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N ature of P hase Transitions in a G eneralized Com plex j ¥ M odel

EIn ar Bitner and W olthard Janke
Institut fur T heoretische P hysik, Universitat Leipzig,
Augustusplatz 10/11, D -04109 Leipzig, Gem any

W e em ploy M onte C arlo sim ulations to study a generalized three-dim ensional com plex j 34 theory
of G Inzburg-Landau form and com pare our num erical results w th a recent quasianalyticalm ean—
eld type approxin ation, which predicts rst-order phase transitions in parts of the phase diagram .
A s we have shown earlier, this approximn ation does not apply to the standard form ulation of the
m odel. Thism otivated us to introduce a generalized H am iltonian w ith an additional fugacity tem
controlling in plicitly the vortex density. W ith this m odi cation we nd that the complex j j4
theory can, in fact, be tuned to undergo strong rst-order phase transitions. T he standard m odel
is con m ed to exhibit continuous transitions which can be characterized by XY m odel exponents,
as expected by universality argum ents. A few rem arks on the two-din ensional case are also m ade.

PACS numbers: 02.70Lqg, 64.60-4, 7420D e

I. NTRODUCTION

Since long the G nzburg-L.andau m odel has been con—
sidered as paradigm for studyjpg critical phenom ena
ushg eld-theoretic techniques® Perturbative calcula—
tions of critical exponents and am plitude ratios of the
Ishg b = 1), XY @ = 2), Heisenberg b = 3)
and other O ) spin @ odels relied heavily on this eld-
theoretic ©mm ulation 2 Even though the spin m odels con—
tain only directional uctuations, whilke for n-com ponent
G nzburgLandau elds wih n 2 directional and
size uctuations seem to be equally in portant, the two
descriptions are com pletely equivalent, as is expected
through the concept of universality and has been proved
explicitly for super uids wih n, = 2, where the spin
m odel reduces to an XY m odel? Therefore it appeared
as a surprise when, on the basis of an approxin ate
variational approach to the twg-com ponent G inzburg-
Landau m odel, Curty and Beck? recently predicted for
certain param eter ranges the possbility of rst-order
phase trangitions, induced by phase u(;tuatjons In sev—
eralpapers?'@’l@{’é this quastanalyticald prediction was
tested by M onte C arlo sin ulations and, as the m ain re—
sul, apparently con m ed num erically. If true, these

ndingswould have an enom ous In pact on the theoreti-
caldescription ofm any related system s such as super uid
helum , superconductors, certain liquid crystals and pos—
sbly even the electrow eak standard m odelofelem entary
particle physics 1445

In view of these potential im portant im plications for
a broad variety of di erent eldswe perform ed indepen—
dent M onte C arlo sin ulations of the standard G inzburg—
Landau m odel in two and three dim ensions in order to
test whether the clain ofphase— uctuatiop_-induced rst—
order transitions is a real e ect or not%3 Our resuls
clearly support the prevailing opinion that the nature
of the transition is of second order. In tum this in plies,
of course, that the variational approxin ation em ployed
n R ef.:_4 is Jess reliable than originally thought in view of
the apparent num erical con m ations. In order to shed

generalized the standard m odelby adding a fugacity term

w hich im plicitly controlsthe vortex density ofthem odel.
T he purpose of this paper is to present for this general-
zed G Inzburg-Landau m odel results on its phase struc—
ture asobtained from extensiveM onte C arlo sin ulations.
Emplying nie-size scaling analyseswe nd num erical
evidence that, by tuning the extra fugacity param eter, it
is Indeed possble to drive the system into a region w ith

rst-order phase transitions.

T he layout of the rem ainder of this paper is organized
as follows. In Sec. IIwe rst recall the standard m odel,
and then discuss its generalization and the observables
used tom ap out the phase diagram . N ext we describe the
em ployed sim ulation techniques in Sec. -]I[ The results
of our simulations are presented in Sec. -IV., where we

rst discuss the three-dim ensionalcase in som e detailand
then add a few brief comm ents on the two-din ensional
m odelto com plkte the physicalpicture. F inally, in Sec.!
we conclide with a summ ary ofourm ain ndings.

