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Abstract

Finite-size scaling (FSS)ofthe�ve-dim ensional(d = 5)Ising m odelisinvestigated num erically.

Because ofthe hyperscaling violation in d > 4,FSS ofthe d = 5 Ising m odelno longer obeys

the conventionalscaling relation. Rather,it is expected that the FSS behavior depends on the

geom etry oftheem bedding space(boundary condition).In thispaper,weconsiderthecylindrical

geom etry,and explore its inuence on the correlation length � = L
f(�Ly
�
t;H Ly

�
h) with system

sizeL,reduced tem perature�,and m agnetic�eld H ;theindices,y�
t;h
,and 
,characterizeFSS.For

thatpurpose,we em ployed the transfer-m atrix m ethod with Novotny’s technique,which enables

us to treat an arbitrary (integral) num ber ofspins N = 8;10;:::;28; note that conventionally,

N is restricted in N (= Ld� 1) = 16;81;256;:::. As a result,we estim ate the scaling indices as


= 1:40(15),y �
t = 2:8(2),and y�

h
= 4:3(1).Additionally,underpostulating 
= 4=3,we arrive at

y�t = 2:67(10)and y�
h
= 4:0(2).Theseindicesdi�erfrom the naively expected ones,
= 1,y �

t = 2

and y�
h
= 3. Rather,ourdata supportthe generic form ulas,
 = (d� 1)=3,y �

t = 2(d� 1)=3,and

y�
h
= d� 1,advocated forthe cylindricalgeom etry in d � 4.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611767v1


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

ThecriticalityoftheIsingm odelabovetheuppercriticaldim ension (d > 4)belongstothe

m ean-� eld universality class. However,the � nite-size e� ect,nam ely,the � nite-size-scaling

behavior,isnotquiteuniversalbecauseoftheviolation ofthehyperscalingin d > 4.(From a

renorm alization-group viewpoint,thispeculiarity isattributed tothepresenceof\dangerous

irrelevant variable" [1,2,3].) Actually, it is expected that the em bedding geom etry of

the system (boundary condition) would a� ect the � nite-size-scaling behavior for d > 4

[4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11].

Recently,Jonesand Young perform ed an extensiveM onteCarlo sim ulation forthed = 5

Ising m odelem bedded in the (periodic) hypercubic geom etry [12]. They calculated the

correlation length � with Kim ’s technique [13]. (Because the calculation of� requires a

com putationale� ort,Binder’scum ulantratio ratherthan �hasbeen studied extensively so

far[7,8,9].) They found thatthecorrelation length � obeysthescaling relation,

�= L


f(�Ly

�
t); (1)

with the lineardim ension L and the reduced tem perature �. They found thatthe scaling

indicesarein good agreem entwith thetheoreticalprediction [4,5,6],


 = 5=4 and y�t = 5=2: (2)

Notably enough,their indices exclude the naively expected values,
 = 1 and y�t = 2.

Thatis,thecorrelation length �� L
 exceedsthesystem size L atthecriticalpoint�= 0

asL ! 1 . (In otherwords,the spin-wave excitation costsvery little energy forlarge L.)

Such a peculiarity should beattributed to theviolation oftheconventionalscaling relation

(hyperscaling) in d > 4. It would be intriguing that the above form ula is cast into the

expression [7],

�= lf(�l2); (3)

with the replacem ents l = L
 and y�t = 2
 . The expression is now rem iniscent ofthe

conventionalscalingrelation expected forthem ean-� eld universality class.Nam ely,thevio-

lation ofhyperscaling isreconciled (absorbed)by thereplacem ents,and thescaling indices,


 and y�t,characterize the anom aly quantitatively. So far,num erous considerations have

been m ade[7,8,9,12]forthehypercubic geom etry,where theM onteCarlo m ethod works

very e� ciently.
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In thispaper,weinvestigatethed = 5Isingm odelem bedded in thecylindricalgeom etry;

nam ely,weconsidera system with in� nitesystem sizealong a particulardirection.Clearly,

thetransfer-m atrix m ethod wellsuitsexploiting such a geom etry.However,practically,the

transfer-m atrix m ethod doesnotapply very wellin large dim ensions d � 3 because ofits

severe lim itation asto theavailablesystem sizes.

