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Transfer-M atrix M onte C arlo Estim ates ofC riticalPoints in the Sim ple C ubic Ising,

Planar and H eisenberg M odels
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H.W .J.Bl�ote,
Faculty ofApplied Physics,DelftUniversity ofTechnology,P.O .Box 5046,2600 G A Delft,The Netherlands

The principle and the e�ciency ofthe M onte Carlo transfer-m atrix algorithm are discussed.

Enhancem entsofthisalgorithm areillustrated by applicationsto severalphasetransitionsin lattice

spin m odels.W e dem onstrate how the statisticalnoise can be reduced considerably by a sim ilarity

transform ation of the transfer m atrix using a variational estim ate of its leading eigenvector, in

analogy with a com m on practice in various quantum M onte Carlo techniques. Here we take the

two-dim ensionalcoupled X Y -Ising m odelas an exam ple. Furtherm ore,we calculate interface free

energies of�nite three-dim ensionalO (n) m odels,for the three cases n = 1,2 and 3. Application

of�nite-size scaling to the num ericalresults yields estim ates ofthe criticalpoints ofthese three

m odels.Thestatisticalprecision oftheestim atesissatisfactory forthem odestam ountofcom puter

tim e spent.

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

M any im portantproblem sin com putationalphysicsand chem istry can bereduced to thecom putation ofdom inant
eigenvalues of m atrices of high or in�nite order. Am ong the num erous exam ples of such m atrices are quantum
m echanicalHam iltoniansand transferm atrices.Thelatterwereintroduced in statisticalm echanicsby K ram ersand
W annier in 1941 to study the two-dim ensionalIsing m odel1,and ever since,im portant work on lattice m odels in
classicalstatisticalm echanichasbeen done with transferm atrices,producing both exactand num ericalresults.
Theanalogy ofthetim e-evolution operatorin quantum m echanicsand thetransferm atrix in statisticalm echanics

allows the two �elds to share num erous techniques. Speci�cally, a transfer m atrix T ofa statisticalm echanical
lattice system in d dim ensionsoften can be interpreted asthe evolution operatorin discrete,im aginary tim e tofa
quantum m echanicalanalog,asiswellknown. Thatis,T � exp(� tH );where H isthe ham iltonian ofa system in
d� 1 dim ensions,the quantum m echanicalanalog ofthe statisticalm echanicalsystem .From thispointofview,the
com putation ofthe partition function and ofthe ground-stateenergy are essentially the sam e problem s:�nding the
largesteigenvalueofT and ofexp(� tH ),respectively.
Thetransfer-m atrix M onteCarlo m ethod used in thispaperem ploysan algorithm assim pleasthedi�usion M onte

Carlo algorithm ,which wasdeveloped to com pute the dom inanteigenvalue ofthe evolution operatorexp(� tH ).In
contrastto di�usion M onteCarlo,transfer-m atrix M onteCarlo providesexacteigenvalues,subjectonly to statistical
noiseand asquali�ed below in Section II.M orespeci�cally,unliketransfer-m atrixM onteCarlo,di�usion M onteCarlo
su�ersfrom a system atic error,the tim e-step error,because ofthe necessity to em ploy an approxim ate,short-tim e
evolution operator.Sim ilarerrorsarealsofound in path-integralM onteCarloand,in general,in allapproachesbased
on the Trotterform ula2. An alternative,related approach,viz. G reen function M onte Carlo,used to com pute the
dom inanteigenvalueof(H � E )�1 ,whereE iscloseto theground stateenergy,doesnotsu�erfrom a tim e-step error,
and,from thatpointofview,G reen function M onteCarlo ism oreelegantthan di�usion M onte Carlo.However,the
G reen function M onteCarlo algorithm isconsiderably m orecom plicated,and enhancem entofthatalgorithm by the
variancereduction techniquesdiscussed below,hasitslim itations.
From an orthodox com plexity theory point ofview,exactnum ericaltransfer-m atrix com putations for lattices in

m orethan onedim ension areintractable,sincetheorderoftransferm atricesgrowsexponentially with thenum berof
latticesitesin atransferslice.Standard M onteCarlom ethodsin statisticalm echanics,on theotherhand,statistically
sam ple the Boltzm ann distribution,typically em ploying som e variant ofthe M etropolis algorithm . O ne can argue
thatM onte Carlo m ethods are ofpolynom ialcom plexity in the system size,atleastforcertain im portantphysical
observables.Thisraisesthe question ofthe ultim ate utility ofthetransferm atrix forcom putationalpurposes.
In m any cases,one is interested in the behavior ofsystem s in the therm odynam ic lim it. For criticalsystem s