II. MODEL AND OBSERVABLES

The standard com plex or two-com ponent G inzburg—
Landau theory is de ned by the Ham ittonian
Z

R

where &) = y@®+ 1i,@® = J @®F is a com —
pkx eld,and ,band are temperature independent
coe cients derived from a m icroscopic m odel. In order
to carry out M onte C arlo sin ulations we put the m odel
@') on a d-din ensionalhypercubic lattice w ith spacing a.
A dopting the ﬁotau'on ofR ef.:fl, we Introduce sca]gd | vari-
ables "= = (J Fo)andu= r= ,where = =33
is the m ean- eld correlation length at zero tem perature.
T his Jeads to the nom alized lattice H am iltonian
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where denotes the unit vectors along the d coordinate
axes, N = L9 is the totalnum ber of sites, and an unin —
portant constant term has been rem oved. The param -
eter Vy m erely sets the tem perature scale and can thus
be absorbed in the de nition ofthe reduced tem perature
T=T=V,.

A fter these rescalings, and om itting the tildeon , ,
and T for notational sim plicity in the rest of the paper,
the partition function Z considered in the sin ulations is
then given by

Z
Z= D D e®7T; @)
w here
® h le i
HI]= ~0.F D+ F. o F 6
2 2
n=1 =1
R R
and D D D Re D Im stands short for inte—

grating over allpossible com plex eld con gurations.

In Ref. :13 we have shown, that the disagreem ent m en-
tioned above is caused by an mncorrect sam pling of the
Jacobian which em erges from the com plex measure In
@) when transform ing the eld representation to polar
coordinates, , = R, (©s( ,);sin( »)). W hen updating
In the simnulations the modulus R, = j , jand the an-
gk ,, one has to rew rite the m easure of the partition
function (:ff) as

Z Z
RDRe 77 ; 6)
0 0
Quy Quy .

where DR n—1 dRy and R n—1 Rn is the Jaco-
bian of this transfomm ation. W hile m athem atically in—
deed trivial (@nd of course properly taken into account
n Ref. :fl), this fact m ay easily be overlooked when cod—
Ing the update proposals for the m odulus and angle in
a M onte Carlo sin ulation program . W hile for the an—
gles i is correct to use update proposals of the form

n ! at w ith (W here is
chosen such as to assure an optin al acceptance ratio),
the sin ilar procedure or the modulus, R, ! Ry + R
w ith R R R, would be Incorrect since this ig-
noresthe R, factor com ing from the Jacobian. In fact, if
w e purposely ignore the Jacobian and sin ulate them odel
(:5) (erroneously) w ithout the R -factor, then we obtain a
com p]ete]y di erent behavior than in the correct case, cf.
eg.Fi. -2 be]ow.. A s already m entioned above these re—
sults reproducet? those in Refs. 5 and 4, and from this
data one would indeed conclude evidence ora rst-order
phase transition when issnall W ith the correct m ea—
sure, on the other hand, we have checked that no rst—
order signalshowsup down to = 0:01.

To treat the measure n Eqg. {_6) properly one can ei-
ther use the dentity R,dR, = dRZ=2 and update the
squared m oduliR? = j , § according to a uniform m ea—
sure where the update proposalR2 ! R2 +  wih

is correct), or one can Introduce an ef-
fective H am iltonian,

®
H, =H T R, ; (7)

n=1

w ith 1 and work directly wih a uniform m easure
rR,. The icorrect om ission of the R —factox in (4)
is equivalent to setting = 0. It is well knowrd that
the nodes R, = 0 correspond to core regions of vor-
tices In the dual om ulation ofthem odel The Jacobian
factor R (or equivalently the tem IhR, n He )
tends to suppress eld con gurations w ith m any nodes
= 0. If the R —factor is om itted, the num ber of nodes

and hence vortices is relatively enhanced. Ik is thus at
least qualitatively plausible that in this case a discon-
tinuous, rstorder \freezing transition" from a vortex
dom inated phase can occur, as-s-suggested by a sin ilar
m echanim - for the XY m odel3234 and defect-m odels
ofm eltingti24 .

