σ

κ=0

κ=1

σt

FIG .4: Transition lines in the �-T-plane for � = 0 and

� = 1. The thick line for � = 0 indicates �rst-order phase

transitionswhile allothertransitionsare continuous.

spacelab experim entson the lam bda transition in liquid

helium .30

Assum ing thus 1=� = 1:493 we can im prove ouresti-

m ate for �c from linear least-squares�ts to the scaling

behavior ofthe various �m ax sequences. The com bined

estim atefrom the foursequencesis�c = 0:78008(4).To

extract the criticalexponent ratio =� we can now use

the scaling relation for the susceptibility � = N h~�2i ’

a + bL=� at �c. For L � 16 we obtain from a FSS �t

with Q = 0:70 the estim ate of

=� = 1:962(12)[9]; (19)

wherewealsotakeintoaccounttheuncertaintyin oures-

tim ateof�c;thiserrorisestim ated byrepeatingthe�tat

�c� �� c and indicated by thenum berin squarebrackets.

Herewe�nd aslightdependenceofthisvalueonthelower

bound ofthe �t range [L m in;48], i.e., one would have

to include largerlatticesfora high-precision estim ate of

thecriticalexponentratio =�,butthiswasnotourob-

jective here. Still,these results are in good agreem ent

with recenthigh-precision estim atesin theliterature22,29

and clearly con�rm the expected second-ordernature of

thephasetransition in thestandard com plex j j4 m odel,

governed by XY m odelcriticalexponents.

A sim ilar set of sim ulations at � = 0:25 for lattice

sizes L = 4;8;12;14;16;20;24;28;32,and 40 gave the

exponent estim ates 1=� = 1:498(9),� = 0:668(4) and

=� = 1:918(71)[8](at �c = 0:9284(4)),which are less

accurate but again com patible with the XY m odeluni-

versality class. At any rate these results de�nitely rule

out the possibility of a �rst-order phase transition in

the standard m odelat sm all�-values. W hen going to

even sm aller �-values, the FSS analysis is m ore and

m ore severely ham pered by the vicinity ofthe G aussian

�xed pointwhich inducesstrongcrossoverscalinge�ects.

Since consequently very large system sizeswould be re-

quired to see the true,asym ptotic (XY m odellike)crit-

icalbehaviorwe have notfurtherpursued ourattem pts
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reweighted to tem peratureswhere thetwo peaksare ofequal

height.Bottom :FSS extrapolation forL � 6 oftheinterface

tension F
s

L
,yielding the in�nite-volum elim itF

s
= 0:271(5).

in thisdirection. Here we only add the rem ark thatfor

� = 0:01 the energy and m agnetization distributionsex-

hibita clearsingle-peak structure forallconsidered lat-

tice sizes up to L = 20,showing that in the standard

m odelwith � = 1 a phase-uctuation induced �rst-order

phase transition is very unlikely even for very sm all�

values.

W e also checked the criticalbehavioralong the lineof

second-ordertransitionsfor� = 0.Speci�cally,at� = 5,

i.e.,su�ciently faraway from thecrossoverto �rst-order

transitionsat�t � 2:5,weobtained from FSS �tstodata

for lattices ofsize L = 4;8;12;16;20;24;28;32,and 40

theexponentestim ates1=� = 1:489(7),� = 0:671(3)and

=� = 1:913(82)[13](at �c = 0:97253(4)). As expected

bysym m etryargum ents,alsotheseresultsforthesecond-

order regim e ofthe � = 0 variant ofthe m odelare in

accord with the XY m odeluniversality class.

In a second set ofsim ulations we explored the two-

dim ensional �-� param eter space of the generalized

G inzburg-Landau m odelin the orthogonaldirection by

 0.1

 1

 10

 100

 1000

 10

d
f(

µ
)/

d
β

L

dln<µ2>/dβ
dln<|µ|>/dβ

dU/dβ

FIG .7: Least-square �tsfor� = 1 and � = 1:5 on a log-log

scale,using the FSS ansatz df(�)=d� / L
1=�

atthe m axim a

locations.The�tsusing thedata forL � 8 lead to an overall

criticalexponent1=� = 1:493(7)or� = 0:670(3).

 10

 100

 1000

 10

χ

L

FIG .8: Log-log plot of the FSS of the susceptibility for

� = 1 and � = 1:5 at� = 0:78008 � �c. The line showsthe

three-param eter�ta+ bL
=�

,yieldingforL � 16theestim ate

=� = 1:962(12).

