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W atanabe and H u R eply: In a recent Letter [1],

W atanabe,Yukawa,Ito,and Hu (W YIH) proposed the

idea ofsuperscaling for percolation on rectangular do-

m ainsand used num ericaldata nearthee�ectivecritical

density �0c to support such idea. In [2],Pruessner and

M oloney (PM )pointed outsom e problem sin [1]. M ost

ofthese problem sare caused by the di�erencesin using

�0c orthe bulk criticaldensity �c in the analysis.Figure

2 of[1]showsclearly thatat� = �c the existence prob-

abilitiesE p fordi�erentaspectratiosR aredi�erent[3].

Thus it is naturalthat we consider a horizontalline at

E p = 0:5 in Fig.2(a)to de�ne the e�ective criticalden-

sity �0c forcurveswith di�erentaspectratiosR and using

data near�0c to study superscaling shown in Fig.4 of[1].

Please note that at �0c,the correlation length is ofthe

orderofverticallineardim ension L. By considering E p

near�0c ratherthan near�c,we willnothave the prob-

lem sm entioned atthe second and the third paragraphs

of[2]. To avoid the confusion,in the abstract and the

�rstparagraph of[1]we should replace \deviation from

thecriticalpoint�" by \deviation from thee�ectivecrit-

icalpoint �0c,�,";we should also replace the term \the

criticalpoint" below Eq.(1)and \�c" ofEq.(2)by \the

e�ective criticalpoint�0c" and \�
0

c",respectively.

Thevalueofbin Eq.(10)of[1]wasdeterm ined by PM

to be 3=8(� yt=2)based on P (L;R;�)= P (RL;R� 1;�),

while W YIH obtained b = 0:05. This discrepancy is

caused by di�erences in de�nitions ofpercolating clus-

ters.PM used only the largestclusterto de�ne the per-

colation probability P and thus obtained P (L;R;�) =

P (RL;R � 1;�). W YIH used allclusters extending from

thetop to thebottom ofthesystem tode�neP and have

P (L;R;�)� P (RL;R� 1;�) for R > 1. Besides,W YIH

used thee�ectivecriticaldensity �0c in Fig.7 of[1]to de-

term ineb= 0:05,whilePM did notused �0c.Toavoid the

confusion,weshould alsousethee�ectivecriticaldensity

ratherthan the criticaldensity to de�netin Eq.(10)of

[1]asin the caseofFig.7.

Since a horizontalline at E p = E p(L;0;1) in Fig. 2

of[1]hasbeen used to de�ned �0c,Fig. 2 indicatesthat

�0c dependson L and R and lim L ! 1 E p(L;�
0

c � �c;R)�

E p(L;0;R)6= 0 for R 6= 1. Thus PM correctly pointed

outthatthedi�erencebetween using �0c and �c doesnot

vanish in thelim itL ! 1 forR 6= 1.Forthisreason,we

should replace \correctfor�nite-size e�ects" above Eq.

(9)in [1]by \study superscaling behavior".

The m eaning ofthe nonlinear scaling variable ques-

tioned by PM can beunderstood from them appingfunc-

tion f(�) de�ned by E p(L;�;R) = E p(L;f(�);1),with

f determ ined num erically and plotted in Fig. 1 which

showsnonlineardependence on � forR > 1 and iscon-

sistent with Fig. 6 and Table Iof[1]. Finite-size scal-

ing im plies E p(L;f(�);1) � F ((f(�)� �c)L
yt); com -

bining this with the expansion off(�) at �0c up to the

linear term with (@f=@�)�0
c
� R a gives E p(L;�;R) �

F ((�� �0c)L
ytR a),which showssuperscaling ofE p with

scaling variablex = (�� �
0

c)L
ytR a and �0c (instead of�c)

enters x naturally. W e �nd that ln(@f=@�)�0
c
increases
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FIG . 1: The m apping functions f in Eq.(1), which are

nonlinear for R > 1. The inset shows how to obtain f from

E p.The solid circlesare the e�ective criticalpoints�
0

c.

linearly with lnR with a wellde�ned exponenta = 0:14

[4]which isconsistentwith thatobtained in [1].Sim ilar

calculationsofthe m apping functionsofthe percolation

probability give the exponentb = 0:05 [4]which is also

consistentwith thatin [1].

Scalingcan beconsidered as\datacollapse"forcritical

system swith di�erentsizes[5].W efound very good data

collapseforsystem swith di�erentaspectratiosin [1].It

isappropriateto callsuch results\superscaling".
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