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A bstract

From thenon-equilibrium criticalrelaxation study ofthetwo-dim ensional

Ising m odel,the dynam icalcriticalexponent z is estim ated to be 2:165�

0:010 for this m odel. The relaxation in the ordered phase ofthis m odel

isconsistentwith exp(�
q

t=�)behavior. The interface energy ofthe three-

dim ensionalIsingm odelisstudied andthecriticalexponentofthecorrelation

length � and the criticalam plitude ofthe surface tension �0 are estim ated

to be0:6250� 0:025 and 1:42� 0:04,respectively. A dynam ic M onte Carlo

renorm alization group m ethod isapplied totheequilibrium propertiesofthe

three-dim ensionalIsing m odelsuccessfully.
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1 Introduction

Thestudy ofthenon-equilibrium relaxation turned outtobeusefultostudy

thecritical-slowing down and otherdynam icalaspectoftheIsing m odels[1,

2,3,4,5,6].

Forthecriticalrelaxation,itisshown thattheanalysisbased on thedy-

nam ical�nite-sizescaling theory[7]producesprecise estim ation ofthevalue

of�=z�, where � and � denote the equilibrium criticalexponents ofthe

spontaneous m agnetization and the correlation length,respectively,and z

denotes the dynam icalcriticalexponent. It is estim ated directly from the

initialrelaxation curve ofthe m agnetization m (t)which followsasym ptoti-

cally t� �=z�.Thism ethod issim plerthan theotherpreviousm ethodswhich

require the calculationsofthe two-tim e correlationsand the estim ationsof

the correlation tim esfrom them . In thispaper,the valuesofz forthe two-

dim ensionalIsing m odelisstudied from thenon-equilibrium relaxation.The

exactvaluesof�and �ofthism odelareknown tobe1=8and 1,respectively,

and thevalueofz isestim ated from thevalueof�=z�.

The non-equilibrium relaxation analysisisusefulalso forthe relaxation

processin the ordered phase which isnotyetfully understood.Ithasbeen

pointed out that the equilibrium relaxation ofthe m agnetization m ay be

stretched exponential,thatis,

Cm (t)� e� at
�

; (1)

where Cm (t)denotes the equilibrium tim e-correlation function ofthe m ag-

netization and �� 1.Two phenom enologiespredicts�= 1=2[8]and 1=3[9]

for the two-dim ensionalIsing m odel. In this paper, the non-equilibrium

relaxation in the ordered phase is studied assum ing the sim ilar stretched

exponentialdecay,thatis,

m (t)� m s � ae� bt
�

: (2)

The value of�=z� forthe three-dim ensionalIsing m odelwasestim ated

to be 0:250� 0:002[5]. The value of�=� ofthism odelhasbeen estim ated

by severalm ethodsand thenon-equilibrium criticalrelaxation providesone

m ethod to study its value. W hen the scale transform ation with scale lis

applied n tim esrepetitively,thescaletransform ed m agnetization isexpected

to follow thescaling form

m (t;n)= l
n�=�

f(tl� nz) (3)
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atthecriticalpointforlargetl� nz.

In thisscaling region,them agnetization atthe�xed tim efollows[10,11]

m � l
n�=�

: (4)

W hen we use the totalm agnetization M instead ofthe m agnetization per

site,itbehavesas

M � l
� n(d� �=�)

: (5)

Thisrelation providesa new m ethod ofM onteCarlo renorm alization group.

The study of�=� for three-dim ensionalIsing m odelbased on this scaling

argum entisalso included.

The second problem ofthispaper,the interface energy and the surface

tension[12]. In the recent studies ofthis problem [13,14,15,16,17,18],it

seem sto be believed thatthe standard M onte Carlo sim ulation with single

spin updating dynam icsisnotan appropriate m ethod forthisproblem . In

thispaper,however,itisshown thatthenaivesim ulation workssuccessfully

and a precisestudy oftheinterfaceenergy ism ade.W erecon�rm thevalues

ofthe criticalexponent and the criticalam plitude,which is im portant to

verify theuniversality hypothesisaboutthecriticalam plitude[19].

Thenon-equilibrium relaxation study ofthetwo-dim ensionalIsingm odel

isdescribed inthenextsectionandtheinterfaceenergyofthethree-dim ensional

Isingm odelin thethird section.The�=�analysisisgiven in theappendix A.

Thelastsection containsthesum m ary.

2 T w o-dim ensionalIsing m odel

Thenon-equilibrium relaxationphenom enaisstudied forthetwo-dim ensional

Ising m odelin thissection.

2.1 D ynam ics and algorithm

TheHam iltonian oftheferrom agneticIsing m odelon squarelatticesis

� �H (f�g)= K
X

ji� jj= 1

�i�j (K > 0;�i= �1); (6)
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where � = 1=kT and the sum m ation runsoverallthe nearestneighborsite

pairs. The dim ensionless constantK isused asthe inverse tem perature in

thefollowing.TheIsing spinsatthelatticepointsaredenoted by

�(i;j) (i= 1;2;� � � ;Lx;j= 1;2;� � � ;Ly); (7)

where Lx and Ly are assum ed to be L + 1 and L,respectively, and L is

an even integer. Skew boundary condition is applied to Lx direction and

periodic boundary condition to Ly direction. There isno intrisic dynam ics

of this m odeland the dynam ics studied here is the single-spin updating

stochastic dynam ics with two-sublattice ip sequence and M etropolis-type

transition probability. The spins are classi�ed into two sublattices de�ned

by


A = f�(i;j);i+ j= even g and 
B = f�(i;j);i+ j= odd g: (8)

Thespinsin 
A areupdated �rstly and then thosein 
 B areupdated.The

transition probability is

pM (�0 ! ��0;�1;�2;�3;�4;)= m inf1;exp[�2E (�0;�1;�2;�3;�4)]g; (9)

where �1,�2,�3 and �4 are the nearest-neighbor spins of�0 and the local

energy E denotes

E (�0;�1;�2;�3;�4)= K �0(�1 + �2 + �3 + �4): (10)

Thisdynam icsise�ciently vectorized and itisthereason why itisused.

