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Abstract:

Chen and Dohm predicted theoretically in 2004 thatthewidely believed

universality principleisviolated in theIsingm odelon thesim plecubiclattice

with m ore than only six nearest neighbours. Schulte and Drope by M onte

Carlo sim ulations found such violation,butnot in the predicted direction.

Selke and Shchurtested the square lattice. Here we check only thisuniver-

sality forthesusceptibility ratio nearthecriticalpoint.Forthispurposewe

study �rstthestandard Isingm odelon asim plecubiclatticewith six nearest

neighbours,then with six nearest and twelve next-nearest neighbours,and

com pare the results with the Chen-Dohm lattice ofsix nearest neighbours

and only halfofthetwelve next-nearestneighbours.W edo notcon�rm the

violation ofuniversality found by Schulte and Drope in the susceptibility

ratio.

1.Introduction

To study the criticalphenom ena ofany system ,allsystem s are divided

[1]into a sm allnum ber ofuniversality classes. They are characterized by

the dim ensionality ofthe space and the num ber ofcom ponents ofthe or-

derparam eter. W ithin a certain universality class,the universalquantities

(criticalexponents,am plituderatios,and scaling functions)areindependent

ofm icroscopic details,such asthe particulartype ofinteractionsorlattice

structure.

Oncetheuniversalquantitiesofauniversalityclassareknown,theasym p-

totic criticalbehaviorofvery di�erentsystem s(e.g. 
uidsand m agnets)is

believed tobeknown com pletely provided thatonly two nonuniversalam pli-

tudesand thenon-universalcriticaltem peratureT
c
aregiven.
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Susceptibility versus |T-Tc|/Tc for L=50(+) and L=100(x) for same time =10000

Figure1: Susceptibilityversustem peraturedi�erenceforL = 50and 100for

6 nearestneighboursaslog-log plot.The upperdata correspond to T > T
c
,

the lowerto T < T
c
. Always1000 iterationswere m ade. The straightlines

in Figs.1,3,4 havethetheoreticalslope�1:24.

Herethe3D Ising universality classisconsidered by studying thesuscep-

tibility ofnearestneighbourIsing m odel(NN m odel),and the next-nearest

neighbourIsing m odel(NNN m odel)with only six NNN.Here som e devia-

tionsfrom universality werepredicted [2]and partially con�rm ed [3,4].Also

with directed interactions problem s occur in the Ising m odel[5,6,7]. Note

thatChen and Dohm [2]m ade no prediction on the susceptibility ratio [8]

and thusare notdirectly tested in the presentpaper,which only checkson

a resultof[3].

In the following section,we study the susceptibility for the NN m odel

and theratio ofthesusceptibilitiesaboveto below T
c
,and then wesim ulate

the NNN m odelfor 3D Ising m odelfor di�erent interaction ratios R,all

with Glauberkinetics. Periodic and helicalboundary conditionswere used

throughout.Thesusceptibilitieswere calculated through the
uctuationsof
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Ratio of Susceptibility versus |1-T/Tc| for L=50(+) and L=100(x)

Figure2: Ratio ofsusceptibilitiesaboveto below T
c
,versusj1� T=T

c
j,for

thetwo latticesL = 50 and 100 for6 nearestneighbours.

the m agnetisation while Ref.3 used the those ofthe absolute value ofthe

m agnetisation.

2.N N Ising M odelfor 3D

To test the variation ofsusceptibility within the 3D Ising universality

class,we choose �rst the NN m odelwithout external�eld on the sim ple

cubic latticeofL � L � L spins.Each latticesite has6 nearestneighbours.

W etaketwo sizesoflattices(L = 50 and 100),whereL isthesizeoflattice,

and then plotthesusceptibility versusjT � T
c
j=T

c
double-logarithm ically in

Fig.1. As we see there is little di�erence in the susceptibility between the

two latticesizes.