In the lin it of a lJarge param eter , i is easy to read
o from Eq. (i:):) that them odulus ofthe eld is squeezed
onto unity and once hence expects that irrespectively of
the value of theXY m odellim i is approached w ith is
wellknown continuous phase transition in three din en—
sions (3D ) at T. 22 respectively K osterlitz-T houless
K T) transition in two dim ensions (2D ) at Tk r 0:9.
W hile for the standard modelwih = 1, this behavior
should qualitatively persist for all values of , from the
num erical results discussed above one expects that for

= 0 the order of the transition tums rst-order below
a certain (tricritical) -value. The purpose of this pa—
per is to elucidate this behavior further by studying the
phase diagram In the - -plane, ie., by considering an
Interpolatingm odelw ith  varying continuously between
0 and 1.

To be precise we alvays worked w ith the proper fiinc—
tional measure n Eq. (:_é) and replaced the standard
Ham iltonian H by

el X
Hgen =H+T (1 ) hR,=H+T njng; 8
n=1 n=1
where we have Introduced the param eter =1 ,
such that = 0 ( = 1) corresponds to the standard

modeland = 1 ( = 0) to the previously studied m od—
i edmodelwih its rst-order phase transition for am all
enough

In order to map out the phase diagram iIn the - -
regoectively — -plane, we have m easured In our sim ula—
tions to be descrbbed in detail in the next section am ong
other quantities the energy densiy e = HH i=N , the spe-
ci cheatpersitec, = (H 2i MH i%)=N , and in particular



the m ean-square am plitude

b3

hj fi= hj . Fi; ©)

1
N

n=1

which w ill serve asthem osh sglevant quantity for com par-

and in order to detem ine the critical tem perature, the
helicity m odulus,

1 X
= N_h Jnd a+ Joos( n+ )i
n=1 4
1 X ’
ﬁ Jndn+ Jsin( g, nt ) i; 10)

was also com puted. Notice that the helicity m odulus
is a direct m easure of the phase correlations in the
direction of Because of cubic symm etry all direc—
tions arePequjya]ent, and we always quote the average
= (1=d “., . In the in nitevolme lini, is
zero above T, and di erent from zero below T.. W e also
have m easured the vortex density v (of vortex points in
2D and vortex lines in 3D ). T he standard procedure to
calculate the vorticity on each plaquette isby considering
the quantity

1
m=2—([1 2 +[2 3k +[3 4k +[s 1L

1)
where 1;:::; 4 are the phases at the comers of a pla—
quette labeled, say, according to the right-hand rule,
and [ [, stands for modulo 2 [ = + 2 n,
wih n an integer such that + 2 n 2 ( ; 1, hence
m = Nip+ Ny3+ N3g+ Ngqp. Ifm 6 O,thereexjstsavortex
which is assigned to the ob fct dualto the given plaque—
tte (@ site In 2D and a link in 3D ).Hence, In two dim en—
sions, m ,the dualofm , isassigned to the center of the
original plaquette. In three dim ensions, the topological
point charges are replaced by (oriented) line elements 1
which com bine to form closed netw orks (\vortex loops").
The vortex \charges" m or ;lcan take three values:
0; 1 (the values 2 have a negligble probability). The

quantities
1 X
v = 2 jmej @D); 12)
1 X
V=13 J 4xJ @D) 13)

X1
serve as a measure of the vortex density. W e further
analyzed the B inder cum ulant,
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FIG. 1: M ean-square am plitude of the standard three-
din ensionalcom plex G inzburgLandaum odelw th = 1 and
= 025 on a 10° cubic lattice.

is the m agnetization per lattice site ofa given con gura—
tion.