64 independentsystem swith thesam elatticearesim ulated sim ultaneously.

The64spinson thesam esiteofthese64system sarecoded in thesam eeight-

byte integer variables,thatis,the independent-system coding technique is

em ployed[20,21,22]. The spin-updating procedure isrealized by 15 logical

operationsand the generation ofone random integer. The condition thata

spin �0 isipped to ��0 is

r� pM (�0;��0;�1;�2;�3;�4); (11)

whererisarandom num ber.Thetransition probability pM isthefunction of

localenergy E (�0;�1;�2;�3;�4).Thespin variable�i which takes�1 or+1

valueisstored in onebitofonecom puterword which takes0 or1 valueand
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thecorresponding bitisdenoted by Ii.Now theabovecondition isexpressed

by

I1 � I0 + I2 � I0 + I3 � I0 + I4 � I0 + 2� IX 1T(r)+ IX 2T(r)� 2; (12)

where� denotestheexclusive-OR operation and IX 1T(r)and IX 2T(r)are

thefunctionsofrandom num berr de�ned by

IX 1T(r)= f
1 r� e� 8K

0 otherwise
(13)

and

IX 2T(r)= f
1 e� 8K < r� e� 4K

0 otherwise
: (14)

This condition should be checked by the bitwise logicaloperations. The

following operations realize it with 14 logicaloperations. In the following,

< I;J > denotes2� I+ J.

1.M ake J1 and J2 so that < J1;J2 >= I1 + I2 + I3. It takes �ve

operations.

2.Taketheexclusive-OR ofJ1,J2 and J4 with I0,respectively.Ittakes

threeoperations.Thesam enotationsareused fortheresults.

3.M akeK 1 and K 2 so that< K 1;K 2>= I4+ IX 1T(r)+ IX 2T(r).It

takesthreeoperations.

4.M akeID which holdsthetruth valueofspin-ip condition by

K 1 orJ1 or(J2 and K 2): (15)

Ittakesthreeoperations.

Furtherdetailsofthisupdating algorithm arefound in theFORTRAN rou-

tines given in the Appendix B.To do the independent sim ulation ofthe

system satthesam etem peraturewith theindependent-system coding tech-

nique,therecycle algorithm oftherandom num bersisused by shu�ing the

Boltzm ann factortables[23].TheRNDTIK routine[24]areused fortheran-

dom num bergenerations.
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TheNEC SX3/11ofK�oln university and theM ONTE-4ofJapan Atom ic

Energy Research Institute are used forthe sim ulation. The perform ance of

the sim ulation codes developed for the present study,nam ed IS2DVP,on

these vector processors is shown in Table 1. The M ONTE-4 hasfourpro-

cessors and they share the m ain m em ory. So the sim ulation speed on one

processorisinuenced by otherjobson otherprocessors. The perform ance

in Table 1 is m easured with/without other jobs on other processors. The

concurrentjobswereM onteCarlo sim ulationsoftwo-and three-dim ensional

Ising m odelswhich arehighly vectorized.Thespeed-down shown in Table1

underm ulti-jobenvironm entcanberegardedastheworstcase.Iftheconcur-

rentjobsarebadlyvectorized jobsorthejobswhich arehighlyvectorized but

donotgeneratethem ain m em ory accessm assively,thespeed-down becom es

sm aller.In fact,alm ostno speed-down wasobserved when theperform ance

ofIS2DVP ism easured with threelowly vectorized jobs.

The value ofm agnetization attM CS from allup initialcondition isde-

noted by m (t).Thistim e-dependentm agnetization ofthe above-m entioned

dynam icsisestim ated by the sim ulation. Itisestim ated from the valuesof

m agnetization attofindependentM onteCarlo runs.

2.2 A t the criticalpoint

Thecriticalpointofthesquare-latticeIsingm odelisK c = J=kBTc = 0:440686793� � �

wherethetim e-dependentm agnetizationm (t)decaystozerofollowingasym p-

totically to

m (t)� t
� �=z� = t

� 1=8z
; (16)

wheretheexactvaluesofthecriticalexponentsofthespontaneousm agneti-

zation and thecorrelation length,�= 1=8 and �= 1,areused.

The sim ulationsare listed in Table 2. The deviation ofm (t)due to the

�nite lattice is expected to be exponentially sm allfor large system . The

system -size dependence atseveraltim e are shown in Fig.1.No size depen-

denceisobserved up tot= 400M CS,although itisobserved att= 500M CS.

In the following,the estim ated values ofm (t) for L = 1500 lattice up to

400M CS which areshown in Fig,2 areused forestim ating thevalueofz.