In order to resolve this lim itation, we im plem ented Novotny’s technique [14, 15, 16,

17,18],which enables us to treatan arbitrary num ber ofsystem sizes N = 8;10;:::;28;

here, the system size N denotes the num ber of constituent spins within a unit of the

transfer m atrix (Fig. 1). Note that conventionally, the system size is restricted in

N (= Ld� 1)= 16;81;256;:::,which soon exceedsthelim itofavailablecom puterresources.

Such an arbitrariness allows us to treat a variety ofsystem sizes, and m anage system -

atic� nite-size-scaling analysis.Actually,with thescaling analysis,we obtained the indices


 = 1:40(15),y�t = 2:8(2),and y�h = 4:3(1). M oreover,postulating 
 = 4=3,we obtained

y�t = 2:67(10)and y�h = 4:0(2).(Here,theexponenty�h denotesthescaling dim ension ofthe

m agnetic � eld. Ourscaling relation,Eq. (13),incorporatesthe m agnetic � eld H and the

corresponding scaling index y�h.) Obviously,ourresultsexclude the naively expected ones,


 = 1,y�t = 2,and y�h = 3.Rather,ourdata seem to supportthegenericform ulas[4,5,6],


 =
d� 1

3
;y

�
t = 2

d� 1

3
;and y

�
h = d� 1; (4)

advocated forthecylindricalgeom etry in d � 4.Actually,ourdata deviatefrom theabove

m entioned values for the hypercubic geom etry, Eq. (2), indicating that the em bedding

geom etry isindeed in uentialupon the� nite-sizescaling.

In fairness,itshasto be m entioned thatNovotny obtained 
 + y�t � d� 1 [14,17]. He

postulated 
 = (d� 1)=3in orderto� xthelocation ofthecriticalpoint.In thispaper,wedo

notrely on any propositions,and estim atetheindicesindependently.Forthatpurpose,we

calculated thecum ulantratio to getinform ation on thecriticalpoint.M oreover,wetreated

thesystem sizesup to N = 28,which issubstantially largerthan thatofRef.[17],N � 13.

Here,wem adeuseofan equivalencebetween thed = 5 Ising m odeland thequantum d = 4

Ising m odel;thelatteriscom putationally lessdem anding.W ealso elim inated insystem atic

� nite-size corrections by tuning extended coupling constants;see ourHam iltonian (5). In

thisrespect,them otivation ofthepresentresearch iswelldirected to m ethodology.

The rest ofthis paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,we explain our sim ulation
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schem e in detail. In Sec. III,we m anage the � nite-size-scaling analyses ofthe sim ulation

data.In thelastsection,wepresentthesum m ary and discussions.

II. N U M ER IC A L M ET H O D

In thissection,we explain the num ericalm ethod. First,we argue the reduction ofthe

d = 5Isingm odeltothed = 4quantum transverse-� eld Isingm odel.Thereduced (quantum

m echanical) m odelis m uch easier to treat num erically. Second,we explicate Novotny’s

transfer-m atrix m ethod.W eplacean em phasishow weextended hisform alism toadoptthe

quantum -m echanicalinteraction.

A . R eduction ofthe classicald = 5 Ising m odelto the d = 4 quantum counterpart

The d-dim ensionalIsing m odelreducesto the (d� 1)-dim ensionaltransverse-� eld Ising

m odel;in general,the d-dim ensionalclassicalsystem hasits(d� 1)-dim ensionalquantum

counterpart [19]. Such a reduction is based on the observation that the transfer-m atrix

direction and the (quantum )im aginary-tim e evolution have a close relationship. Actually,

thequantum Ham iltonian isan in� nitesim algeneratorofthe transferm atrix.Because the

quantum Ham iltonian containsfew non-zero elem ents,itsdiagonalization requiresreduced

com putationale� ort.Thesigni� cantpointisthattheuniversality class(criticality)ism ain-

tained through them apping.

