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C lassicalcriticalbehavior ofspin m odels w ith long-range interactions
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W e presentthe results ofextensive M onte Carlo sim ulations ofIsing m odels with algebraically
decaying ferrom agnetic interactions in the regim e where classicalcriticalbehavior is expected for
these system s. W e corroborate the values for the exponents predicted by renorm alization theory
for system s in one,two, and three dim ensions and accurately observe the predicted logarithm ic
corrections atthe uppercriticaldim ension. W e give both theoreticaland num ericalevidence that
above the uppercriticaldim ension the decay ofthe criticalspin{spin correlation function in �nite
system sconsistsoftwo di�erentregim es.Forone-dim ensionalsystem sourestim atesforthecritical
couplingsarem orethan two ordersofm agnitudem oreaccuratethan existing estim ates.In two and
three dim ensionswe give,to ourknowledge,the �rstresultsforthe criticalcouplings.

64.60.Fr,64.60.Ak,05.70.Jk

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

The criticalbehavior ofIsing m odels with long-range interactions has attracted m uch attention during the last
threedecades.Fortheone-dim ensionalcase,som eanalyticalresultshavebeen obtained,1;2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10;11 aswellasa
num berofnum ericalresults.Thenum ericalresultsapply to both inverse-squareinteractions12;13;14;15 and generalal-
gebraically decaying interactions.16;17;18;19;20;21;22;23;24;25;26;27 Specialm ention deservesthework by Anderson,Yuval,
and Ham ann,28;29;30;31 which greatly stim ulated the interestin spin chainswith long-range interactions. They also
developed a renorm alization-likeapproach to theone-dim ensionalinverse-squarem odel.30;31 Furtherrenorm alization-
group studiesofthisparticularcasearepresented in Refs.12,32,33,34.A m ajorcontribution wasm adeby Fisher,
M a,and Nickel35 and Sak,36 who obtained renorm alization predictionsforthecriticalexponentsofm odelsofgeneral
dim ensionality d < 4 with algebraically decaying interactions (obtained independently by Suzukiet al.37). O ther
worksconcerningd > 1 aretwoconjectureson,respectively,theboundary between long-rangeand short-rangebehav-
iorand theboundary between classical(m ean-�eld)and nonclassicalbehavior,both by Stell,38 a (refuted)conjecture
by G ri�ths,39 arigorouscon�rm ation oftheuppercriticaldim ension by Aizenm an and Fern�andez,10 and avariational
approach to theIsing m odelwith long-rangeinteractions.40 Furtherm ore,M onteCarlo sim ulationshavebeen carried
outforone particularchoice ofthe spin{spin interaction in a two-dim ensionalm odel.41 However,to ourknowledge,
neither any further veri�cations ofthe renorm alization predictions nor any other results are available for higher-
dim ensional(d > 1)m odels. To conclude this sum m ary,we m ention thatthe one-dim ensionalq-state Pottsm odel
with long-rangeinteractionshasbeen studied analytically,9;11 num erically,42;43 and in a m ean-�eld approxim ation on
the Bethe lattice.44

W hy arethesem odelsinteresting? In the�rstplacefrom a fundam entalpointofview:They enableusto study the
inuence ofthe interaction rangeon the criticalbehavior.E.g.,in one-dim ensionalsystem slong-rangeorderisonly
possible in the presence ofspin{spin interactionswhich decay su�ciently slowly. In the borderline (inverse-square)
case,the1D m odeldisplaysa rem arkablebehavior:Atthecriticaltem peraturethe orderparam eterexhibitsa �nite
jum p (seeSec.II),butthefreeenergy hasan essentialsingularity such thatalltherm alpropertiesaresm ooth.In this
sense,the phase transition can be regarded as the one-dim ensionalanalog ofa K osterlitz{Thoulesstransition,45;46