Firstly theestim ator

R(t;m )= t[
m (t� 1)

m (t)
� 1] (17)

6



isused forthispurpose. The average ofthisR(t)overN successive t,that

is,

R
N
ave.(�(t;N );m )=

1

N

t+ N � 1X

�= t

R(�;m ); (18)

isused to reducethestatisticaluctuation,wherethem ean tim e,�(t;N )=

t+ (N � 1)=2. The values ofz25ave.= 1=(8R 25
ave.) is plotted in Fig.3. If

the form ofm (t)ist� �(a0 + a1=t+ a2=t
2 + � � �),RN

ave.(�;m (t))isthe form

of�+ d1=� + d2=�
2 + � � �. It is observed that the value ofz converges to

2:165� 0:005 assum ing thatthe correction to the asym ptotic sim ple-power

law isanalytic,which isconsistentwith ourdata.

The estim ates forz using the least-square �tting analysis are shown in

Fig.4. The function ofthe form oflogm (t) = a � blogt is �tted to the

successive�fty valuesofm agnetization,thatis,m (t),m (t+ 1),� � � m (t+ 48)

and m (t+ 49). The valuesofz50
�tting

= 8=b are plotted. In the large tim e

lim it,thevalueofzestim ated from thisFig.4isconsistentwiththeestim ated

z= 2:165� 0:005 from theratio analysis.

There are m any theoreticalstudieson thisvalue ofz[25,26,27,28,29].

The estim ates for the two-dim ensional Ising m odelare listed in Table 3

and they are plotted in Fig.6. Itis observed thatthe sim ulationalvalues

which includestheestim atesobtained by tem perature dependence analysis,

�nite-sizescalinganalysis,M onteCarlorenorm alization group analysis,non-

equilibrium relaxation analysisand otheranalysisofthesim ulationalresults

areconverging.

Above analysis assum es the form ofthe function m (t) to be a sim ple

power-law with sim plecorrection term sand theresultsm ighthaveunknown

system aticerrorcaused by thisassum ption.Thereforethenaiveerrorregion

m ightbe underestim ated and an overestim ated errorregion willbe saferas

ourpresentconclusion.So weadoptz = 2:165� 0:010 asourconclusion.

Thereisaroom forthequalitatively di�erentassum ption forthecritical-

slowing down phenom ena from above-m entioned sim ple power law. For

exam ple,a behavior with logarithm ic correction to the naive di�usive be-

havior, z = 2, was proposed[65]. Assum ing m (t) to be t� �=z�(logt)� c,

where �=z� = 1=16,the valuesoft1=16m (t)isplotted in Fig.5. The value

ofc is roughtly estim ated to be 0:04 from the tangent ofthe plot about

t= 200 � 400(logt= 5:3 � 6:0),although the convex curvature seem s to

rem ain.
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2.3 In the ordered phase

The sim ulations listed in Table 4 are m ade. Each run started from allup

initialcon�guration. In the previoussection,we observed thatthe value of

them agnetization ofL = 1500latticeup to400M CS atthecriticalpointcan

beregarded asvaluesin thetherm odynam icslim itwith thepresentaccuracy.

Now thesim ulation ism adeato�-criticaltem peraturein theordered phase

and them axim um M onteCarlostep isup to90or35.Sotheresultscan also

be regarded as the values in the therm odynam ics lim it within the present

accuracy.

The estim ated valuesofm agnetization are plotted in Fig.7. The exact

solution ofthespontaneousm agnetization,

m s = [1�
1

sinh4(2K )
]1=8; (19)

isused.Theasym ptoticslopesofthesecurvescorrespond to thevalueof�.

Att= 0 where m = 1,the valuesofln[� ln(m � m s)]are 0:647,0:819,

0:943 and 1:041 forK = 0:47,0:49,0:51 and 0:53,respectively,and these

values correspond to lnt = �1 . Therefore the tangents ofthe curves in

Fig.7 approach the�nalvaluefrom sm allersideand thecurvesareconcave.

The value of� observed from the Fig.7 isclearly largerthan 1=3. The

resultsforK = 0:51and 0:53areconsistentwith �= 1=2.ForK = 0:47and

0:49,thecurved do notreach �= 1=2behavioryet,butthe�naltangentare

already largerthan 1=3 which isobserved in Fig.8.

W e cannot exclude the possibility that the curves continue to becom e

steeperforlongertim e and �nally the sim ple exponentialdecay(�= 1)ap-

pears. W e can conclude that the conjecture � = 1=3 is not true for the

non-equilibrium relaxation ofthis m odelin the presently studied tim e re-

gion.

3 T hree-dim ensionalIsing m odel

The interface energy ofthe three-dim ensionalIsing m odelisstudied in this

section.
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3.1 M onte C arlo sim ulation

The interfaceenergy isestim ated by thedi�erence oftheenergy in thesys-

tem s with and without a interface. In this study,the di�erent boundary

conditions are used to realize the constraint for the interface. One lattice

hasperiodicboundary conditionsforallofthex,y and z directions.In this

case,the con�guration without interface is dom inant because the present

sim ulation isstarted from allup initialcon�guration and wetakelatticesize

to in�nity at�xed t.Theotherlatticehasanti-periodicboundary condition

in thez direction and periodictothex and y direction.Thism eansthatthe

latticeispasted into toruswith anti-ferrom agneticbond with coupling con-

stant�K (< 0)forz direction. In thiscase,a single interface con�guration

isdom inantbecause the all-up initialcon�guration hasone interface in the

caseoftheanti-periodiclattice.