To be speci� c,we consider the following d = 4 transverse-� eld Ising m odelwith the

extended interactions.TheHam iltonian isgiven by,

H = �J1

X

hiji

�
z
i�

z
j � J2

X

hhijii

�
z
i�

z
j � J3

X

[ij]

�
z
i�

z
j � J4

X

[[ij]]

�
z
i�

z
j � �

X

i

�
x
i � H

X

i

�
z
i: (5)

Here,the operatorsf��ig denote the Paulim atricesplaced atthe d = 4 hypercubic lattice

pointsi.Theparam eters� and H stand forthetransverseand longitudinalm agnetic� elds,

respectively.Thesum m ations,
P

hiji
,
P

hhijii
,
P

[ij]
,and

P

[[ij]]
,run overallpossiblenearest-

neighbor pairs, the next-nearest-neighbor (plaquette diagonal) pairs, the third-neighbor

pairs,and thefourth-neighborpairs,respectively.Theparam etersfJig(i= 1;2;3;4)arethe

corresponding coupling constants.Hereafter,weregard J1 asa unitofenergy (J1 = 1),and
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tune the rem aining coupling constantsJ2;3;4 so asto elim inate the insystem atic � nite-size

errors;seeSec.III.

W e sim ulate the above d = 4 quantum Ising m odelwith the num ericaldiagonalization

m ethod. The diagonalization ofsuch a high-dim ensionalsystem requires huge com puter-

m em ory space. In fact,the num ber ofspins constituting the d = 4 cluster increases very

rapidly asN = 16;81;256;:::,overwhelm ing theavailablecom puterresources.In thenext

section,weresolvethisdi� culty through resorting to Novotny’stransfer-m atrix form alism .

B . C onstructions ofthe H am iltonian m atrix elem ents

Inthissection,wepresentanexplicitrepresentation fortheHam iltonian(5).W em akeuse

ofNovotny’sm ethod [14],which enablesustotreatanarbitrarynum berofspinsconstituting

a unitofthetransferm atrix.Novotny form ulated theidea fortheclassicalIsing m odel.In

thispaper,weshow thathisidea isapplicableto thequantum Ising m odel,Eq.(5),aswell.

Beforewecom m enceadetailed discussion,weexplain thebasicideaofNovotny’sm ethod.

In Fig. 1,we presented a schem atic drawing ofa unitofthe transferm atrix forthe Ising

m odelin d = 3 (rather than d = 5 forthe sake ofsim plicity). Because the cross-section

ofthe d = 3-dim ensionalbarisd = 2-dim ensional,the transfer-m atrix unitshould have a

d = 2-dim ensionalstructure. However,in Fig.1,the spinsf�ig (�i = �1,i= 1;2;:::;N )

constitute a d = 1-dim ensional(zig-zag)structure. Thisfeature isessentialforusto con-

struct the transfer-m atrix unit with an arbitrary (integral) num ber ofspins. The dim en-

sionality islifted tod = 2 e� ectively by thelong-rangeinteractionsoverthe
p
N th-neighbor

pairs;owing to the long-range interaction,the N spins constitute a
p
N �

p
N rectangu-

lar network. (The signi� cant point is that the num ber
p
N is not necessarily an integral

norrationalnum ber.) Sim ilarly,the bridgeover(
p
N � 1)th neighborpairsintroducesthe

next-nearest-neighbor(plaquettediagonal)couping with respectto the
p
N �

p
N network.

W e apply this idea to the case ofthe d = 4 quantum system . To begin with,we set

up the Hilbert-space bases fj�1;�2;:::;�N ig (�i = �1) forthe quantum spins f��ig (i=

1;2;:::;N ).Thesebasesdiagonalizetheoperator�zj;nam ely,

�
z
jjf�igi= �jjf�igi; (6)

holds.
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W e considerthe one-and two-body interactionsseparately. Nam ely,we decom pose the

Ham iltonian (5)into two sectors,

H = H
(2)(fJig)+ H

(1)(� ;H ): (7)

The com ponent H (2) originates from the spin-spin interaction,which depends on the ex-

changecouplingsfJig.On theotherhand,thecontribution H
(1) com esfrom thesingle-spin

term s,depending on them agnetic� elds,� and H .