although the jum p in the m agnetization is notpresentthere,as followsfrom the M erm in{W agnertheorem .47 Just
as d = 2 is the lowercriticaldim ension forthe two-dim ensionalX Y m odelwith short-range interactions,� = 1 is
a criticaldecay rate in a one-dim ensionalsystem with interactions decaying as r�(1+ �),see Ref.32. W ith respect
to higher-dim ensionalsystem s,we note that the decay rate ofvan der W aals forces in realistic three-dim ensional
system sisonly slightly fasterthan attheboundary between short-range(Ising-like)and long-rangecriticalbehavior.
The question ofcriticality in ionic system s, where the (screened) Coulom b interactions m ight lead to e�ectively
algebraically decaying interactions,appearsstillopen to debate.48;49;50 Ithasalso been claim ed thatexponentsin the
long-rangeuniversality classhavebeen observed experim entally in a ferrom agneticphasetransition.51 Recently,ithas
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been derived thatcriticaluctuations m ay give rise to long-range Casim irforces(decaying m uch m ore slowly than
van derW aalsinteractions)between uncharged particlesim m ersed in a criticaluid.52 Furtherm ore,itwasshown by
Anderson and Yuval28;29 thatthe K ondo problem correspondsto a one-dim ensionalIsing m odelwith a com bination
ofinverse-squareand nearest-neighborinteractions.Yetanotherapplication followsfrom Ref.22,whereitwasshown
thatrandom exchange(L�evy-ight)processescan generatee�ectiveinteractionswhich decay algebraically.Hence,the
universalcriticalpropertiesofthenonequilibrium steady stateofthesesystem sarethoseofthelong-rangeequilibrium
Ising m odelsstudied in thispaper.Finally,the realization thatthe uppercriticaldim ension can be varied by tuning
the decay rate ofthe interaction led to a specialapplication ofthese m odels in Ref.53. Here,they were used to
analyzea long-standingcontroversyon theuniversality oftherenorm alized coupling constantabovetheuppercritical
dim ension.
In this article,we present accurate num ericalresults for Ising system s with algebraically decaying interactions

in one,two,and three dim ensions. Untilnow,the long-range character ofthe spin{spin interactions has been the
m ain bottleneck for the exam ination ofthese system s by m eans ofnum ericalm ethods (and,in fact,also for their
analyticalsolution). Allpreviously published num ericalresults therefore rely on various extrapolations based on
data for sm allsystem s. However,the advent ofa novelM onte Carlo algorithm 54 for the �rst tim e enabled us to
e�ciently sim ulate these system s. The high accuracy ofthe resultsopensseveralperspectives:i)veri�cation ofthe
renorm alization predictionsforthecriticalexponents;ii)accurateobservation oflogarithm iccorrectionsattheupper
criticaldim ension;iii)�rstestim ates ofthe criticaltem peratures oftwo-and three-dim ensionalsystem s with long-
range interactions;iv) veri�cation ofpreviously obtained estim ates ofthe criticaltem peratures ofone-dim ensional
system s, which in addition im plies a check on the various extrapolation m ethods that have been developed; v)
veri�cation ofpredicted boundson the criticaltem peratures;vi)veri�cation ofa conjecture on the behaviorofthe
criticaltem perature as a function ofthe decay param eter. Another problem one encounters in the sim ulations is
the largeparam eterspace:The sim ulationsfora setofdi�erenttem peraturesand system sizeshave to be repeated
fora range ofvaluesofthe decay param eterand ford = 1;2;3. The totalcom puting tim e dedicated to the results
presented in thispaperam ountsto approxim ately two CPU-yearson a m odern workstation.
The outline ofthispaperisasfollows. In Sec.II,we sum up the known rigorousresultsforthe Ising chain with

long-rangeinteractions.In Sec.III,wereview the renorm alization scenario ofthese m odelsand derivethe �nite-size
scaling behaviorofseveralquantities.These include the correctionsto scaling,both atand above the uppercritical
dim ension. O ur num ericalresults are presented and analyzed in Sec.IV and com pared with previously obtained
results. Finally,we sum m arize our conclusions in Sec.V. The Appendix contains technicaldetails concerning the
application ofthelong-rangeM onteCarlo algorithm to the m odelsstudied in thispaper.