Thelatticesizeisspeci�ed by twointegers,L and H ,in thefollowing.W e

usethebox ofcubiclatticeofthesizeofL � L � H forx,y and z directions.

Odd L and even H areused forthepurpose ofvectorizing theM onte Carlo

dynam ics.

Thetotalenergiesofperiodicand antiperiodiclatticesaredenoted by E p

and E ap.Theinterfaceenergy perunitarea denoted by �s isde�ned by

�s(K ;L;H )= (E ap � E p)=L
2
: (20)

In thetherm odynam iclim it,thecriticalbehaviorofthisinterfaceenergy

isexpected to be

�s(K )� �s(K ;L = 1 ;H = 1 )=
2��0

K
(1�

K c

K
)2�� 1; (21)

where�0 denotesthecriticalam plitudeofthesurfacetension and thefactor

1=K is added instead of1=K c because it gives a better description ofthe

presentresultsand thecriticalbehaviorisessentially thesam e.

The sim ulations listed in Table 5 were m ade on M ONTE-4 ofJAERI

and NEC SX3/11 ofK�oln University. In each sim ulation 64 independent

sim ulations were run sim ultaneously using the independent-system coding

technique[20,21,22]and the recycle algorithm forthe random num ber[23].

Halfofthese 64 system shave the periodic boundary condition and the rest

havetheanti-periodicboundarycondition.Allthesim ulationsherearem ade

in theordered phaseabovethesurfaceroughening tem perature.Thetriplet
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(A,B ,C)in the M CS colum n ofTable 5 denotesthe length ofthe sim ula-

tion and the energy m easurem enttim ing. From all-up initialcon�guration,

A M CS are m ade without energy calculation. The value ofA is selected

to be twenty orm ore tim es largerthan the correlation tim e ofthe energy.

Then the energy is calculated C tim es in every B M CS and one estim ate

ofthe interface energy iscalculated using the estim atesofthe energy of64

system s.Theseoperationsarerepeated �vetim esindependently.If�verun

can bem adewithin theCPU tim elim itofonebatch job,theinitialization of

thecon�guration isnotm adeforevery run butthelastcon�guration ofthe

previousrun isused asthenextinitialcon�guration.Theobtained �veesti-

m atesofthe interface energy are used to estim ate the average,�s(K ;L;H ),

and itserror.

3.2 Finite size e�ect

For a �xed L,the interface energy willbe independent ofthe height H if

H islargerthan theinterfacethicknesswhich isknown to increaseaslogL,

as far as there is no interface in the periodic lattice and there is only one

interface in the anti-periodic lattice. Fig.9 showsthe H dependence ofthe

estim atesof�s(K ;L;H ).Itisobserved that�s(K ;L;H )isindependentofH

ifH isnotvery sm all. The horizontalsolid line and the broken linesshow

the estim ate of�s(K ;L)� �s(K ;L;H = 1 )and its1� errorregion,which

isestim ated from thedata H � 20,thatis,allthedata excepttwo sm allH

pointsshown in the�gure.

Forevery L atevery K ,latticeswith severalH arem ade.Thevaluesof

theinterfaceenergywereestim ated from theestim atesfortheH -independent

region.Theregion ofH used forthisprocedureisgiven in Table6 with the

valuesof�s.

Now the extrapolation to L ! 1 hasto be m ade. The �nite size cor-

rection to �s(K )isexpected to betheorderof1=L2 from thecapillary wave

contribution,thatis,

�s(K ;L)= �s(K ;L = 1 )+
a

L2
; (22)

up tothe�rstordercorrection.Thevaluesoftheinterfaceenergyin thether-

m odynam ic lim it �s(K )= �s(K ;L = 1 )are estim ated from the estim ates

of�s(K ;L)with this size dependence. This 1=L2 correction is appropriate

10



to ourresults. One exam ple ofthisextrapolation isshown in Fig.10. The

estim ated valuesof�s(K )arealso given in Table6.

3.3 C riticalbehavior

Thecriticalexponent�and thecriticalam plitude�0 areestim ated from our

estim atesof�s.Thepresentestim atesof�s areplotted in Fig.11.

ThevalueofthecriticalpointK c hasbeen estim ated by severalm ethods

and usuallyisin theregion0:22165� 0:22166[82]and thisaccuracyisenough

precise for the present analysis. So K c = 0:221657[83,84]is used for the

presentanalysis.

Thetangentoftheconsecutivetwo pointsin Fig.11areshown in Fig.12

and the value of2�� 1 at K = K c is estim ated to be 0:250(5) from this

�gure. This m eans that the estim ate of� is 0:6250� 0:0025. This values

of� is consistent with the result ofa recent M onte Carlo renorm alization

study[82].Thepreviousestim atesof� arealso cited in Ref.[82].

Thevalueof�0 isestim ated from Fig.13 which showsthevaluesof

�0(�)= �s(K )�
K

2�
(1�

K c

K
)1� 2�; (23)

from ourestim atesof�s(K )forseveralvaluesof�.From this�gureandabove

estim ateof�,weestim atethatthevalueof�0 is1:42� 0:04.Theestim ates

in thepreviousworksareshown in Table7 and arem ostly con�rm ed by our

m oreaccuratedata.