First,we consider H (2). This com ponent concerns the m utualconnectivity am ong the

N spins,and we apply Novotny’s idea to represent the m atrix elem ents. W e propose the

following expression,

H
(2) =

J1

2

X

~�= � �;�2A

H (~�)+
J2

2

X

�;�2A

X

~�= � �

X

~�= � �

H (~�+ ~�)

+
J3

2

X

�;�;2A

X

~�= � �

X

~�= � �

X

~= � 

H (~�+ ~�+ ~)

+
J4

2

X

~�= � 1

X

~�= � N 1=4

X

~= � N 1=2

X

~�= � N 3=4

H (~�+ ~�+ ~+ ~�): (8)

Here,the setA consistsofthe elem ents,A = f1;N 1=4;N 1=2;N 3=4g. The com ponentH (v)

denotesthevth-neighborinteraction fortheN -spin alignm ent,

H f�ig;f�ig(v)= hf�igjH (v)jf�igi= hf�igjTP
v
jf�igi; (9)

with theexchange-interaction m atrix,

hf�igjTjf�igi= �

N
X

k= 1

�k�k; (10)

and thetranslationaloperatorP satisfying,

Pjf�igi= jf�i+ 1gi; (11)

undertheperiodicboundary condition.Theinsertion ofP v besidetheT operation isa key

elem entto introduce the coupling overthe vth-neighborpairs. The denom inator2 in Eq.

(8)com pensatestheduplicated sum .

Let us explain the m eaning ofthe above form ula,Eq. (8),m ore in detail. As shown

in Fig. 1,in the case ofd = 2,we m ade bridgesoverN 1=2th-neighborpairsto liftup the
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dim ensionality to d = 2 e� ectively. In the case ofd = 4,by analogy,we introduce the

interaction distances such as v = 1;N 1=4;N 1=2 and N 3=4. The � rst term in Eq. (8) thus

representsthenearest-neighborinteractions(with respecttothed = 4-dim ensionalcluster).

Sim ilarly,therem aining term sintroducethelong-rangeinteractions.Forexam ple,thecom -

ponentH (1+ N 1=4)introducesthe next-nearest-neighbor(plaquette diagonal)interaction.

W e em phasize that the idea ofNovotny is readily applicable to the quantum m odel. [In

short,our(quantum m echanical)form ulation isadditive.On thecontrary,Novotny’sorig-

inalform ulation ism ultiplicative,because hisoriginalform ulation concernstheBoltzm ann

weightratherthan theHam iltonian itself.]

Lastly,weconsidertheone-body partH (1).Them atrix elem entisgiven by theform ula,

H
(1)

f�ig;f�ig
= hf�igjH

(1)
jf�igi: (12)

Theexpression isquitestandard,becausethecom ponentH (1)sim plyconcernstheindividual

spins,and hasnothing to do with theconnectivity am ong them .

Theaboveform ulascom pleteourbasisto sim ulatethequantum Ham iltonian (5)num er-

ically.In thenextsection,weperform thenum ericalsim ulation forN = 8;10;:::;28.

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

In Sec. II,we set up an explicit expression forthe Ham iltonian (5);see Eqs. (8)and

(12).In thissection,wediagonalizetheHam iltonian forN = 8;10;:::;28 with theLanczos

algorithm . W e calculated the � rst-excitation energy gap � E (ratherthan �). The scaling

relation for� E isgiven by,

� E = L
� 

g(�Ly

�
t;H L

y�
h); (13)

because � E � 1=� holds. (As com pared to Eq. (1),our scaling relation is extended to

include the m agnetic � eld H aswellasthe corresponding scaling index y�h.) The reduced

tem perature�isgiven by�= � � �c with thecriticalpoint�c.Notethatthelineardim ension

L satis� esL = N1=4,becausetheN spinsconstitutethed = 4-dim ensionalcluster.

W e� x theinteraction param etersto,

(J1;J2;J3;J4)= (1;0:15;0:05;0:05); (14)

7



and scan the transverse m agnetic � eld � . (W e willalso provide data for(J1;J2;J3;J4)=

(1;0;0;0)and (1;0:1;0:1;0:05)asa reference.) The interaction param eters,Eq. (14),are

optim alin thesense thattheinsystem atic � nite-sizeerrorsaresuppressed satisfactorily.

A . Scaling behavior ofB inder’s cum ulant ratio and the transition point

Because the scaling relation,Eq. (13),containsa num beroffree param eters,itisam -

biguoustodeterm inetheseparam eterssim ultaneously.Actually,in Ref.[14,17],theauthor

� xed 
 = 4=3,to determ inetheindex y�t.