in particular,one has to rely on �nite-size scaling and extrapolation m ethods to extract the relevant inform ation
from the com putations. The transfer-m atrix m ethod hasadvantagesin both respects. Firstly,one can com pute the
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spectrum ofthe transfer-m atrix m ethod virtually to m achine precision,which perm itsextrapolation withoutserious
lossofnum ericalaccuracy.Secondly,a largebody ofnum ericalevidence suggeststhatthe transfer-m atrix spectrum
has weaker corrections-to-scaling than quantities com m only com puted by standard M onte Carlo. Clearly,also the
transfer-m atrix M onte Carlo m ethod takes advantage ofthe weakness ofthe corrections-to-scaling. Unfortunately,
statisticalnoise is introduced,but this can be substantially reduced by the use ofoptim ized trialeigenvectors,by
virtue ofwhich the M onte Carlo process is in e�ect only used to com pute corrections to an already sophisticated
approxim ation.
Ifone could neglectthe correlationsintroduced by the re-weighting step ofthe transfer-m atrix M onte Carlo algo-

rithm [seethesplit/join steps(2a)and (2b)in thealgorithm given in Section II]and ifonecould ignoretheresulting
lossofe�ciency ofthe transfer-m atrix M onte Carlo algorithm ,thism ethod would be a solution to the exponential
growth problem m entioned above3. In addition,transfer-m atrix M onte Carlo would be com pletely free ofcritical
slowing down,since the correlation tim e ofthe algorithm is equalto the correlation length ofthe slicesused in the
de�nition ofthe transferm atrix. Again,the use ofoptim ized trialeigenvectorscan serve to reduce the detrim ental
e�ectofthe m ultiplicativere-weighting.
AnotherfeatureoftheM onteCarlo transferm atrix,which can contributeto a reduction ofthecorrelation tim eof

thestochasticprocess,isthatm ovesaree�ectively m adeatsurfacesites.Thism akesitm uch easierto overcom ethe
barrierssom e system s presentto standard M onte Carlo algorithm s. An exam ple ofsuch a system is the X Y -Ising
m odeldiscussed in Ref.4.
The layout ofthis paper is as follows. In Section II we review the basic M onte Carlo algorithm to determ ine

transfer-m atrix eigenvalues by m eans ofa statisticalim plem entation ofthe power m ethod. Apart from relatively
m inordetails,thealgorithm given in Section IIisthesam eastheonediscussed in Refs.5,6,7.Section IIIdescribes
the sim ilarity transform ation ofthe transferm atrix,which leadsto a pronounced decreaseofthe statisticalerrorsof
theM onteCarloprocess.Section IIIin particulardescribesin detailtheconstruction ofavariationalapproxim ation of
theeigenstateassociated with thelargesteigenvalue.Thisapproxim ateeigenstateyieldsthesim ilarity transform ation
used to reduce the statisticalerrorsofthe algorithm . Detailsofthe speed-up ofthe algorithm are presented atthe
end ofSection III a coupled X Y -Ising m odelin two dim ensions. Finally,Section IV contains applications ofthe
transfer-m atrix M onte Carlo m ethod to three-dim ensionalO (n)m odelsforn = 1,2 and 3. Prelim inary discussions
ofthe the work discussed in SectionsIIIand IV werepublished elsewhere6;4.

II.M O N T E C A R LO IM P LEM EN TA T IO N O F T H E P O W ER M ET H O D

Consideran operatorT ofwhich we wantto com pute the dom inanteigenvalue. LetT be represented by m atrix
elem entshRjT jSi= TR S,wherejRiand jSiarebasisstatesofthephysicalsystem underconsideration.Thesestates
willbetreated hereasdiscrete.ForM onteCarlo calculations,thedistinction between continuousand discretestates
isa m inortechnicality;in thediscussion below,generalization to thecontinuouscasefollowsim m ediately by replacing
the appropriatesum sby integralsand replacing K roneckerby Dirac�-functions.
Perhapsthe sim plestway to calculatethe dom inanteigenvalueofa m atrix orintegralkernelisthe powerm ethod.

Thatis,choosean arbitrary initialstate ju(0)iand com puteiteratively:

ju(t+ 1)i=
1

ct+ 1
T ju(t)i; (1)

wherect+ 1 isa constantchosen so thatju(t+ 1)iisnorm alized orin som eotherconvenientstandard form .Fort! 1 ,
the constantsct approxim ate the dom inanteigenvalue �0 ofT and the vectorsju(t)iconvergeto the corresponding
eigenvector.
To im plem entEq.(1)by M onteCarlo,ju(t)iisrepresented by a sequenceofN t walkers.Each ofthesewalkersisa

pair(R �;w�);� = 1;:::;N t.ThevariableR � ofa walkerrepresentsa possiblecon�guration ofthesystem described
by T ,and w� representsitsstatisticalweight.The latterquantity issubjectto the condition wl< w� < wu,where
wl and wu are boundsintroduced so asto keep allweightsw� ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude,which im provesthe
e�ciency ofthe algorithm .Thissequenceofwalkersrepresentsa (sparse)vectorwith com ponents

u
(t)