4 Sum m ary

First the non-equilibrium relaxation ofthe two-dim ensionalferrom agnetic

Ising m odelwasstudied. The criticalrelaxation exponentz wasestim ated

to be2:165� 0:010.Thisvalueissm allerthan therecentotherestim ations

forthisvalue from the sam e non-equilibrium relaxation m ethod by M �unkel

et al[6]and from the high-tem perature expansion study by Dam m an and

Reger[79]. Butthe upward behaviorofthe two-dim ensionaldata shown in

Fig.1 ofRef.[6]can be interpreted asa sam ple uctuation and thism ight

cause a overestim ation. The coe�cientsofthe high-tem perature expansion

given in Ref.[79]were reanalyzed by Adler[81]and an estim ate consistent
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with thepresentresultwasreported.The relaxation processin theordered

phase isstretched exponential. The exponentislargerthan 1=3[9]and itis

consistentwith 1=2[8].

Secondly the criticalexponent � and the criticalam plitude �0 are esti-

m ated tobe0:6250� 0:0025and 1:42� 0:04,respectively.Thefullyvectorized

sim ulation with single spin updating dynam icscan e�ciently study the in-

terface.W hen we used only about20 hoursofNEC SX3/11,the data were

asaccurateasthoseofRef.[17]from 103 work station hours.

Finally the new M onte Carlo renorm alization group m ethod produced

reasonableestim ateof�=� with a quitesm allscalesim ulation.

Thetotalnum berofupdated spinsare3:19� 1015.
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A ppendix A

A new M onte Carlo renorm alization group m ethod is applied to the esti-

m ation of�=� value ofthe three-dim ensionalIsing m odel. The value of

the m agnetization ofthe scale transform ed con�guration with scale l= 2

m ajority-rule real-space scale transform ation isestim ated. A 2563 lattice is

sim ulated up to 20000M CS from all-up initialcon�guraion with an appro-

priateM onteCarlo dynam ics.Totally 45 independentsim ulationsarem ade

and thereforethetotalnum beroftheupdated spin is1:51� 1013.

Following theeq.(5),thevaluesof�(n;t)de�ned by

�(n;t)=
log[M (n � 1;t)=M (n;t)]

logl
(24)

are studied. This �(n) is expected to be d � �=�,where d is the lattice

dim ensionality,in thelim itoft! 1 ifthein�nitely largelatticeisstudied.

The behaviorofthe �(n;t)isshown in Fig.14. From this�gure,the value

of�(2;t= 1 )isestim ated to be2:4625(1).In table8,theestim ated values

of�(n) � �(n;t = 1 ) are shown for 256 3 and 10243 lattice. The 10243
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latticewassim ulated up to 5644 M CS foronesam pleand thenum berofthe

updated spin is6:06� 1012.

W hen weextrapolatetheseestim atesof�(n)areextrapolated to n ! 1

with

�(n)= �+ cl
� n!

; (25)

thevalueof�behavesasshown in Fig.15.Theestim atesforthe2563 lattice

given in Table8areused fortheextrapolation.From thepresentprelim inary

data,the value of! isestim ated to be 0:7(2)and the corresponding value

of� is 2:492(8). this m eans the value of�=� = 0:508(8). Ifthe estim ate

! = 0:80 � 0:85[82]is assum ed,� is estim ated to be 2:487 � 2:490 and

�=� = 0:513 � 0:510. Ifwe assum e ! = 1,� and �=� are 2:486 and 0:514,

respectively.

A ppendix B

Two routines of IS2DVP code which are speci�c to the two-dim ensional

Ising m odelareshown.BFL2DF generatestheBoltzm ann factortablesand

SU2DSK updatesthespin con�guration.

C**************************************************************

C IS2DVP: Monte Carlo simulation of two-dimensional Ising Model

C

C Boltzmann-factor table preparation routine

C METROPOLIS-TYPE TRANSITION PROBABILITY

C 1992.09.19. VERSION 1.00 BY NOBUYASU ITO

C

C TK(64) R*8 : Give a inverse temperature of 64 systems

C IX1(0:IRLST), IX2(0:IRLST) I*8 : The BFT is generated in them.

C IRLST is maxinum number of the random integer.

C**************************************************************

SUBROUTINE BFL2DF(TK,IX1,IX2,IRLST)

PARAMETER(IWIDTH=64)

DIMENSION TK(IWIDTH)

REAL*8 TK

DIMENSION IX1(0:IRLST),IX2(0:IRLST)

DIMENSION IK1(IWIDTH),IK2(IWIDTH),I2P(IWIDTH)

13



REAL*8 TNORM

C

TNORM=DFLOAT(IRLST)

DO 10 I=1,IWIDTH

IK1(I)=IDINT(TNORM*DEXP(-8.0D0*TK(I)))

IK2(I)=IDINT(TNORM*DEXP(-4.0D0*TK(I)))

10 CONTINUE

DO 30 I=1,IWIDTH

I2P(I)=ISHFT(1,(IWIDTH-I))

30 CONTINUE

DO 60 I=0,IRLST

IX1(I)=0

IX2(I)=0

60 CONTINUE

*VDIR NODEP

DO 50 I=1,IWIDTH

DO 40 J=0,IRLST

IXT1=0

IXT2=0

IF(J.LE.IK1(I))IXT1=I2P(I)

IF(J.LE.IK2(I))IXT2=I2P(I)

I2=IEOR(IXT1,IXT2)