Fig.2 showstheratio ofsusceptibilitiesaboveand below T
c
forboth lat-

tices,L = 50 and 100,atthesam edistancefrom T
c
,versusthisdistance.It

is consistent with the wellestablished value near 5,and thus con�rm s our

sim ulation and analysism ethods.
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L = 40 (+), 101 (x), 201 (*), 301 (empty sq.), 501 (full sq.), up to 200,000 iterations; Tc(R)=0.6565

Figure3:AsFig.1butwith6NNN neighboursaddedtothe6NN neighbours;

interaction ratio R = �0:237.Thelowerpartincludeslargersystem s.

3.N N N Ising M odelfor 3D

Also in the case of6 NN and 12 NNN interactions ofequalstrength,

we �nd a susceptibility ratio near 5 (not shown). Furtherm ore we study

the universality ofsusceptibilities in the zero �eld NNN Ising m odelwith

antiferrom agneticanisotropicnext-nearestneighbourcoupling,added to the

ferrom agneticNN couplingwith anegativeratioR ofNNN toNN interaction

strength.TheanisotropicNNN Ising m odel[2]isestablished by considering

only 6 ofthe12next-nearestneighboursbeing e�ectiveforNNN interaction,

and theother6 NNN having no interaction.The interacting NNN have the

position di�erences�(1;1;0);�(1;0;1);�(0;1;1)on a sim plecubiclattice.

And wedo sim ulationsfordi�erentsizesoflattices,tim esand tem peratures,
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L=101 (+,x) and 51 (*,sq.) for t=2000 (+,sq.) and 20000 (x,*) at ratio R = - 0.245, Tc(R) = 0.644

Figure4:AsFig.3 butforR = �0:245,asin [3].

and sam e coupling ratios R = �0:237 and �0:245 as used as the extrem e

casesin [3].Sizesbetween 40 and 501 and tim esbetween 1000 and 200,000

aregiven intheheadlinesofFig.3.Thecriticaltem peraturesweredeterm ined

by them axim a ofthesusceptibility,like0:6565 atR + -0.237,in unitsofT
c

fortheNN m odel.

Fig.3 showsthesusceptibility versusthetem peraturedi�erenceto T
c
(R)

asalog-logplot.Sincetheresultingsusceptibility ratioisconsistentwith the

oneshown foronly nearestneighboursand notconsistentwith theincreased

value found by Schulte and Drope [3], we repeated the sim ulations at a

di�erentplaceusing a di�erentcom puterand largerlatticesup to L = 501;

theresultsin Figs.3and 4con�rm theuniversality ofthesusceptibility ratio.

In generalone lattice only was sim ulated,and the errorsthus can best

beseen by com paring ourdi�erentsym bolsatthesam etem perature,corre-

sponding to di�erenttim esand di�erentsize;then onealso seesthesystem -

aticerrors.Fig.3b showsthatthedata closestto T
c
aretoo m uch in
uenced

by these system atic errors,while the two upperfullsquares in thatFig.3b
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at a relative tem perature di�erence of0.0015 correspond to L = 501 with

100,000 (bad)and 200,000 (better)iterations.Thecriticaltem peraturewas

determ ined from them axim um ofthesusceptibility.

Ref.3onlysim ulated tem peratures3% aboveand below T
c
which isin the

asym ptoticregim eforthenearest-neighbourcaseFig.1 butnotforthem ore

com plicated lattice below T
c
in Fig.3. Perhapsthatisthe reason why they

gottoohigh susceptibility ratios;ourdatausingawiderangeoftem perature

di�erencesshow that1 % di�erencewould havebeen betterand thatatthis

sm allerdi�erence no reliabledeviation from a universalratio exists.

4. C onclusion

Thesusceptibility ratio,asweseefrom oursim ulationsfordi�erentR =

0;�0:237;�0:245,keepsthe universality ofthe 3D Ising m odelabove and

below the criticaltem perature. For6 nearestneighbours,for6+12 nearest

next-nearestneighboursand for6+6 nearestneighbours,thereisno reliable

di�erence forthe susceptibility ratio,contradicting [3]butcom patible with

the standard ratio of4:75 [9]. W e did not attem pt to sim ulate the m ore

subtleuniversality questionsconnected with Bindercum ulants[2,4].

W ethank W .Selkeforcom m entson them anuscript.DS thanksUniver-

sidadeFederalFlum inensein Brazilforitshospitality during thetim eofhis

sim ulations.
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