In this paper,we estim ate the scaling indices independently without resorting to any

postulations. For that purpose, we calculated an additionalquantity, nam ely, Binder’s

cum ulantratio [20],

U = 1�
hM 4i

3hM 2i2
; (15)

todeterm inethelocation of�c.Here,thebracketsh:::idenotetheexpectation valueatthe

ground state. The m agnetic m om entM isgiven by M =
P

N

i= 1
�zi. Because the cum ulant

ratio isdim ensionless(
 = 0),itobeysa sim pli� ed scaling relation;

U = ~U(�Ly
�
t;H L

y�
h): (16)

Hence,theintersection pointofthecum ulant-ratio curvesindicatesa location ofthecritical

point. The scaling relation forthe cum ulantratio,Eq. (16),hasbeen studied extensively

forthed = 5 hypercubic geom etry with theM onteCarlo m ethod [7,8,9,12].

In Fig.2,weplotted thecum ulantratio forvarious� and N = 8;10;:::;28 with H = 0

� xed;asm entioned above,we� xed theexchange-coupling constantsfJig toEq.(14).From

thescale-invariant(intersection)pointofthecurvesin Fig.2,weobservea clearindication

ofcriticality at �c � 12:5. In the subsequent analysis ofSec. IIIB,we m ake use ofthis

inform ation to determ inethescaling indices.

Thisisa good position to addresswhy we� xed theexchange couplingsto Eq.(14).As

a com parison,we presented the cum ulantratio forvarious� and N = 8;10;:::;28 in Fig.

3,where we tentatively turn o� the extended couplings J2;3;4 = 0. Clearly,the data are

scattered ascom pared tothoseofFig.2.Such datascatterobscurestheonsetofthephase-

transition point,and prohibitsdetailed data analysisofcriticality.In orderto im prove the

� nite-sizebehavior,wesurveyed theparam eterspacefJig,and found thatthechoice(14)is

8



an optim alone.Such elim ination of� nite-sizeerrorshasbeen utilized successfully in recent

num ericalstudies[21,22].

B . C riticalexponent 


Provided by theinform ation on �c (Fig.2),weareableto determ inethescaling indices

from thescaling relation (13).In thissection,weconsidertheindex 
 .

In Fig.4,weplotted theapproxim ateindex,


 (L1;L2)= �
ln(� E (N 1)=� E (N 2))j�= �c(L1;L2)

ln(L1=L2)
; (17)

for[2=(L1 + L2)]
3 with 8 � N 1 < N 2 � 28;note thatL1;2 = N

1=4

1;2 holds. The param eters

arethesam easthoseofFig.2.Theapproxim atetransition point�c(L1;L2)isgiven by the

intersection pointofthecum ulantratio fora pairof(N 1;N 2);nam ely,itsatis� es

U(N 1;�c(L1;L2))= U(N 2;�c(L1;L2)): (18)

Theleast-squares� ttothesedatayields
 = 1:403(46)in thetherm odynam iclim it.W ecar-

ried outsim ilardata analysisfor(J2;J3;J4)= (0:1;0:1;0:05),and obtained 
 = 1:494(21).

Asan errorindicator,weacceptthedi� erencebetween them .Asaconsequenceweestim ate

theindex as


 = 1:40(15): (19)

Let us m ention a num ber ofrem arks. First,our result excludes the naively expected

one 
 = 1. Actually,the result 
 > 1 indicates that the correlation length L
 develops

m ore rapidly than the system size L enlarges. This feature m ay re ect the fact that the

spin wavescostvery little energy large L. Second,ourresultsupportsthe generic form ula


 = 4=3,Eq.(4),advocated forthecylindricalgeom etry in d � 4 [4,5,6].On thecontrary,

it deviates from that ofthe hypercubic geom etry (2);we con� rm this observation in the

following sections.Lastly,thevalidity oftheabscissa scale(extrapolation schem e),1=L3,in

Fig.4 isnotclear.In SecIIID,weinquireinto thevalidity oftheextrapolation schem e.