I1=IAND(IXT1,IXT2)

IX2(J)=IOR(IX2(J),I2)

IX1(J)=IOR(IX1(J),I1)

40 CONTINUE

50 CONTINUE

RETURN

END

C**************************************************************

C IS2DVP: Monte Carlo simulation of two-dimensional Ising Model

C

C Spin configuration updating routine for

C ferromagnetic Ising model with Metropolis-type transition

C probabilities

C BFL2DF routine should be used for BFT preparation

14



C 1992.09.19. VERSION 1.00 BY NOBUYASU ITO

C

C ISTEP I*8 : number of Monte Carlo sweeps

C L1, L2 I*8: lattice size

C IS((-L1+1):(L1*(L2+1)) I*8: spin configuration

C IRD(L1*L2) I*8: work area

C IRLST I*8: Maxinum number of random integer

C IX1(0:IRLST), IX2(0:IRLST) I*8: Boltzmann factor tables(BFT)

C**************************************************************

SUBROUTINE SU2DSK(ISTEP,L1,L2,IS,IRD,IRLST,IX1,IX2)

DIMENSION IS((-L1+1):(L1*(L2+1)))

DIMENSION IRD(L1*L2)

DIMENSION IX1(0:IRLST),IX2(0:IRLST)

NSYS=L1*L2

LS=L1

DO 10 IMCS=1,ISTEP

CALL RNDO2I(NSYS,IRD)

IFIRST=1

*VDIR NODEP

40 DO 20 I=-LS+1,0

20 IS(I)=IS(I+NSYS)

*VDIR NODEP

DO 30 I=NSYS+1,NSYS+LS

30 IS(I)=IS(I-NSYS)

*VDIR NODEP

DO 50 IJ=IFIRST,NSYS,2

I0=IS(IJ)

I1=IS(IJ+1)

I2=IS(IJ-1)

I3=IS(IJ+L1)

K1=IEOR(I1,I2)

K2=IAND(I1,I2)

J2=IEOR(K1,I3)

K3=IAND(K1,I3)

J1=IOR(K2,K3)

J1=IEOR(I0,J1)

J2=IEOR(I0,J2)
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I4=IS(IJ-L1)

I4=IEOR(I4,I0)

IRT=IRD(IJ)

IX1T=IX1(IRT)

IX2T=IX2(IRT)

K2=IEOR(I4,IX2T)

K1T=IAND(I4,IX2T)

K1=IOR(K1T,IX1T)

ID=IOR(J1,K1)

K4=IAND(J2,K2)

ID=IOR(ID,K4)

IS(IJ)=IEOR(IS(IJ),ID)

50 CONTINUE

IF(IFIRST.EQ.1)THEN

IFIRST=2

GOTO 40

END IF

10 CONTINUE

RETURN

END
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Figure 1: The size-dependences ofm (t) at (a)t = 10,(b)100,(c)400 and

(d)500 areshown.

Figure 2:The estim ated valuesofm (t)forL = 1500 lattice up to 400M CS

areshown in logarithm icscale.They areregarded asthosein thetherm ody-

nam icslim itwithin thepresentaccuracy.

Figure 3: The value ofthe averaged localexponent z25ave.is shown. The

m agnetization obtained forL = 1500 latticeisused.

Figure4: Theestim atesofzfrom theleast-square�ttingareshown.�(t;50)

denotesthem ean tim eofthedata,thatis,t+ (50� 1)=2.

Figure5: Thevaluesofm (t)isplotted assum ing thelogarithm iccorrection.

Figure6: Theestim atesforz areplotted.Thepointsm arked with � and �

show sim ulationaland otherresults,respectively.Thehorizontalaxisshows

thepublication yearexcepttherecentpreprints.

Figure7: Thenon-equilibrium relaxationcurvesofm agnetizationareshown.

The pointm arked by �,�,4 and � correspond to K = 0:47,0:49,0:51 and

0:53,respectively. The tangentofthesold lineis�= 1=2.Those ofbroken

linesare�= 1=3(gentlerone)and 1(steeperone).

Figure8: The m agni�ed �gure ofthem agnetization atK=0.47.The solid

linehastheslopeof1/3.Itisobserved thattheexponent�isalready larger

than 1=3.

Figure 9: The height dependence ofthe interface energy is shown. The

estim atesof�s(K ;L;H )forL = 21 areplotted asan exam ple.

Figure10: TheL dependenceoftheinterfaceenergyisshown.Theestim ates

of�s(K ;L)atK = 0:24 areplotted asan exam ple.
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Figure 11: The criticalbehaviorofthe interface energy isshown. K �s(K )

isplotted versusK � K c in thelogarithm icscale.

Figure 12: The values ofthe exponent 2� � 1 from the consecutive two

pointsareshown.

Figure 13: The values of�0(�) are plotted. �,4 ,�,� and � show the

estim atesfor�= 0:6300,0:6275,0:6225 and 0:6200,respectively.

Figure 14: The behavior ofthe �(2;t)is shown. Every point denotes an

averaged valueof�(2;t)oversuccessive 1000 M CS.