II.R IG O R O U S R ESU LT S FO R T H E O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L C A SE

Forthe one-dim ensionalcase,the Ham iltonian isgiven by

H =
X

ij

J(i� j)sisj ; (1)

where the sum runs over allspin pairs. W e are particularly interested in algebraically decaying interactions,i.e.
J(n)/ n�� . To ensure thatthe energy ofthe system doesnotdiverge,itisrequired that� > 1. In 1968,Ruelle1

rigorously proved theabsenceoflong-rangeorderin a spin chain with ferrom agneticspin{spin couplingsJ(i� j)such
thatthe sum

NX

n= 1

nJ(n) (2)

does not diverge in the lim it N ! 1 . For algebraically decaying interactions,this im plies the absence ofa phase
transition for � > 2. Shortly later,Dyson2 proved the existence ofa phase transition ifthe sum s

P N

n= 1
J(n) and

P N

n= 1
(loglogn)

�
n3J(n)

��1
both converge,for positive and m onotonically decreasing J(n). In particular,a phase

transition occursforJ(n)/ n�� with 1 < � < 2.Thispartly corroborated the conjecture ofK ac and Thom pson,55

viz.that there is a phase transition for 1 < � � 2. Furtherm ore,Dyson3 was (as were| m uch later| also Rogers
and Thom pson6) able to replace Ruelle’s condition with a stronger one,which however stillleft the case � = 2
undecided. This also holds for an even m ore stringent criterion by Thouless,4 who generalized the argum ent of
Landau and Lifshitz56 fortheabsenceofa phasetransition in an Ising chain with short-rangeinteractions.However,
Thouless argued on entropic grounds that if a phase transition exists for � = 2,the m agnetization m ust have a
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discontinuity atthe transition point.Thiswaslaterdubbed the \Thoulesse�ect" by Dyson,who proved itto occur
in the closely related hierarchicalm odel.57 Sim on and Sokalm ade Thouless’argum entpartially rigorous,5 butlater
Aizenm an etal.9 showed that,although a discontinuity in the orderparam eteris indeed present ifthere isa phase
transition,his argum ent does not account for this. Nam ely,Thouless had assum ed that the spin{spin correlation
function hs0sri� hs0ihsrivanishesin the lim itr ! 1 ,whereasactually the criticalexponent� isequalto 1 in this
case.M eanwhile,Fr�ohlich and Spencer7 had been able to rigorously provethe existence ofa phase transition in the
borderline case and thusto corroboratethe K ac{Thom pson conjecture for� = 2 aswell. Anotherinteresting point
isthe rigorousproofforthe existence ofan interm ediate ordered phase in the one-dim ensionalm odelwith inverse-
squareinteractions,wherethetwo-pointcorrelation function exhibitspower-law decay with an exponentwhich varies
continuously in a �nite tem peraturerangebelow the criticaltem perature.11

III.FIN IT E-SIZE A N A LY SIS O F T H E C R IT IC A L B EH AV IO R

Already in avery early stageofthehistory ofthe"-expansion,Fisher,M a,and Nickelanalyzed thecriticalbehavior
ofd-dim ensionalsystem s (d < 4) with long-range interactions decaying as r�(d+ �),with � > 0.35 They concluded
thatthe uppercriticaldim ension isgiven by du = 2�,aswaspreviously conjectured by Stell38 and laterrigorously
proven by Aizenm an and Fern�andez.10 Form ore slowly decaying interactions,0 < � < d=2,the criticalbehavioris
classical,whereasthe criticalexponentsassum enonclassical,continuously varying valuesford=2 < � < 2.For� > 2
they take theirshort-range(Ising)values.Sak,36 however,found thatalready for� > 2� �sr the criticalbehavioris
Isinglike,where �sr denotesthe exponent� in the corresponding m odelwith short-rangeinteractions.In thisarticle
weconcentrateon theclassicalrange,forwhich wehaveperform ed extensiveM onteCarlo sim ulationsofspin m odels
in d = 1;2;3.The nonclassicalrangewillbe the subjectofa future article.58

W e briey outline the renorm alization scenario for these m odels,in order to derive the �nite-size scaling rela-
tionsrequired to analyzethe num ericaldata.W e startfrom the following Landau{G inzburg{W ilson Ham iltonian in
m om entum space,

H (�k)=kB T =
1

2

X

k

�
j�k

� + j2k
2 + r0

�
�k��k +

u

4N

X

k1

X

k2

X

k3

�k1
�k2

�k3
��k 1�k 2�k 3

� h

r

N

2
�k= 0 : (3)

The j�k� term arises from the Fouriertransform ofthe interactions decaying as r�(d+ �). The j2k2 term norm ally
representingtheshort-rangeinteractionsisincluded becauseitwillappearanyway in therenorm alization processand
willcom pete with the long-rangeterm .36 Undera renorm alization transform ation with a rescaling factorb= el,the
term j�k