perform ing sim ulations at �xed � values and � varying

from � = 0 to 1. Form ost�-valueswe concentrated on

thecrossoverregion between �rst-and second-ordertran-

sitionswhen varying�.Fortwo selected values,� = 0:25

and � = 1:5,westudied the � dependence m oresystem -

atically by sim ulating allvaluesfrom � = 0 to 1 in steps

of0:1.In addition weperform ed two furtherrunsin the

crossoverregim eat� = 0:85and 0:95for� = 0:25aswell

asat� = 0:15and � = 0:25for� = 1:5.In Fig.9weshow

the resulting m ean-square am plitudes for allsim ulated

valuesof� at� = 0:25 asa function ofthetem perature,

indicating again thatforsm all� thetransitionsare�rst-

orderlikewhilefor� closertounity theexpected second-

order transitions em erge. From Fig.9 we read o� that

for� = 0:25thecrossoverbetween thetwotypesofphase

transitionshappensaround �t(� = 0:25)� 0:8,and the
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FIG . 10: Phase diagram in the �-T-plane of the three-

dim ensionalgeneralized com plex G inzburg-Landau m odelfor

� = 0:25 and � = 1:5.Thetransitionsalong thethick linefor

� < �t are of�rst order,and the transitions for � > �t are

ofsecond order. The points labeled �t atthe intersection of

these two regim esare tricriticalpoints.

analogousanalysisfor� = 1:5 yields�t(� = 1:5)� 0:2.

The resulting transition linesforthese two �-valuesare

plotted in Fig.10,where the thick lines indicate again

�rst-orderphasetransitions.

Finally,by com biningallnum ericalevidencescollected

so farwith additionaldata notdescribed here in detail,

we �nd the phase structure in the �-�-plane depicted in

Fig.11.Allpointsin thelowerleftcornerforsm all� and

sm all� exhibittem peraturedriven �rst-orderphasetran-

sition when thetem peratureisvaried,whileallpointsin

theupperrightcornerdisplay a continuoustransition of

the XY m odeltype. This m eans in particular that for

the standard m odelparam eterized by � = 1 this is al-

waystrue. Q uantitatively the XY m odelis reached for

all�-valuesin the lim iting case� �! 1 .

 0
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 0.8

 1

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5  3

κ

σ

1st order

2nd order

FIG .11: Phasestructurein the�-�-planeofthegeneralized

com plex G inzburg-Landau m odelin three dim ensions,sepa-

rating regionswith �rst-and second-orderphase transitions,

respectively,when the tem perature isvaried. Allcontinuous

transitions fallinto the universality class of the XY m odel

which isapproached forall�-valuesin the lim it� �! 1 .

B . T w o dim ensions

W e conclude the paperwith a few very briefrem arks

on the two-dim ensional generalized m odel where the

K osterlitz-Thouless nature of the standard XY m odel

transition would require m ore care for a precise study.

Here we only report results ofsom e runs at � = 1 for

102,202,and 402 square lattices. As the m ain result,

we�nd thatthe standard observablese,hj j2i,�,and v

exhibitqualitatively thesam epattern asin threedim en-

sions. This is dem onstrated in Fig.12 where again the

two cases � = 0 and � = 1 are com pared. For � = 0,

the data are indicative ofa �rst-ordertransition around

T � 0:2,while the behaviorofthe standard m odelwith

� = 1isconsistentwith theexpected K osterlitz-Thouless

transition around T � 0:4.Notein particularthat(only)

thedata for� = 1 arecom patiblewith theexpected uni-

versaljum p ofthe helicity m odulusatTc,�� = (2=�)T,

indicated by thestraightlinein thecorresponding plots.

A carefulinvestigation ofthe�rst-ordertransitionsin the

generalized m odelwith � = 0 willbereported elsewhere.

V . SU M M A R Y

The possibility of a phase-uctuation induced �rst-

orderphasetransition in thestandard three-dim ensional

G inzburg-Landau m odel as suggested by approxim ate

variationalcalculations4 cannotbecon�rm ed by ournu-

m ericalsim ulationsdown to very sm allvaluesofthe pa-

ram eter �. O ur results suggest,however,that a gener-

alized G inzburg-Landau m odelcan be tuned to undergo

�rst-ordertransitionsbyam echanism sim ilartothatdis-

cussed in Ref.15 when varying the param eter � ofan

additional
P

lnR n term in the generalized Ham iltonian
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(8). As in Ref.15 this can be understood by a duality

argum ent.For0 � � < 1 the extra term reducesthe ra-

tio ofcoreenergiesofvortex linesofvorticity two versus

thoseofvorticity one,and thisleadsto thesam etypeof

transition asobserved in defectm elting ofcrystals.

Thephasetransitionsofthestandard m odelaswellas

the continuous transitions ofthe generalized m odelare

con�rm ed to begoverned by thecriticalexponentsofthe

XY m odelorO (2)universality class,asexpected by gen-

eralsym m etry argum ents. Forthe generalized m odelit

would beinteresting to analyzein m oredetailthetricrit-

icalpointsseparating the regionswith �rst-and second-

orderphase transitions. Such a study,however,isquite

a challenging projectand henceleftforthe future.

Exploratory sim ulations ofthe two-dim ensionalcase,

where the standard m odelexhibits K osterlitz-Thouless

transitions,indicate thata sim ilarm echanism can drive

thetransition ofthegeneralized m odelto �rstorderalso

there.
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