R
=

N tX

�= 1

w��R ;R �
; (2)

where � is the usualK ronecker�-function. The underscore is used to indicate that the u(t)
R

represent a stochastic
vectorju(t)i.A stochastic processwillbe de�ned presently with transition probabilitiessuch thatct+ 1ju(t+ 1)ihasa
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conditionalexpectation value equalto T ju(t)iforany given sequence ofwalkersrepresenting ju(t)i. In practice,one
hasto averageoverthestationary stateofa stochasticprocessin which theconstantsct aredeterm ined on the
y,so
thatct+ 1 and ju(t+ 1)iare correlated. Asa consequence,there isno guarantee thatthe stationary state expectation
value ofju(t)i is precisely an eigenstate ofT ,atleast not for �nite N t. The sam e m athem aticalproblem occurs if
onetakesthetim e-averageofEq.(1)in thepresenceofnoisecorrelated to thect.Theresulting bias8;9 hasalso been
discussed in the contextofdi�usion M onteCarlo7.
To de�ne the stochasticprocess,Eq.(1)isrewritten as

u
(t+ 1)

R
=

1

ct+ 1

X

S

PR SD Su
(t)
S; (3)

where

D S =
X

R

TR S and PR S = TR S=D S: (4)

Eq.(3)describesaprocessrepresented by aM onteCarlorun which,in addition toafew initialequilibration sweeps,
consistsofa tim eseriesofa littleoverM 0 sweepsoverallwalkersattim eslabeled by t= :::;0;1;:::;M 0.Thesweep
at tim e tconsists oftwo steps designed to perform stochastically the m atrix m ultiplications in Eq.(3). Following
Nightingale and Bl�ote9,the processis de�ned by the following steps,which transform the generation ofwalkersat
tim etinto thethegeneration attim et+ 1.Variablespertaining to tim estand t+ 1 willbedenoted respectively by
unprim ed and prim ed sym bols.

1.Update the old walker (S�;w�) to yield a tem porary walker(S0�;w
0

�) according to the transition probability
PS 0

�
S�
,wherew 0

� = D S�
w�=c

0,for� = 1;:::;N t.Thenextstep can changethenum berofwalkers.To m aintain

theirnum bercloseto a targetnum ber,say N 0,choosec0= �̂0(N t=N 0)1=s,where �̂0 isa running estim ateofthe
eigenvalue�0 to be calculated,wheres� 1 (see below).

2.From the tem porary walkersconstructthe new generation ofwalkersasfollows:

(a) Spliteach walker(S0;w 0)forwhich w 0 > bu into two walkers(S0;12w
0). The choice bu = 2 isa reasonable

one.

(b) Join pairs (R 0

�;w
0

�) and (R 0

�
;w 0

�
) with w 0

� < bl and w 0

�
< bl to produce a single walker(R 0


;w
0

� + w 0

�
),

whereR 0


 = R 0

� orR 0


 = S0� with relativeprobabilitiesw 0

� and w 0

�.W e chosebl= 1=2.

(c) Any tem porary walkerleftsinglein step (2b),orforwhich bl< w 0

� < bu,becom esa perm anentm em berof
the new generation ofwalkers.

The algorithm described abovewasconstructed so thatforany given realization ofju(t)i,the expectation valueof
ct+ 1ju

(t+ 1)i,in accordancewith Eq.(1),satis�es

E
�

ct+ 1ju
(t+ 1)i

�

= T ju(t)i; (5)

whereE(� )denotestheconditionalaverageoverthetransitionsde�ned bytheabovestochasticprocess.M oregenerally
by p-fold iteration one �nds5:

E

 "
pY

b= 1

ct+ b

#

ju(t+ p)i

!

= T
pju(t)i; (6)

The stationary state averageofju(t)iisclose to the dom inanteigenvectorofT ,but,asm entioned above,ithasa
system aticbiaswhen the num berN t ofwalkersis�nite.Forincreasing p,com ponentsofnon-dom inanteigenvectors
can be projected out and thus the bias is reduced,in principle. Unfortunately,the variance ofthe corresponding
estim atorsincreasesastheirbiasdecreases.The readerisreferred to Refs.8,5,6,3 fora m ore detailed discussions
ofthisproblem .Su�ceitto m ention here,�rstly,thats isthe expected num beroftim e stepsittakesto restorethe
num berofwalkersto itstargetvalue N 0 and,secondly,thatstrong population control(s = 1)tendsto introduce a
strongerbiasthan weakercontrol(s> 1)10.
W ith Eq.(6)one constructsan estim ator5 ofthe dom inanteigenvectorju(1 )iofthe m atrix T :

ĵu(p)i=
1

M 0

M 0X

t= 1

 
p�1Y

b= 0

ct�b

!

ju(t)i: (7)
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M ore practically,suppose that h T jis an approxim ate leading eigenbra h T jofT ,and that O is an arbitrary
operator.The m ixed expectation valueofO can be approxim ated as

h T jO ju
(1 )i

h T ju
(1 )i

�
h T jO ĵu

(p)i

h T ĵu
(p)i

: (8)

An im portantspecialcase isobtained by choosing in thisexpression O = T and h T jRi= 1 forallR.The latter
corresponds to the in�nite-tem perature approxim ation for the trialstate and in that case,Eq.(8) reduces to an
estim atorforthe dom inanteigenvalueofT :