� istransform ed into j�k0�,with k
0 = kb. To keep the coe�cientofthe k � term �xed,we rescale the �eld

�k to �0
k0 = b��=2 �k. Thus,the coe�cient ofthe k 2 term decreasesas b��2 and the coe�cient ofthe � 4 changes

proportionalto b2��d .Hence,theG aussian �xed pointdom inatesthe renorm alization ow for� < d=2,which isthe
situation studied in thispaper.
For the sake ofgenerality we treathere the case ofan n-com ponentorderparam eterwith O (n) sym m etry. The

renorm alization equationsarethen given by

dr0

dl
= �r0 + a(n + 2)u(c� r0); (4a)

du

dl
= "u � a(n + 8)u2 ; (4b)

where (n + 2) and (n + 8) are the usualfactors arising from the tensorialstructure ofthe interaction part ofthe
Ham iltonian and " = 2� � d. These equationsare notcom plete to second order,because the O (u2)term ism issing
in Eq.(4a).
W e �rstconsiderthe case"< 0.Thesolution ofthe second equation isgiven by

u(l)= �ue"l
1

1+ �ua(n+ 8)

"
(e"l� 1)

; (5)

where �u denotesthevalueofu atl= 0.Thisyields,to leading orderin u,thefollowing solution forthe�rstequation,

r0(l)= [�r0 + ac(n + 2)�u=(d� �)]e�l
"

1

1+ a(n+ 8)

"
�u(e"l� 1)

#(n+ 2)=(n+ 8)

�
ac(n + 2)�ue"l=(d� �)

1+ a(n+ 8)

"
�u(e"l� 1)

; (6)
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with �r0 � r0(l = 0). The �rst factor between square brackets is proportionalto the reduced tem perature t �

(T � Tc)=Tc and thelastterm istheso-called shiftofthecriticaltem perature.Thefactors[1+ a(n+ 8)�u(e"l� 1)="]�1

in Eqs.(5)and (6)arehigher-ordercorrectionsin u.Undersuccessiverenorm alization transform ations,u approaches
the value u� = 0 and the G aussian �xed point(0;0)isthusindeed stable.The pertinentrenorm alization exponents
are:yt = �,yh = (d+ �)=2,and yi= 2� � d.
At"= 0,the G aussian �xed pointbecom esm arginally stable.Solving Eq.(4b)leadsto

u
uc(l)=

�u

1+ a(n + 8)�ul
; (7)

wherethesuperscript\uc" indicatesthatweareoperating attheuppercriticaldim ension.Thissolution can beused
to solve,again to leading orderin u,Eq.(4a),yielding

r
uc

0 (l)= [�r0 + ac(n + 2)�u=(d=2)]e�l
�

1

1+ a(n + 8)�ul

�(n+ 2)=(n+ 8)

�
ac(n + 2)�u=(d=2)

1+ a(n + 8)�ul
(8)

or,in term softhe rescaling factorb,

r
uc

0 = [�r0 + ac(n + 2)�u=(d=2)]b�
�

1

1+ a(n + 8)�ulnb

�(n+ 2)=(n+ 8)

�
ac(n + 2)�u=(d=2)

1+ a(n + 8)�ulnb
: (9)

Since � is �xed at d=2 the factor d=2 in the last term is identicalto the corresponding factor (d � �) in Eq.(6).
Furthercom parison ofEqs.(6)and (8)showsthatabovetheuppercriticaldim ension theleading shiftofthecritical
tem perature is proportionalto b",whereasthis factorvanishesatthe upper criticaldim ension itselfand the factor
(e"l� 1)="in thesecond-ordercorrection turnsinto a lnbterm ,yielding a logarithm icshiftoftheform 1=(A lnb+ B ).
From the solutionsofthe renorm alization equationswe can derive the scaling behaviorofthe free energy and of