Figure 15: The extrapolated valuesof�(n)to n ! 1 assum ing the value

of! areplotted.

m achine N job perform ance

U U+M

oneprocessorof 0 1:31 0:77

M ONTE-4 1 1:1� 1:2 0:6� 0:7

2 0:9� 1:0 0:5

3 0:7� 0:9 0:4� 0:5

SX3/11 � 1:05 0:63

Table 1: The perform ance ofthe sim ulation code,IS2DVP,isshown. The

sim ulation speed in thecaseof1501� 1500 latticeisshown.Theunitofthe

�gures is GUPS,that is,giga(109)update per second. The �gures in "U"

and "U+M "denotethespeed ofthespin updatingprocesuresonlyand ofthe

spin updatingprocesurewith m agnetization calculation in everyM onteCarlo

sweep.Thenum berN job in M ONTE-4 showsthenum berofconcurrentjobs

on otherprocessorsofM ONTE-4.Theconcurrentjobsarehighly vectorized

with dense m em ory access. Therefore the speed in N job � 1 case showsthe

worstcase.
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L N sam ple updated spins

1000 1:54� 105 7:69� 1013

1500 1:18� 106 1:33� 1015

2000 6:14� 104 1:23� 1014

3000 1:54� 104 6:91� 1013

Table 2: The sim ulations m ade forthe non-equilibrium criticalrelaxation

study are listed. N sam ple denotes the num ber ofindependent runs. The

sim ulation up to 500M CS ism adeforevery sam plefrom all-up initialcondi-

tion.
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year m ethod z reference

1968 1:75 [30]

1969 HTE 2:00� 0:05 [31]

1971 HTE 2 [32]

1972 RG 2:0 [33]

1973 M C 1:90� 0:10 [34]

1975 RG 1:82 [35]

1976 M C 2:30� 0:30 [36]

1976 HTE 2:125� 0:01 [37]

1976 M CRG 1:4� 0:4 [38]

1978 RG 2:2 [39]

1978 RG 2:19 [40]

1978 RG 1:7 [41]

1978 RG 1:67 [42]

1979 M C+FSS 2:0� 0:1 [43]

1979 RG 2:09 [44]

1979 RG 1:96 [45]

1979 RG 2:064(energy) [46]

1979 RG 1:819(m agnetization) [46]

1979 M CRG 1:85� 0:15 [47]

1980 TM +FSS 1:99 [48]

1980 RG 2:22 [49]

1980 RG 1:819 [50]

1980 RG 2:2 [51]

1980 RG 1:791 [52]

1981 M C 1:9 [53]

1981 M CRG 2:22� 0:13 [54]

1981 RG 2:126 [55]

1982 M C+NER 2:1 [56]

1982 M C+FSS 2:0 [57]

1982 M C 2:2� 0:1 [58]

1982 M CRG 2:23 [59]

1982 M CRG 2:08 [60]
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1983 M CRG 2:12 [61]

1983 RG 2:2 [62]

1984 RG,HTE 2:32 [63]

1984 M CRG+NER 2:14� 0:02 [64]

1984 2 [65]

1985 RG 1:73 [66]

1985 RG 1:856 [67]

1985 M C 2:2 [68]

1985 M CRG 2:13� 0:03 [69]

1986 Q2R 2:1� 0:1 [70]

1986 M CRG 2:19� 0:05 [71]

1987 M C+NER 2:16� 0:05 [72]

1987 M C+FSS 2:132� 0:008 [73]

1987 M C+FSS 2:17� 0:06 [74]

1988 Q2R 2:16 [75]

1988 M C 2:22 [75]

1988 M C+NER 2:076� 0:005 [76]

1990 HTE 2:34� 0:03 [77]

1992 M C+NER 2:2 [78]

1992 HTE 2:183� 0:005 [79]

1993 HTE 2:21� 0:005 [80]

1993 M C+NER 2:21� 0:03 [6]

1993 HTE 2:165� 0:015 [81]

1993 M C+NER 2:165� 0:010 presentstudy

Table3: Theestim atesofzarelisted.TheHTE,RG,M C,FSS and NER in

thistablearetheabbreviationsofhigh-tem peratureexpansion,renorm aliza-

tion group,M onte Carlo,�nite-size scaling and non-equilibrium relaxation,

respectively.
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K L Tm ax. N sam ple updated spins

0:47 1500 90 1:02� 106 2:07� 1014

0:49 2000 35 3:58� 105 5:02� 1013

0:51 2000 35 3:58� 105 5:02� 1013

0:53 2000 35 1:54� 105 2:15� 1013

Table4: Thesim ulationsm adefortherelaxation studyin theordered phase.

K and Tm ax.show the inverse tem perature and the M onte Carlo stepsfor

each run.
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L K H M CS

11 0:23,0:24,0:25 6,10,16,20,26,30 (1K,10,1K)

15 0:23,0:24,0:25 6,10,16,20,26,30,36,40,46 (1K,10,1K)

21 0:23,0:24,0:25 10,16,20,30,40,50,60 (2K,10,2K)

0:23 80,100,150,200,250,300,350,400 (2K,10,2K)

0:225,0:2275 50,74,100,124,150,174,200,250 (10K,102,1K)

25 0:23,0:24,0:25 10,20,30,40,50,60,70,80 (2K,10,1K)

31 0:23,0:24,0:25 10,20,30,40,50,60,70,80,90 (2K,20,1K)

0:235,0:245 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

0:225,0:2275 50,74,100,124,150 (10K,102,1K)

35 0:23,0:24,0:25 20,40,60,80,100,120 (2K,20,1K)

0:235,0:245 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

41 0:23,0:24,0:25 20,40,60,80,100,120 (2K,10,1K)