ITII. SIMULATION TECHNIQUES

Let usnow tum to the description ofthe M onte C arlo
update procedures used by us. To be on safe grounds,
we started w ith the m ost straightforward (out m ost in—
e cient) algorithm known since the early days ofM onke
C arlo sin ulations: T he standard M etropolis algorithm 19,
Here the complx eld , isdecom posed into its Carte—
sian components, , = 4, + 1 y;n. For each lattice
site a random update proposal for the two com ponents
ismade, eg. x;n ! xm T x;n w ith x;n 20 ;1
and In the standard fashion accepted or refected accord-
ing to the energy change Hgen - Theparam eter  isusu—
ally chosen such as to give an acogptance rate of about
50% , but other choices are pem issble and m ay even re—
sult in a better perform ance of the algorithm (I fem s
of autocorrelation times). A1l this is standard?! and
guarantees in a straightforw ard m anner that the com plex
measure D D in the partition function ('_4) is treated
properly.

T he weltknown draw back of this algorithm is its crit—
ical slow ing down (large autocorrelation ,tines) In the
vichity of a continuous phase transition?%, kading to
large statistical errors for a xed com puter budget. To
In prove the accuracy of ourdata we therefore em ployed
the singleclister algorithm 2% to update the direction, of
the eld?3, sin ilarto sin ulationsofthe X Y spin m ode®3.
The modulus of is updated again wih a M etropolis
algorithm . H ere som e care is necessary to treat them ea—
sure in (EJ:) properly (see above comm ents). Per m ea—
surem ent we perform ed one sweep w ith the M etropolis
algorithm and n sihgleclister updates. For all sin ula-
tions in two and three din ensions the num ber of clister
updates was chosen such that nhf 4 LY N, where



hiT 4 is the average cluster size. Since hi i scales w ith
system size as the susceptibility, = Nh-?i’ L = ,and

= =2 = 7=4 at the K osterlitz-T houless transition
n2D and = =2 21 3D,n was chosen / IB™*
n 2D and / L in 3D .In the 2D case m ost of the sim —
ulations were performed for L = 10;20, and 40, and in
3D we usually studied the lattice sizes L = 10;15;20,
and 30. For each sim ulation point we them alized w ith
500 to 1 000 sweeps and averaged the m easurem ents over
10000 sweeps. In the cases of strong rst-order phase
transitjons we em ployed a variant of the m ulticanonical
schem €24 where the histogram of the m ean m odulus is

attened instead that of the energy., & 1l error bars are
com puted w ith the Jackknife m ethod?%. In the Hlow ing
we only show the m ore extensive and accurate data set
of the cluster sin ulations, but we tested in m any repre—
sentative cases that the M etropolis sin ulations coincide
w ithin error bars, for an exam ple see FJg-'_]:

IV.. RESULTS
A . Three dim ensions

In the rst set of sin ulations we concentrated on the
two m ost characteristic cases = 0 and = 1 and per-
o1 ed tem perature scanson a 15° lattice for various val
ues of the param eter . Our results for the m ean-square
am plitude, the helicity m odulus and the vortex-line den—
sity are com pared for the two cases In FJg-_Z!n In the
plts or = 0 on the kft side, we see that all three
quantities exhibit quite pronounced jumps or snall -
values, which is a clear indication that in this regin e the
phase transition is of rst order. At = 025, for ex—
am ple, we observe already on very am all Jattices a clear
doublepeak structure for the distrbutions of the energy
and m ~square am plitude aswellas them ean m odulus
3 9= & Y_,3j.jwhih is depicted In Fig. d. Notice
that already fr the extremely sm all lattice size of 43
the m ininum between the two peaks is suppressed by
more than 20 orders of m agnitude. This is an unam -
biguous indication for two coexisting phases and thus
clearly in plies that the m odel undergoes a rstorder
phase transition in the amall -regine for = 0.Dueto
the pronounced m etastability these sin ulationshad to be
perform ed w ith a variant of the m ulticanonical schem €24
where, nstead of attening the energy histogram , extra
welght factors for the m ean m odulus were introduced.
W ih this sinulation technigque we overcom e the di —
culty of sam pling the extrem ely rare events between the
tw o peaks of the canonicaldistribution. A closer look at
the = 0 plots show s that the crossover from second-
to rstorder transitions happens around + 25. For
the standard modelwih = 1, on the other hand, we
observe for all -walues a sn ooth behavior, suggesting
that the XY model like continuous transition persists
also or samall -valies. This is clarly supported by a
sihglepeak structure of all distrbbutions just m entioned,