�0 �

P M 0

t= 1
(
Q p

b= 0
ct�b )W (t)

P M 0

t= 1

�Q p�1

b= 0
ct�b

�

W (t�1)

; (9)

where

W t = h T ju
(t)i=

ntX

�= 1

w
(t)
� : (10)

Forthe abovespecialchoiceofthetrialbra h T j,Eq.(8)becom estheexpression forthe surfaceexpectation value
ofO in thegeom etry shown on therightin Fig.1.Although wehaveused thetransfer-m atrix algorithm only forthe
com putation ofthe dom inanteigenvalueofthe transferm atrix forthe applicationsdiscussed in thispaper,itshould
bem entioned forcom pletenessthatonecan also com putebulk expectation values,atleastasym ptotically,asfollows.
O necan representtheK ram ers-W anniertransferm atrix by thegraph shown in Fig.2.a.Thism atrix transfersfrom

an old slice to a new one,with slicesrepresented respectively by sm allfulland largeopen circles.The processadds
only onenew site:theopen circlelabeled 1.O nesite,thesm allclosed circlelabeled L,isaboutto disappearinto the
bulk.Coincidencesofboth typesofcirclesrepresentK ronecker-� functionsin the transferm atrix [seeEq.(13)].The
solid linesstand forinteractionsadded in onetransferoperation.O necan de�neatransferm atrix with extended slices
consisting ofm ofthe original,m inim alslices. The dom inanteigenvectorofthisextended transferm atrix issim ply
the originaleigenvector m ultiplied by the Boltzm ann weight associated with the portion ofthe lattice containing
variablesthathavenotyetbeen sum m ed over.Eq.(8),used with any operatorin which occuronly variablesofslice
m ,becom esa bulk expectation valueform ! 1 .Theim plem entation ofthisconceptiscalled forward walkingin the
contextofquantum M onteCarlo11;12,and thisonly requiresextending thewalkersso thattheirstatescorrespond to
theextended slicesintroduced above.Thisincreasesthem em ory requirem entsand thecostofsplitting a walker,but
otherwisethe e�ciency ofthe algorithm isnota�ected.

III.VA R IA N C E R ED U C T IO N (IM P O R TA N C E SA M P LIN G ) A N D T R IA L V EC T O R S

In principle,ifh T jequals an exact eigenbra ofthe operator O in equation Eq.(8),the right-hand side ofthe
expression isa zero-varianceestim ator.In general,no exacteigenvectorsareknown,buteven an approxim ation m ay
yield a substantialreduction ofstatisticalnoise. A m ore e�cient well-known 13 way to exploit an approxim ate left
eigenbra h T jto reducevarianceworksby application ofthem ethod described aboveto a sim ilarity transform ofthe
originaloperatorT .Thistransform ation isde�ned by:

~T = IT I
�1
; (11)

whereIisdiagonalin the con�guration presentation,and isde�ned as

I=
X

R

jRih T jRihRj: (12)

Ideally,h T jwould equalthe exactdom inanteigenbra ofT .In thatcase,the stochasticprocessde�ned asabove,
butwith T replaced by ~T ,would becom e optim ally e�cientand in factwould lack criticalslowing down. Forsuch
an idealprocess ~D ,de�ned asin Eq.(4)asa function of ~T ,would be a constanttim esthe unitm atrix.The walker
weightswould no longer
uctuate so thatbirth and death processwould no longeroccur.The walkerswould evolve
into a statistically independent ensem ble. The estim ator given in Eq.(8),appropriately transform ed,would have
zero variance. The transform ed bra h~ T j= h T jI

�1 would have allelem ents equalto unity in the con�guration
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representation. In otherwords,~T would be represented by a stochastic m atrix,which would elim inate re-weighting
ofwalkersand the concom itantsplit/join step in the algorithm .
In the absence ofexacteigenbras,approxim ationsm ay be obtained by variationalm ethods. The variationalex-

pression forthe leading eigenbra h T jcan conveniently be castin the form ofan e�ective surface Ham iltonian with
pair interactions between nearest neighbors,next-nearest neighbors,and so on. These interactions are treated as
variationalparam etersand can be determ ined from an analysisofthe walkerpopulation14.
Since generalization to higher dim ensions and m odels with di�erent m icroscopic variables is straightforward,it

willsu�ce to consider the K ram ers-W annier transfer m atrix for the two-dim ensionalIsing m odelto explain the
construction oftrialvectorsused in the applicationsdiscussed in Section IV.
Forasim plequadraticlatticeofM sites,wrapped on acylinderwith acircum ferenceofL spinsand helicalboundary

conditions,the transferm atrix forthe Ising m odelis

TS;R = eK (s1r1+ s1rL )

j�1Y

i= 1

�si;ri+ 1
; (13)

with S = (s1;s2;:::;sL )and R = (r1;r2;:::;rL ),where the si = � 1 and ri� 1.The conditionalpartition function
ofthe lattice ofM sites,subjectto the restriction thatthe spinson the left-hand edge are in state R,asillustrated
in Figure1,isdenoted ZM (R).O nehas