0:235,0:245 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

0:225,0:2275 100,124,150 (20K,200,1K)

45 0:235,0:245 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

51 0:23,0:24,0:25 26,50,76,100,126,150,176,200 (2K,10,2K)

0:235,0:245 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

0:225,0:2275 100,124,150 (20K,200,1K)

61 0:23,0:24,0:25 30,60,90,120,150,180,210 (2K,10,2K)

0:225,0:2275 100,124,150 (20K,200,500)

0:235,0:245 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

71 0:225,0:2275 100,124,150 (20K,200,500)

81 0:23,0:24,0:25 40,60,80,100,120 (2K,10,2K )

0:235,0:245 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

101 0:225 100 (20K,200,400)

0:225 124 (20K,200,300)

0:225 150 (20K,200,250)

0:23,0:24,0:25 50,60,70,80,90,100 (2K,10,2K)

151 0:23,0:24,0:25 50,60,70,80,90 (2K,10,2K)

171 0:23 50,70,90 (2K,10,2K)

Table 5: The sim ulations m ade for the interface study are listed. The

three num bersin M CS colum n show the M CS schedulesand theirm eaning

isexplained in thetext(1K = 1000).Totally 1:26� 1015 spinsareupdated.
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K L H N H �s

0:225 31 50{150 5 2:5592(32)

41 100{150 3 2:6342(56)

51 100{150 3 2:6741(32)

61 100{150 3 2:6977(43)

71 100{150 3 2:7036(39)

101 100{150 3 2:7234(25)

1 { { 2:74(1)

0:2275 21 50{250 8 2:8858(56)

31 50{150 5 2:9938(40)

41 100{150 3 3:0365(51)

51 100{150 3 3:0578(37)

61 100{150 3 3:0725(49)

71 100{150 3 3:0832(32)

1 { { 3:10(1)

0:23 11 16{30 4 2:7649(89)

15 16{46 7 3:0443(30)

21 30{400 12 3:1726(20)

25 30{80 6 3:2200(28)

31 30{90 7 3:2608(17)

35 40{120 5 3:2790(35)

41 40{120 5 3:2904(22)

51 76{200 6 3:3034(13)

61 60{150 4 3:3118(14)

81 40{120 5 3:32151(95)

101 50{100 6 3:32622(58)

119 50{80 4 3:32875(66)

151 50{90 5 3:33083(40)

171 50{90 3 3:33128(57)

1 { { 3:335(3)
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K L H N H �s

0:235 31 50{90 5 3:5859(17)

35 50{90 5 3:5939(11)

41 50{90 5 3:6029(18)

45 50{90 5 3:6073(13)

51 50{90 5 3:6132(14)

61 50{90 5 3:62088(83)

81 50{90 5 3:62346(67)

1 { { 3:630(5)

0:24 11 16{30 4 3:5778(22)

15 16{46 7 3:6852(34)

21 20{400 13 3:7447(14)

25 30{80 6 3:7616(26)

31 30{90 7 3:7829(19)

35 20{120 6 3:7875(15)

41 20{120 6 3:7943(13)

51 26{200 8 3:79888(24)

61 30{210 7 3:80299(95)

81 40{120 5 3:80849(81)

101 50{100 6 3:81055(57)

151 50{90 5 3:81181(32)

1 { { 3:813(2)
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K L H N H �s

0:245 31 50{90 5 3:9101(16)

35 50{90 5 3:9141(13)

41 50{90 5 3:9181(10)

45 50{90 5 3:9202(16)

51 50{90 5 3:92080(67)

61 50{90 5 3:92691(61)

81 50{90 5 3:92687(63)

1 { { 3:930(2)

0:25 11 16{30 4 3:8552(26)

15 16{46 7 3:9297(21)

21 20{400 13 3:96912(78)

25 20{80 7 3:9839(16)

31 30{90 7 3:9906(15)

35 20{120 6 3:9929(12)

41 20{120 6 4:0028(11)

51 26{200 8 4:00478(52)

61 30{210 7 4:00704(83)

81 40{120 5 4:00900(50)

101 50{100 6 4:01017(32)

151 50{90 5 4:01138(20)

1 { { 4:012(1)

Table6: Theestim ated valuesof�s forsom evaluesofK and L areshown.

Thecolum n H showstheheightregion overwhich theaverageiscalculated.

N H isthenum berofdi�erentH used in theaveraging operation.Thevalues

of�s in L = 1 denotes the estrapolated values of�s(K ;L)to L = 1 and

they aretheestim atesfortheinterfaceenergy in thetherm odynam icslim it.
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year �0 reference

1982 1:05� 0:05 [85]

1985 1:2� 0:1 [86]

1988 1:58� 0:05 [87]

1993 1:5� 0:1 [13]

1993 1:25� 1:68 [14]

1993 1:52� 0:05 [16]

1993 1:221� 1:492 [17]

1993 1:92� 0:15 [18]

1993 1:42� 0:04 presentstudy

Table7: Theestim atesof�0 areshown with theyearofpublication.

n �(n);2563 �(n);10243

2 2:4625(1) 2:4624(2)

3 2:4738(5) 2:4735(5)

4 2:481(1) 2:480(2)

5 2:485(3) 2:485(5)

Table 8: The estim ates of�(n)are shown. The estim ates from 2563 and

10243 latticecoincidewithin thepresentaccuracy oftheestim ation.
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