(com binationsof)itsderivatives.Forthe case"< 0 the freeenergy density f scales,to leading order,as

f(t;h;u;1=L)= b
�d
f
�
b
yt
�
t+ ~�ubyi�y t

�
;b

yhh;b
yiu;b=L

�
+ g ; (10)

where ~� = � ac(n + 2)=(d � �) and we have included a �nite-size �eld L �1 . g denotes the analytic part ofthe
transform ation. W e abbreviate the �rstterm on the right-hand side asb�d f(t0;h0;u0;b=L). However,we m usttake
into account the fact that,for T � Tc,the free energy is singular at u = 0. This m akes u a so-called dangerous

irrelevantvariable;see,e.g.,Ref.59.Asdiscussed in Ref.53,thecorrect�nite-sizescaling propertiesareobtained by
setting b= L and m aking the substitution �0= �=u01=4.Thisleadsto a new universalfunction, ~f,with

f(t0;h0;u0;1)+ �g = ~f(~t;~h); (11)

where ~t = t0=u01=2 and ~h = h0=u01=4. The analytic part of the transform ation also contributes to the singular
dependence ofthe free energy on t(see,e.g.,Ref.60,Ch.VI,x 3):Despite the regularity ofthisterm in each single
renorm alization step,thein�nitenum berofstepsstillleadstothebuild-up ofasingularity.Thiscontribution,denoted
by �g,isabsorbed in ~f aswell.Setting b= L and com bining Eqs.(10)and (11)yields

f

�

t;h;u;
1

L

�

= L
�d ~f

�

L
yt�y i=2

1

u1=2

�
t+ ~�uLyi�y t

�
;L

yh�y i=4
h

u1=4

�

(12a)

= L
�d ~f

�

L
y
�

t

1

u1=2

�
t+ ~�uLyi�y t

�
;L

y
�

h

h

u1=4

�

: (12b)

Here,we haveintroduced the exponentsy�t � yt� yi=2= d=2 and y�
h
� yh � yi=4= 3d=4.The corresponding critical

exponentsindeed assum e their�xed,classicalvalues;� = 0,� = 1=2, = 1,� = 3. The exponent issingled out
hereasa specialcase;even withouttaking into accountthem odi�cation ofyt and yh dueto thedangerousirrelevant
variable one obtainsthe classicalvalue  = 1. Since the correlation length exponent� = 1=yt (itisnota�ected by
thesingulardependenceofthefreeenergy on u),weseethathyperscaling isviolated,which isa well-known resultfor
system sabovetheiruppercriticaldim ension.59 Therescalingofthepair-correlation function g (decayingproportional
to 1=rd�2+ � )relatesthe exponent� to the rescaling factorofthe �eld,yielding � = 2� �. Note thatthiscontrasts
with the short-rangecase (� = 2),where � assum esitsm ean-�eld value foralldim ensionalitiesd � 4. Thisim plies
thatdirectexperim entalm easurem entofeither� or� o�ersa way to discern whethertheinteractionsin a system are
m ean-�eld-like(� = 1=2,� = 0)orhavetheform ofa slowly decaying power-law.Below theuppercriticaldim ension,
however,the�nite-sizescaling behaviorofthespin{spin correlation function is(apartfrom a volum efactor)identical
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to that ofthe m agnetic susceptibility �. This relation yields a contradiction above the upper criticaldim ension,
since � dependson the scaled com bination tLy

�

t ,instead oftLyt. Indeed,the susceptibility divergesast� and the
�nite-size behaviorof� isthus�L / Ly

�

t = Ld=2,corresponding to g / L�d=2 . O n the otherhand,ifone assum es
thatthe �nite-size behaviorofthe correlation function is identicalto the large-distance behavior,one expects that
g / L�(d�2+ �) = L�(d��) . O nly atthe upper criticaldim ension,du = 2�,these two predictionscoincide. W e will
return to thispointattheend ofthissection.Furtherm ore,wewillexam inethebehaviorofthespin{spin correlation
function in Sec.IV.
Atthe uppercriticaldim ension itself,i.e.at"= 0,the free energy density scalesas

f

�

t;h;u;
1

L

�

= b
�d
f

�
byt

(lnb)(n+ 2)=(n+ 8)

�

t+ ~�b�y t
u

1+ ~�ulnb

�

;b
yhh;

u

1+ ~�ulnb
;
b

L

�

+ g (13a)