for the case of the m ean m odulus see Fjg.-'_i T his sup—
ports the prevailing opinion that the standard com plex
j 4 m odel always undergoes a second-order phase tran—
sition. In fact, we have checked thatdownto = 0:01 no
signalofa rstorder transition can be detected for the
standard m odel param eterized by = 1. The resulting
transition lnesin the -Tplnefor = 0and = 1are
sketched in Fjg.:ff, w ith the thick line for = 0 indicating
the approxin ate regin e of rst-order phase transitions.
N ext we concentrated on the small regine and per-
form ed a rough nie-=size scaling ESS) analysis or =
025 on m oderately large 103, 15%, 203, and 30° lattices.
In Fig. :5 we com pare resuls for the energy, m ean-square
am pJJtude {4), helicity m odulus {10) and vortex-line den—
sity C13 for = 0and = 1. Apart from the transi
tion region where a strong size dependence is of course
expected, we notice only a an alldependence on the vari-
ation of the lattice size. On the basis of these resuls,
we do not expect a signi cant change of the qualitative
behavior for m uch larger lattices and hence used sim ilar
m oderate lattice sizes for m ost of our fiirther investiga-—
tions.
To exem plify the big di erences between the m odels
w ith = 0and = 1, we choose in the follow Ing the
case = 135, where we shall characterize for both -
values the phase transitions In som e detail. Let us start
w ith the non-standard case = 0, where the rstorder
phase transition around T 0:36 is also pronounced but
much less strong than for = 025. Still, in order to get
su ciently accurate equilbriim resuls, the sin ulations
for lattices of size L = 4;6;8;10;12;14;15, and 16 had
to be perform ed again w ith our m odulus variant of the
m ulticanonicalm ethod. A s can be inspected in the his-
togram plots for the m ean m odulus shown in Fig. -é the
frequency ofthe rare eventsbetw een the tw o peaks in the
canonicalensem bl ora 16° Jattice is about 50 orders of
m agnide an aller than for con gurations contributing
to the two peaks.
In oxder to characterize the transition, m ore quantita—
tively we estin ated the interface tension24,
l P m ax
FS = STa T n P}—m ; (16)
where P #* is the value of the two peaks and P* * de-
notes them nmum In between. Here we have assum ed
that for each lattice size the tem perature was chosen
such that the two peaks are of equal height which can
be achieved by histogram reweighting. The thus de-
ned tem peratures approach the in nite<olim e transi-
tion tem perature as 1=L9, and for the nal estinate of
F°=lin,, ; F,weperbmeda taccording to?]

a _bh@).

S _ S
FE=F°+ 45+ To1

a7)

Asis shown in Fig.h, the nitelattice estin atesF® are
clearly nonzero. The In nitevolim e extrapolation @-]‘)
tends to Increase w ith system size and yields a com para—
bly large interface tension of F ° = 0271 (5).
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FIG.2: M ean-square am plitude hj jzi, helicity m odulus and vortex-line density hvi of the three-dim ensional generalized
com plex G inzburg-Landau m odelon a 15° cubic lattice for di erent values of the param eter = 025;:::;3:0 Prthecase = 0
(left) and the standard form ulation wih = 1 (right).
Let us now tum to the second generic case, = tin ated the location of the phase transition to be at
1, where the model de nitely exhbis for = 15 o = 057795 <. In the long runs at ( we recorded
a second-order phase transition around 1=T the timn e series of the energy density e = E=N, the