9



C . C riticalexponents y�t and y�
h

In Figs.5 and 6,weplotted theapproxim ateindices,

� 
 (L1;L2)+ y
�
t(L1;L2)=

ln(@�� E (N 1)=@�� E (N 2))j�= �c(L1;L2)

ln(L1=L2)
; (20)

and,

� 
 (L1;L2)+ 2y�h(L1;L2)=
ln(@2H � E (N 1)=@

2
H � E (N 2))jH = 0;�= �c(L1;L2)

ln(L1=L2)
; (21)

respectively, for [2=(L1 + L2)]
3 with 8 � N 1 < N 2 � 28; the param eters are the sam e

as those ofFig. 2. The least-squares � t to these data yields the estim ates,�
 + y�t =

1:396(21)and �
 + 2y�h = 7:198(39),in thetherm odynam iclim it.Sim ilarlyfor(J2;J3;J4)=

(0:1;0:1;0:05),weobtained �
 + y�t = 1:359(12)and �
 + 2y�h = 7:211(24).Consequently,

we estim ate the scaling indices as �
 + y�t = 1:4(1)and �
 + 2y�h = 7:2(1). Com bining

them with 
 = 1:40(15),Eq.(19),wearriveat,

y
�
t = 2:8(2); (22)

and,

y
�
h = 4:3(1): (23)

Again, our data exclude the naively expected values, y�t = 2 and y�h = 3. Rather,

our estim ates are com parable with the generic form ula,Eq. (4); actually, the estim ate

y�t = 2:8(2)is quite consistent with the prediction y�t = 8=3,Eq. (4),whereas the result

y�h = 4:3(1) and the form ula y�h = 4,Eq. (4),are rather out ofthe error m argin. W e

attain m ore satisfactory agreem ent between the num ericalresult and the form ula by the

data analysisundertheassum ption 
 = 4=3 in thenextsection.On thecontrary,ourdata

con ictwith thevalues,Eq.(2),anticipated forthehypercubic geom etry.Hence,thedata

suggestthattheem bedding geom etry isin uentialon the� nite-sizescaling abovetheupper

criticaldim ension.W econ� rm thisissuem orein detailin thenextsection.

D . Scaling indices y�t and y�
h
under the assum ption 
= 4=3

In Sec. IIIB,we obtained an estim ate 
 = 1:40(15)being in good agreem entwith the

form ula 
 = 4=3,Eq. (4). In this section, we assum e 
 = 4=3 [4],and estim ate the

rem aining indicesy�t and y
�
h underthishypothesis.
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In Fig.7,weplotted theapproxim ateindex,

y
�
t(L1;L2)=

ln(@�U(N 1)=@�U(N 2))j�= ~�c(L1;L2)

ln(L1=L2)
; (24)

forthe abscissa scale [2=(L1 + L2)]
3 with 8 � N 1 < N 2 � 28;the param etersare the sam e

as those ofFigs. 4-6. Because we assum ed 
 = 4=3 [4],we are able to determ ine the

approxim atecriticalpoint~�c(L1;L2)from the� xed pointofL4=3� E (L);nam ely,

L
4=3

1
� E (N 1;~�c(L1;L2))= L

4=3

2
� E (N 2;~�c(L1;L2)): (25)

W e notice that the data exhibit im proved convergence to the therm odynam ic lim it. The

least-squares� tto these data yieldsy�t = 2:671(49)in the therm odynam ic lim it.Sim ilarly,

weobtained y�t = 2:697(42)for(J2;J3;J4)= (0:1;0:1;0:05).Consequently,weestim ate,

y
�
t = 2:67(10): (26)

This result is consistent with the above estim ate y�t = 2:8(2),Eq. (22),con� rm ing the

reliability ofour analyses in Figs. 4-6. It is also in good agreem ent with the prediction

y�t = 8=3,Eq.(4).On thecontrary,ourestim ate excludestheexponenty�t = 5=2,Eq.(2),

advocated forthehypercubic geom etry.