ZM + 1(S)=
X

R

TS;R ZM (R): (14)

O bviously,forM ! 1 therestricted sum sZM (R)areproportionalto thecom ponentsu(1 )

R
ofthedom inantright

eigenvectorofthe transferm atrix.The eigenvectorisrepresented by the graph on the rightin Figure 1.Fullcircles
indicatespinsthathavebeen sum m ed over,whilethe�xed surfacespinsarerepresented by theopen circles;each bond
representsa factorexp(K sisj).The lefteigenvector,which isthe one thathasto be approxim ated by an optim ized
trialvector,isrepresented by the graph on the left. In passing,we m ention the following relation between leftand
righteigenvectors,which followsby inspection ofthe graphs:

hu(1 )jSi=
L �1Y

i= 1

eK sisi+ 1hU (S)ju(1 )i; (15)

whereU isthe re
ection operator:U (S)= (sL ;sL �1 ;:::;s1).
A sim ilarity transform ation ofthe transfer m atrix T can be introduced by dividing up the interaction energies

between the colum nsdi�erently.Thatis,h isintroduced by writing

TS;R � eh(S;R ): (16)

A transform ation h ! ~h isde�ned by

~h(S;R)= g(S)+ h(S;R)� g(R); (17)

~TS;R =  ̂T (S)TS;R = ̂T (R); (18)

 ̂T (S)= eg(S): (19)

Forpurposesofvariancereduction,versatiletrialvectorsthatcapturesom eoftheessentialphysicswithoutseriously
slowing down com putations,can be chosen ofthe following form

 ̂T (S)= e
P

�

i;j
K ijsisj

; (20)

a form rem iniscentoftheJastrow functionsused forquantum m any-body system s.Theasterisk in thesum overpairs
indicatesthatthe K ij aretruncated fordistancesgreaterthan a coupleoflatticespacings.
The couplings K ij in Eq.(20) are variationalparam eters. They can be determ ined e�ciently with the M onte

Carlo schem eintroduced by Um rigar,W ilson and W ilkins14,i.e.,by m inim ization ofthevarianceof ~D (S),wherethe
varianceisapproxim ated by a weighted sum overthe statesofthe walkersofonegeneration,during theinitialstage
ofthe M onte Carlo run. Thisprocedure ise�cientand stable aslong asthe K ij are truncated with care,in which
caseitisperfectly feasibleto useasm any as50 to 100 di�erentparam eters.
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FIG .1. Illustration ofleftand righteigenvectors ofthe transferm atrix.
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FIG .2. Illustration ofthe calculation ofcorrelation functionsinvolving spinsin the bulk below the surface layer.Site labelsbefore the

addition ofthe new spin (open circle)appear to the right,and the new labelsto the leftofa lattice point.

6



Them agnitudeoftheK ij isexpected to increasewith thestrength ofthecorrelationsbetween surfacespins.Since
allcorrelationsbetween surfacespinsforthelefteigenvectorhaveto bepropagated through thelatticeon theleft,as
illustrated in Figure1,one expectsthatforhigh tem peratures,i.e.,sm allK ,

K ij / K
dij; (21)

where dij is the length ofthe shortest path along edges connected by bonds between sites iand j. By inspection
ofthe graph in Figure 1,we thereforeexpectthe following partialordering in decreasing strength ofinteraction and
increasing dij

d1L = 2;
d12 = d23 = :::= dL �1;L = d1;L �1 = 3;
d13 = d24 = :::= dL �2;L = d1;L �2 = 4
d14 = d25 = :::= dL �3;L = d1;L �3 = d2;L = 5
...

9
>>>>=

>>>>;

(22)

Itisim portantto note thatifK ij = K i+ 1;j+ 1 the corresponding factorscancelin the transform ed transferm atrix
~T for2 � i� L � 2,sincesi = ti+ 1 fornon-vanishing transfer-m atrix elem ents.Forreasonsofe�ciency itistherefore
advantageousto havethisequality satis�ed asoften aspossible.Unfortunately,helicalboundary conditionsintroduce
a step which destroystranslation sym m etry on the surface and rendersthe partialordering in Eq.(22)insu�cient.
Forexam ple,sites1 and 2 are m ore strongly correlated than 2 and 3,and correlationskeep decreasing through pair
(L � 1;L).Consequently,K 12 > K 23 > :::> K L �1;L .
In practice,thedi�erencesbetween theK ij with dij = 3 arefrequently greaterthan thehigher-orderK ij.Then,it

isnecessary to treatK 12 and K 23 asdi�erentparam etersofthe trialvector.An e�cientcom prom iseisto treatK ij

in which site 1 orL participate asdi�erent. The sam e appliesto allK ij forwhich the shortestpath between iand
j straddlesthe step on the surface. To sum m arize,we distinguish di�erenttypesofpairsofsites(i;j)both on the
basisofthe distance dij and to som e extenton the location ofthe pair,enforcing asm uch translation invariance as
possible.
Clearly,noneoftheabovedependsonly on latticegeom etry ortheIsing natureofthevariables.In general,only a

m ethod isrequired to generatelistsoflatticesitesseparated by variousdistancesdij.Thesecan beconstructed with
sim plegraph theoretictoolssuch asincidencem atrices,which m akesitpossibleto dealwith di�erentdim ensionsand
lattice typesin an identicalfashion oncethe pertinentincidence m atrix hasbeen de�ned.
Toillustratethee�ciency and 
exibility ofthistechniqueforconstructingtrialvectors,weusetheX Y -Isingm odel.