08. To con m the expected critical exponents of  m agnetization ~, the m ean m odulus j j and the m ean—
the O (2) or XY m odel universality class, we sin ulated square am plitude?d § ¥, as well as the helicity m od-
here close to criticality som ew hat larger lattices of size ulus and the vorticity v. A fter an initial equili-
L = 4;8712;16;20;24;32;40, and 48 and performed a  bration tin e we took about 1000 000 m easurem ents for
standard FSS analysis. From short runs we st es=  each lattice size. Applying the reweighting technique
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FIG.3: Top: Histogram of the mean m odulus j_j on a
logarithm ic scale for a 43 cubic lattice, = 0 and = 025,
rew eighted to the tem perature Ty 00572 where the two
peaks are of equal height. Bottom : H istogram for the sam e
quantity and lattice size at T = 1:1 close to the second-order
phase transition for = 1and = 025.

we rst detem ned the m axin a of the susoceptibiliy,

0= N (r?i hj3?), ofdhi j=d , and ofthe logarithm ic
dertvaties dinhj ji=d and dnh~?*i=d . The locations of
these m axin a provide us w ith four sequences of pseudo—
transition points p ax L) or which the scaling variable
X= (max @) <)L should be constant. Usihg this
fact we then have severalpossbilities to extract the crit—
icalexponent from (linear) least-squares tsoftheFSS
ansatzdUr=d = L'~ f; &) ordhhjFi=d = L' £, x)
to the data at the various , ax (L) sequences. T he qual-
ity of our data and the ts starting at L, = 8, wih
goodnessof- t parameters Q = 085 0:90, can be in—
spected in Fjg.-'j. A 1l resulting exponent estin ates and
consequently also their weighted average,

1= = 1:493(); = 0:6703); 18)

are In perfect agreem ent with recent high-precision
M onte-C-arlo estin ates for the XY m odel universality
class?%24 Note that hyperscaling mplies = 2 3 =

0:010(9), which also favorably com pares w ith recent

14+ ]
12 ¢ K=1 ]
l L 4
- 0.8 ]
06 1
04
0.2
0 1 1 1 1
0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3
¢)
FIG.4: Transition lines in the -T-plne or = 0 and

= 1. The thick Ine or = 0 Indicates rst-order phase
transitions while all other transitions are continuous.

spacelbb-experin ents on the Jam bda transition in licquid
helim 29

A ssum ing thus 1= = 1493 we can in prove our esti-
mate or . from linear least-squares ts to the scaling
behavior of the various pax sequences. The com bined
estin ate from the Pur sequencesis .= 0:78008(4). To
extract the critical exponent ratio = we can now use
the scaling relation r the susceptbilty = N hv?1”
a+ bL - at .. ForL 16 we obtain from a FSS t
wih Q = 0:70 the estim ate of

= = 1:962012)BJ; 19

w here w e also take into account the uncertainty in oures—
tin ateof ;thiserrorisestin ated by repeating the tat

c < and indicated by the num ber in square brackets.
Herewe nd a slight dependence ofthisvalue on the lower
bound of the t range L, i,;48], ie., one would have
to Include larger lattices for a high-precision estin ate of
the critical exponent ratio = , but this was not our cb—
Bctive here. Still, these results are In good agreem ept
w ith recent high-precision estin ates in the literaturc?%29
and clarly con m the expected second-order nature of
the phase transition in the standard com plex § ¥ m odel,
govemed by XY m odel critical exponents.