Sim ilarly,in Fig.8,weplotted theapproxim ateindex,

y
�
h(L1;L2)=

1

2

ln(@2H U(N 1)=@
2
H U(N 2))jH = 0;�= ~�c(L1;L2)

ln(L1=L2)
; (27)

forthe abscissa scale [2=(L1 + L2)]
3 with 8 � N 1 < N 2 � 28;the param etersare the sam e

asthoseofFigs.4-6.Thedata exhibitan appreciablesystem atic � nite-size deviation.The

least-squares� tto these data yieldsy�h = 4:021(60).Sim ilarly,we obtained y�h = 4:148(36)

for(J2;J3;J4)= (0:1;0:1;0:05).Consequently,weestim ate,

y
�
h = 4:0(2): (28)

Again,the resultisquite consistentwith the prediction y�h = 4,Eq. (4). In otherworlds,

thisagreem entindicatesthattheextrapolation schem e (abscissa scale)1=L3 issensible.

Let us m ention a few rem arks. First,the data in Figs. 7 and 8 exhibit suppressed

� nite-sizecorrectionsowing to theassum ption 
 = 4=3.Thisfeaturewasobserved in Refs.

[14,17],where theauthorestim ated y�t reliably under
 = (d� 1)=3;see theIntroduction.

Ouranalysisshowsthattheassum ption yieldsareliableestim atefory�h aswellasy
�
t.Second,
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ourdata con� rm the self-consistency ofouranalysesperform ed in Figs.4-8. Particularly,

thedata justify theextrapolation schem ewith theabscissa scale1=L3.Asa m atteroffact,

in Ref. [23],the authors observed notable � nite-size corrections to the cum ulant ratio U

obeyingLd� 2y�
h.Inourcase(d = 5cylindricalgeom etry),thepowershouldreadd�2y�h = �3.

Hence,ournum ericaldata supporttheirclaim . Lastly,asto the convergence ofU to the

therm odynam iclim it,therearosecontroversies[24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32];ithasbeen

reported thatthereappearunclari� ed � nite-sizecorrectionsto U,which prohibitusto take

reliableextrapolation tothetherm odynam iclim it.In thispaper,weavoided thesubtlety by

elim inating � nite-sizeerrorswith the(� nitely-tuned)extended interactions;seeFigs.2 and

3.W econsiderthatsuch a techniquewould besigni� cantforthestudy ofhigh-dim ensional

system s,wheretheavailablesystem sizeisrestricted.

IV . SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

W e studied the � nite-size-scaling behavior ofthe d = 5 Ising m odelem bedded in the

cylindricalgeom etry.Ouraim isto seean in uence oftheem bedding geom etry (boundary

condition)on thescalingrelation,Eq.(13);theem beddinggeom etryshould alterthescaling

indices
 and y�t;h aboved > 4 [4,5,6].Forthatpurpose,weem ployed thetransfer-m atrix

m ethod (Sec.II),andim plem ented Novotny’stechnique[14]totreatavarietyofsystem sizes

N = 8;10;:::;28. M oreover,we m ade use ofan equivalence between the d = 5 (classical)

Ising m odeland itsd = 4 quantum counterpart;the latterversion iscom putationally less

dem anding with theuniversality classretained.

W e analyzed the sim ulation data with the � nite-size scaling relation, Eq. (13), and

obtained the scaling indices as
 = 1:40(15),y�t = 2:8(2),and y�h = 4:3(1). Additionally,

under
 = 4=3,weestim atey�t = 2:67(10)and y�h = 4:0(2).Theindicesexcludethenaively

expected ones,
 = 1,y�t = 2,and y�h = 3,re ecting the violation ofhyperscaling in large

dim ensions. Clearly,our data support the generic form ulas,Eq. (4),advocated for the

cylindricalgeom etry in d � 4 [4,5,6].On thecontrary,ourdatacon ictwith thevaluesfor

the hypercubic geom etry,Eq. (2). Ourresultdem onstratesthatthe em bedding geom etry

isindeed in uentialon thescaling indices.

Lastly,letusm ention a few rem arks. First,we stressthatthe violation ofhyperscaling

abovetheuppercriticaldim ension ~disnotnecessarily an issueofpureacadem icinterest.For

12



exam ple,a classoflong-rangeinteraction [23]suppressestheuppercriticaldim ension to an

experim entally accessibleregim e ~d < 3.Second,therearosecontroversies[24,25,26,27,28,

29,30,31,32]concerning the subdom inant� nite-size e� ect(correctionsto scaling)above

~d. M ore speci� cally,the Binder-cum ulant data exhibit unexpectedly slow convergence to

thetherm odynam iclim it.In thispaper,weavoided thissubtlety by extending (tuning)the

exchange-coupling constants to Eq. (14),where we observed elim inated � nite-size errors.