Itconsistsofcoupled Ising and planarrotatordegreesoffreedom on a sim ple quadratic lattice.O n each lattice site
therearetwo variables:si� 1 and ni,a two-com ponentunitvector.Thereduced Ham iltonian | divided by � kB T|
isgiven by

H =
X

(i;j)

(A ni� nj + B ni� njsisj + C sisj): (23)

W e considerthe specialcase A = B and only from the pointofview ofthe perform ance oftransfer-m atrix M onte
Carlo algorithm . For a discussion ofthe physics ofthis m odelthe reader is referred to Ref.4. The trialvectors
discussed aboveforthe Ising m odelhavean im m ediate generalization:

 T = exp

0

@

�X

i;j

(A i;jni� nj + B i;jni� njsisj + Ci;jsisj)

1

A : (24)

Thetruncation schem eintroduced abovefortheIsingm odelispurelygeom etrical,and thereforecarriesoverwithout
changesto the X Y -Ising m odel.Itshould,however,be noted thatthere arem odelsand choicesoftransferm atrices
to which the aboveschem eisnotapplicable.Ref.15 containsa discussion and an exam pleofsuch a case.
Table Ishowsthe estim atesofthe dom inanteigenvalue ofX Y -Ising m odelfortrialvectortruncated atdi�erent

values ofdij:As can be seen by com paring the �rstand lastlines ofthe table,the variance in the estim ate ofthe
eigenvalueisreduced by a factor300 fora �xed num berofM onteCarlo steps.Taking into accountthatthecom puter
tim e perstep doubles,thisconstitutesa speed-up by a factorof150.
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TABLE I. Estim ated eigenvalue and standard deviations for the X Y -Ising m odel. These data apply to the point

(A = 1:005;C = � 0:2285) [cf. Eq.(23)] on the line where Ising and X Y transitions coincide. R esults are shown for various values

ofdm ,the path length ofthe cuto� in Eq.(24). The results are for a strip ofwidth L = 20 and were obtained with a target num ber of

walkersN 0 = 10;000 and M 0 = 1;250L generations ofwhich an initial10% were discarded.The lastcolum n showsthe com puter tim e in

arbitrary units needed per tim e step ofone walker.

�0 � dm �s

34.17406 0.0071 0 15

34.20875 0.0052 2 15

34.21658 0.0015 3 17

34.21418 0.00083 4 19

34.21384 0.00052 5 21

34.21366 0.00049 6 23

34.21379 0.00041 7 26

IV .A P P LIC A T IO N S

As an illustration ofthe transfer-m atrix technique we apply the m ethod to three-dim ensionalO (n) m odels for
n = 1,2 and 3,i.e. the Ising,planarand Heisenberg m odel. In particularthe signi�cance ofthe resultsforofthe
planarand Heisenberg m odelsgoesbeyond m ere illustrations. These resultsare su�ciently accurate to be ofsom e
relevanceforthe location ofthe criticalpoints.
TheO (n)spinsarelocated on thesim plecubiclattice.Thetransferm atrix foran L � L � 1 system ,with helical

boundary conditionsand layersofN = L2 siteseach,isa straightforward generalization ofEq.(13)and reads:

TS;R =
N �1Y

i= 1

�si;ri+ 1
exp[K s1 � (r1 + rL + rN )]; (25)

wherethe si and ri aren-com ponentunitvectors,S;= (s1;s2;:::;sN )and R ;= (r1;r2;:::;rN ).
Asdiscussed above,transfer-m atrix M onteCarlo isdesigned to com putethedom inanteigenvalue�0 ofthetransfer

m atrix.Thereduced freeenergy persiteisf = � ln�0.From thefreeenergy onecan calculatethesurfacetension as
thedi�erencein freeenergy oftwosystem s:onewith ferrom agneticand theotherwith antiferrom agneticinteractions,
ifthedim ensionsarechosen so asto forcean interfacein theantiferrom agneticsystem .ForL � L � 1 system swith
helicalboundary conditions,to which the presentcalculationsarerestricted,thism eansthatL hasto be even.
Renorm alization group theory predictsthatthe valuesof�,the reduced interfacefreeenergy perlattice site,asa

function ofcoupling K and system sizesL collapseonto a singlecurve,atleastcloseto the criticalpointK c and for
su�ciently big system s.In term softhe non-lineartherm alscaling �eld

u(K )= K � K c + a(K � K c)
2 + :::; (26)

thiscurve�(x)isdeterm ined by

�(u;L)= L
1�d �(L yT u); (27)

fora d-dim ensionalsystem with a therm alscaling exponentyT .The function � can be expanded in a series:

�(x)=
1X

l= 0

�lx
l
; (28)

and forO (n)m odelsbehavesforlargex as:

�(x)= A � x
[d�1�p(n)]=y T ; (29)

wherep(1)= 0 and p(2)= p(3)= 1.
Eqs.(27)to (29)areusefulfortheinterpretation oftheO (n)transfer-m atrix M onteCarlo resultsfortheinterface

free energy.These resultswereobtained using �nite sizesup to L = 12,and populationstypically consisting of2500
or5000 walkers.Typicalrun lengthsare 5000 steps,where each step m eansthe addition ofa surface layerofL � L

spins.Variance-reducingtrialvectors[seeEq.(20)]wereconstructed forpath lengthsup to 5.Asbefore,thevariance
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FIG .3. Finite-size scaling plotforthe interface free energy ofthe three dim ensionalIsing m odel.

ofthe M onteCarlo processwasobserved to decreaseconsiderably with increasing path length.Foreach system size,
interface free energies were obtained for approxim ately 10 di�erent couplings in a range ofabout 10% around the
criticalpointsofthe Ising and planarm odels,and about1% forthe caseofthe Heisenberg m odel.
O n the basisofthese resultsforthe Ising (n = 1)case,the function � isshown in Figure 3.Thisdata collapseis

achieved by m eansofa least-squares�twith param etersK c; yT ; a; and 13 Taylorcoe�cients� l,a generalization
ofa techniqueused in the past5.
To check ifthesystem sizeswerein theasym ptotic�nite-sizescaling regim e,�tsweredoneboth with and without

the 6� 6� 1 data. The results ofthese �ts are displayed in Table IIin Appendix A.To sum m arize,the results
are:K c = 0:22162� 0:00002 and yT = 1:584� 0:004 using data with L = 6 through 12;and K c = 0:22167� 0:00004
and yT = 1:584� 0:014 ifthe L = 6 are om itted. These resultsagree wellwith accurate determ inationsusing other
m ethods(seee.g.Ref.16,17,18 and referencestherein)which appearto clusteraboutK c = 0:221655(with a m argin
ofabout10�6 )and yT = 1:586 (with a precision ofa few tim es10�3 ).
Itisrem arkablethatthecorrectionsto scalingappearto bevery sm all,asappearsfrom thedata shown in Figure3.

In standard M onteCarlo analyses19 ofL � L � L system sthesecorrectionsarequiteprom inent,and form an obstacle
to the accuratedeterm ination ofcriticalparam eters.
Thescalingplotshown in Figure3,can beused todeterm inetheam plitudeA � graphically:on adoublelogarithm ic

plotthe asym ptotic slope ofthe curve followsfrom the known value ofthe therm alexponentyT ,cf. Eq.(29). The
problem ofcalculating this am plitude has attracted considerable attention lately and the reader is referred to a
paperby Shaw and Fisher20 fordetailsand furtherreferencesto the literature. Forthe largestvaluesofthe scaled
tem perature variable x,we �nd A 0

�
= A � K

2=yT
c = 1:8,while the trend with x is an increasing one. This value is

som ewhatlargerthan M on’s21 estim ate A � = 1:58� 0:05,butstillin the range 1:4 � A � � 2:0 obtained by Shaw
and Fisher.Asa �nalcom m entwe note thatM on’sm ethod requiressystem soflineardim ensionsin excessof48 to
reach the asym ptoticin�nite-size regim e,with an increasing trend ofthe estim atesofA � with increasing x = LyT u.
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FIG .4. Finite-size scaling plotforthe interface free energy ofthe three dim ensionalplanar m odel.

A sim ilar analysis was perform ed for the planar m odel(n = 2). In com parison with the Ising case,the scaling
function � behavesm ore sm oothly asa function ofx,so thata satisfactory �tcould be obtained with fewerTaylor
coe�cients. The �tted param eters,which are K c; yT ; a; and 8 Taylor coe�cients � n,are shown in Table III
ofAppendix A.O ur results for the criticalpoint are K c = 0:45410� 0:00003 for system sizes L = 6 to 12,and
K c = 0:45413� 0:00005 forL = 8 to 12. These valuesare close to resultsfrom seriesexpansions22;23 K c = 0:45386
and standard M onte Carlo calculations24 K c = 0:4531 (no errors quoted). Also our results for the tem perature
exponent,nam ely yT = 1:491� 0:003 for L � 6 and yT = 1:487� 0:006 for L � 8 are in a good agreem ent with
existing results;we quotethe coupling-constant-expansion value25 yT = 1:495� 0:005.
Fitted with these param etersthe data collapse very wellonto the function �,asshown in Figure 4. Again,this