A sinilar set of smulations at = 025 for lattice
sizes L = 4;8;12;14;16;20;24;28;32, and 40 gave the
exponent estin ates 1= = 1:498(9), = 0668@) and
1918 (71)B] @t . = 0:9284 (4)), which are lss
accurate but again com patble with the XY m odel uni-
versality class. At any rate these results de nitely rule
out the possbility of a rst-order phase transition in
the standard model at small -wvalies. W hen going to
even snaller -values, the FSS analysis is m ore and
m ore severely ham pered by the vicinity of the G aussian

xed point which induces strong crossover scaling e ects.
Since consequently very large system sizes would be re—
quired to see the true, asym ptotic XY m odel like) crit—
icalbehavior we have not further pursued our attem pts
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FIG.6: Top: Histogram of the m ean modulusj_jﬁ)r =0
and = 135 on a logarithm ic scale for various lattice sizes
ranging from L = 4 (top curve) to L = 16 (pottom curve),
rew eighted to tem peratures w here the two peaks are of equal
height. Bottom : F'SS extrapolation for . 6 ofthe Interface
tension F°, yielding the in nitevolme Ilim £ F * = 0271 (5).

In this direction. Here we only add the rem ark that for

= 001 the energy and m agnetization distributions ex—
hbi a clear sihglepeak structure for all considered lat—
tice sizes up to L = 20, show ing that in the standard
modelwith = 1 aphase- uctuation induced rst-order
phase transition is very unlkely even for very small
values.

W e also checked the criticalbehavior along the line of
second-order transitions for = 0. Speci cally,at = 5,
ie. su ciently araway from the crossoverto rst-order
transitionsat ¢ 2:5,weobtained from FSS tstodata
for Jattices of size L. = 4;8;12;16;20;24;28;32, and 40
the exponent estin ates1= = 1:489(7), = 0:671(3) and

= = 1913@82)[13] (@t .= 0:97253(4)). A s expected
by sym m etry argum ents, also these results for the second-
order regin e of the = 0 variant of the m odel are in
accord w ith the XY m odeluniversality class.

In a second set of sinulations we explored the two—
din ensional - parameter space of the generalized
G Inzburg-Landau m odel in the orthogonal direction by

1000
+
A
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100 e
+ P X/,)(‘/
g ; o X *
,»'}K/
Ty o din< >/dB
d|n<hl1|>/d
0.1 ‘
10
L

FIG.7: Leastsquare tsfor = 1land = 135 on a log-log
scale, using the FSS ansatz d&f ( )=d / LY atthemaxina
locations. The tsusing the data forL 8 lead to an overall

critical exponent 1= = 1:493(7) or = 0:670(3).
A
+
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/'TF/
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< o
A
100 ¢ 1
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FIG. 8: Log-log plt of the FSS of the susceptibility for

= land = 15at = 0:78008
threeparam eter ta+ bl ~ ,yielding forL
= = 1:96212).

<. The line show s the
16 the estin ate

perform Ing simulations at xed valuesand varying
from = 0Otol.Formost -valueswe concentrated on
the crossover region between rst-and second-order tran—
sitionswhen varying .Fortwo selected values, = 025
and = 135,we studied the dependence m ore system —
atically by sin ulating allvalues from = 0 to 1 iIn steps
0of0:l. In addition we perform ed two further runs in the
crossoverregineat = 0:85and 0:95 for = 025aswell
asat = 0:d5and = 025fr = 15.nFigidweshow
the resulting m ean-square am plitudes for all sin ulated
valiesof at = 025 asa function ofthe tem perature,
Indicating again that foran all the transitionsare st—
order lke whilk for closerto unity the expected second-
order transitions em erge. From Fjg.:_g we read o that
for = 025 the crossoverbetween the tw o types ofphase
transitions happens around ( = 025) 08, and the
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FIG.9: The dependence of the m ean-square am plitude
hj :?I'i as a function of tem perature on a 15° lattice or =
025.

FIG. 10:

Phase diagram in the
din ensional generalized com plex G lnzburg-Landau m odel for
= 025 and = 135. The transitions along the thick line for
<  are of st order, and the transitions for >  are

-T plane of the three-

of second order. T he points labeled +« at the Intersection of
these two regin es are tricritical points.

analogous analysis or = 15 yields ( = 1:5) 02.