Actually,from Figs. 2 and 3,we notice that the elim ination was successful. Our data

indicate that the (dom inant) � nite-size errors obey the power law L� 3 asclaim ed in Ref.

[23]. W e consider that the elim ination of� nite-size errors is signi� cant for the study of

high-dim ensionalsystem s,wheretheavailablesystem sizeisrestricted severely.
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FIG .1: Construction ofthe spin cluster for the quantum transverse-�eld Ising m odel,Eq. (5).

For sim plicity,we consider the case ofd = 2. As indicated above,the spinsconstitute a d = 1-

dim ensionalalignm ent f�ig (i= 1;2;:::;N ),and the dim ensionality is lifted to d = 2 by intro-

ducing thebridges(long-range interactions)overtheN 1=2th and 1+ N 1=2th neighborpairs;these

interactionscorrespond to thenearest-neighborand thenext-nearest-neighborinteractions,respec-

tively,with respectto thed = 2 cluster.In thecase ofd = 4,we considertheN 1=4th,N 1=2th and

N 3=4th neighbor interactions;see Eq. (8) for detail. This idea,nam ely,Novotny’s m ethod,was

�rstdeveloped forthe classicalIsing m odel[14].W e apply thism ethod to thequantum system .
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FIG .2: Binder’s cum ulant ratio U (15) is plotted for the transverse m agnetic �eld � and the

system sizes N = 8;10;:::;28 with the �xed exchange couplings,Eq. (14). W e observe a clear

indication ofcriticality at �c � 12:5. Apparently,the �nite-size-scaling behavior is im proved as

com pared to thatofFig.3,whereweturned o� the extended interactionsJ2;3;4 = 0.

FIG .3: Tentatively, we turned o� the extended interactions (J2;3;4 = 0), and calculated the

cum ulantratio U (15)forvarious� and N = 8;10;:::;28. W e notice thatthe data are scattered

ascom pared to those in Fig.2.
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FIG .4: Theapproxim atecriticalindex 
(L 1;L2)(17)isplotted for[2=(L1+ L2)]
3 with 8 � N 1 <

N 2 � 28 (L1;2 = N
1=4

1;2 );the param etersare the sam e asthose ofFig. 2. The least-squares �tto

these data yields
= 1:403(46)in the therm odynam iclim itL ! 1 .
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FIG .5: Theapproxim atecriticalindex � 
(L 1;L2)+ y�t(L1;L2)(20)isplotted for[2=(L1 + L2)]
3

with 8 � N 1 < N 2 � 28 (L1;2 = N
1=4

1;2 );the param eters are the sam e as those ofFig. 2. The

least-squares�tto these data yields� 
+ y �
t = 1:396(21)in the therm odynam iclim itL ! 1 .
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FIG .6: Theapproxim atecriticalindex � 
(L 1;L2)+ 2y�
h
(L1;L2)(21)isplotted for[2=(L1+ L2)]

3

with 8 � N 1 < N 2 � 28 (L1;2 = N
1=4

1;2 );the param eters are the sam e as those ofFig. 2. The

least-squares�tto these data yields� 
+ 2y �
h
= 7:198(39)in thetherm odynam iclim itL ! 1 .
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FIG .7: Theapproxim atecriticalindex y�t(L1;L2)(24)isplotted for[2=(L1+ L2)]
3 with 8 � N 1 <

N 2 � 28 (L1;2 = N
1=4

1;2 );the param etersare the sam e asthose ofFig. 2. The least-squares �tto

thesedata yieldsy�t = 2:671(49)in thetherm odynam iclim itL ! 1 .Theresultisconsistentwith

Eq.(22),con�rm ing the reliability ofouranalysis.
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FIG .8: Theapproxim atecriticalindex y�
h
(L1;L2)(27)isplotted for[2=(L1+ L2)]

3 with 8 � N 1 <

N 2 � 28 (L1;2 = N
1=4

1;2 );the param etersare the sam e asthose ofFig. 2. The least-squares �tto

thesedata yieldsy�
h
= 4:021(60)in thetherm odynam iclim itL ! 1 .Theresultisconsistentwith

the prediction (4).
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