scaling plotcan beused to determ inetheam plitudeA � graphically:in thiscasetheasym ptoticpower-law exponent
is 1=yT . A �t ofthe data at the highest available values ofx = L yT u leads to A � = 5:9,while the trend is still
increasing with x.
ThecalculationsfortheHeisenberg casen = 3 wereclustered in a narrow intervalaround thecriticaltem perature,

and werenotaim ed atan accuratedeterm ination yT .Thus,thetransfer-m atrix M onteCarlo data could beanalyzed
by m eansofaleast-square�twith lessparam eters:K c,yT and 3Taylorcoe�cients� n.The�tisshown in TableIV in
Appendix A.TheresultforyT iswellwithin thestatisticalaccuracy,equalto theknown coupling-constant-expansion
value25 yT = 1:418.Including the lattervalue asa known variable in the �tsleavesourresultsforthe criticalpoint
practically unchanged.Theseare:K c = 0:69291� 0:00004 forsystem sizesL = 6 to 12,and K c = 0:69294� 0:00008
for L = 8 to 12. These values are close to results from series expansions26: K c = 0:6916,and m ore recently23:
K c = 0:69294;and from M onte Carlo calculations27:K c = 0:693035� 0:000037.The di�erence with ourresultwith
the L = 6 data included could be interpreted asan indication ofa sm all�nite-sizee�ect.
Thedata collapseforthen = 3 caseonto thefunction � asdeterm ined by theleast-squares�tisshown in Figure5.
Finally we rem ark that,although in each ofthe casesn = 1,2 and 3 the �nite-size e�ectappearsto be sm allfor
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TABLE II. Param eters,as de�ned in the text,and their standard errors for the scaling function ofthe interfacialfree energy ofthe

three-dim ensionalIsing m odel.

n � 6 n � 8

K c 0.22162 � 0.00002 0.22165 � 0.00003

yT 1.583 � 0.004 1.594 � 0.009

� 0 0.6171 � 0.0007 0.6194 � 0.0025

� 1 2.6111 � 0.0176 2.5650 � 0.0505

� 2 6.0475 � 0.1001 5.8047 � 0.2565

� 3 9.2362 � 0.3052 8.4073 � 0.6724

� 4 6.0087 � 0.6350 4.8601 � 1.0249

� 5 -13.6165 � 0.9830 -10.8331 � 1.7414

� 6 -33.2578 � 4.0574 -24.7108 � 5.6481

� 7 4.4790 � 3.3849 1.4272 � 4.2080

� 8 70.6918 � 11.4018 46.6641 � 14.0107

� 9 28.0314 � 7.9088 21.4636 � 8.5327

� 10 -69.1548 � 14.3387 -40.6066 � 15.7549

� 11 -43.4754 � 10.0932 -27.7038 � 10.3867

� 12 25.2137 � 6.4840 13.2245 � 6.4356

� 13 18.8658 � 4.8588 10.5010 � 4.6564

a -2.65 � 0.16 -2.65 � 0.37

TABLE III. Param eters,as de�ned in the text,and their standard errors for the scaling function ofthe interfacialfree energy ofthe

three-dim ensionalplanar m odel.

n � 6 n � 8

K c 0.45410 � 0.00003 0.45413 � 0.00005

yT 1.491 � 0.003 1.487 � 0.006

� 0 1.2448 � 0.0010 1.2469 � 0.0033

� 1 2.5592 � 0.0144 2.5929 � 0.0345

� 2 2.4285 � 0.0439 2.4738 � 0.0796

� 3 0.9881 � 0.0623 0.9544 � 0.1031

� 4 -0.5096 � 0.0664 -0.4292 � 0.1050

� 5 -0.7770 � 0.1579 -0.5171 � 0.2741

� 6 0.1737 � 0.0754 0.0793 � 0.1204

� 7 0.4346 � 0.1503 0.1847 � 0.2567

a -0.7805 � 0.1159 -0.9245 � 0.2259

L � 6,itislargeforL = 4.Forthisreason the L = 4 data werenotincluded in the �ts.
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A P P EN D IX A :SC A LIN G P LO T PA R A M ET ER EST IM A T ES

TablesIIthrough IV contain estim atesofthe param etersused in the �nite-size scaling plotsforthe interface free
energy ofO (n)m odels,asdiscussed in Section IV.
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TABLE IV. Param eters,as de�ned in the text,and their standard errors for the scaling function ofthe interfacialfree energy ofthe

three-dim ensionalH eisenberg m odel.The M onte Carlo data were taken relatively close to K c,so thatthe tem perature exponentyT isnot

accurately determ ined. The accuracy ofK c isuna�ected.

n � 6 n � 8

K c 0.69291 � 0.00004 0.69294 � 0.00008

yT 1.44 � 0.07 1.55 � 0.18

� 0 1.8919 � 0.0015 1.8933 � 0.0043

� 1 2.4563 � 0.3123 1.9036 � 0.7665

� 2 0.7991 � 0.3005 0.5097 � 0.4651
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