T he resulting transition lines for these two -values are

pltted in Fig. 10, where the thick lines indicate again
rst-order phase transitions.

F inally, by com bining allnum ericalevidences collected
so far w ith additional data not described here in detail,
we nd the phase structure in the - -plane depicted In
Fig.i1. A Ilpoints in the ower left comer orsmall  and
an all exhbittem peraturedriven rst-orderphase tran—
sition when the tem perature is varied, whilk allpoints In
the upper right comer display a continuous transition of
the XY model type. Thismeans in particular that for

the standard m odel param eterized by = 1 this is al-
ways true. Quantitatively the XY m odel is reached for
all —wvalues In the lim iting case 1.

08t

0.6 | 2" order 1

04 1
02+ 1%order 1

0 : &
0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3

FIG .1l: Phase structure In the - -plane ofthe generalized
com plex G nzburg-Landau m odel In three din ensions, sepa—
rating regions w th rst-and second-order phase transitions,
respectively, when the tem perature is varied. A 1l continuous
transitions &1l into the universality class of the XY m odel
which is approached for all -valies in the lm it 1.

B. Two dim ensions

W e conclude the paper w ith a few very brief rem arks
on the two-din ensional generalized m odel where the
K osterlitz-T houless nature of the standard XY model
transition would require m ore care for a precise study.
Here we only report results of some runsat = 1 for
10%, 20%, and 40? square lattices. A s the main resul,
we nd that the standard observablese, hj fi, ,and v
exhbit qualitatively the sam e pattem as in three din en—
sions. This is dem onstrated in Fig. :_12_5 where again the
twocasess = 0Oand = 1 are compared. For = 0,
the data are indicative ofa rst-order transition around
T 02, while the behavior of the standard m odel w ith

= 1 is consistent w ith the expected K osterlitz-T houless
transition around T  0:#4. Note In particularthat (only)
thedata or = 1 are com patdble w ith the expected uni-
versal jum p of the helicity m odulus at T, = (2= )T,
Indicated by the straight line in the corresponding plots.
A carefilinvestigation ofthe rst-ordertransitionsin the
generalized m odelw ith = 0 willbe reported elsew here.

V. SUMMARY

The possbility of a phase- uctuation induced rst—
order phase transition in the standard three-din ensional
G nzburg-Landau m odel as suggested by approxim ate
variational calculationd? cannot be con m ed by our nu—
m erical sin ulations down to very am allvalues of the pa-
ram eter . Our results suggest, however, that a gener-
alized G inzburg-Landau m odel can be tuned to undergo

rst-order transitionsby a m echanism sin flarto that dis-
cussed in Ref. :_lg; when varying the param eter of an
addiional IR, tem in the generalized H am iltonian
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FIG .12: Energy densiy e, m ean-square am plitude hj jzi, helicity m odulus
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and vortex densiy v of the two-din ensional

0 (left) respectively = 1 (right). The straight line in the



@ . As in Ref.|I5 this can be understood by a duality
argum ent. For 0 < 1 the extra term reduces the ra—
tio of core energies of vortex lines of vorticity two versus
those of vorticity one, and this leads to the sam e type of
transition as observed In defect m elting of crystals.

T he phase transitions of the standard m odelaswellas
the continuous transitions of the generalized m odel are
con m ed to be govemed by the critical exponents ofthe
XY modelorO (2) universality class, as expected by gen—
eral symm etry argum ents. For the generalized m odel it
would be interesting to analyze In m ore detail the tricrit—
icalpoints separating the regionsw ith rst—and second—
order phase transitions. Such a study, however, is quie
a challenging pro gct and hence kft for the future.

E xploratory sinulations of the two-dim ensional case,

11

where the standard m odel exhibits K osterlitz-T houless
transitions, indicate that a sin ilarm echanism can drive
the transition ofthe generalized m odelto rst order also
there.
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