= L
�d ~f

�
Lyt

(lnL)(n+ 2)=(n+ 8)
1

u1=2

�

t+ ~�L�y t
u

1+ ~�ulnL

�

;L
yh

h

u1=4

�

; (13b)

where ~� = a(n + 8)and we have setb= L in the second line. u isnow a m arginalvariable and although we again
haveto perform thesubstitution � ! �0(theG aussian �xed pointism arginally stable),theexponentsyt and yh now
coincide with y�t and y�

h
,respectively,because yi vanishes. Thus,the scaling relations(12b)and (13b)di�eronly in

the logarithm icfactorsin the �rstargum entof ~f and in otherhigher-ordercorrections.
Asusual,the�nite-sizescaling relationsarenow found by taking derivativesofthefreeenergy density with respect

to theappropriatescaling �elds.In theM onteCarlo sim ulationswehavesam pled thesecond and thefourth m om ent
ofthe m agnetization density,the dim ensionless am plitude ratio Q � hm 2i2=hm 4i (which is directly related to the
Binder cum ulant61),and the spin{spin correlation function over halfthe system size (for even system sizes). The
second m om entofthem agnetization density is(apartfrom a volum efactor)equalto thesecond derivativeofthefree
energy density with respectto h,

hm 2i= L
�d @

2f

@h2
(t;h;u;1=L)= L

2y
�

h
�2d ~f(2)

�

L
y
�

t

t̂

u1=2
;L

y
�

h

h

u1=4

�

; (14)

where ~f(2) standsforthe second derivativeof ~f with respectto itssecond argum entand t̂� t+ ~�uLyi�y t.At"= 0,
logarithm icfactorsdonotonly arisein theargum entsof ~f(2),butalsoin asom ewhatunexpected way in theprefactor.
Nam ely,ifweinclude the lnL dependence ofu in the second argum entofEq.(13b),i.e.ifwereplaceLyhhu�1=4 by

L
yhh

�
u

1+ ~�ulnL

� �1=4

; (15)

and then takethe second derivativeof ~f with respectto itssecond argum ent,weobtain

hm 2i= L
2yh�2d

�
u

1+ ~�ulnL

� �1=2

~f(2)
 

Lyt

(lnL)(n+ 2)=(n+ 8)
1

u1=2

�

t+ ~�L�y t
u

1+ ~�ulnL

�

;L
yh

�
u

1+ ~�ulnL

��1=4
!

:

(16)

Forthe fourth m agnetization m om enta sim ilarexpression holdsand in the am plitude ratio Q allprefactorsdivide
out,both for"< 0 and "= 0.Thuswe�nd thatthe ratio Q isgiven by a universalfunction ~Q ,

Q L (T)= ~Q

�

L
y
�

t

t̂

u1=2

�

+ q1L
d�2y

�

h + � � � ; (17)

where we have om itted the h dependence of ~Q ,since we are only interested in the case h = 0. The additionalterm
proportionalto q1 arisesfrom the h dependence ofthe analytic partofthe free energy62 and the ellipsisstandsfor
higherpowersofLd�2y

�

h (faster-decayingterm s).At"= 0,t̂m ustbereplaced by theargum entwithin squarebrackets
in Eq.(13b),m ultiplied by thefactor(lnL)�(n+ 2)=(n+ 8).Finally,wem ay derivethe�nite-sizescaling behaviorofthe
spin{spin correlation function g(r)by di�erentiating thefreeenergy density to two localm agnetic�elds,which couple
tothespinsatpositions0 and r,respectively,and assum ingthatthe�nite-sizebehaviorisidenticaltotherdependence
ofg. Ifwe do nottake into accountthe dangerousirrelevantvariable m echanism ,we �nd g / L 2yh�2d = L�(d��) ,
just as we found before from � = 2� �. However,replacing yh by y�

h
yields g / L�d=2 ,in agreem entwith the L

dependenceofthem agneticsusceptibility.Thisclari�esthedi�erencebetween thetwopredictions:Atshortdistances
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(large wave vectors),the j�k��k��k term willbe the dom inantterm in the Landau{G inzburg{W ilson Ham iltonian
and there is no \dangerous" dependence on u. Hence,the �nite-size behaviorofthe spin{spin correlation function
willbe given by L�(d�2+ �) . For k = 0,the coe�cient ofthe � 2 term vanishes and thus the u�4 term is required
to actasa bound on the m agnetization. To accountfor this singulardependence on u,we rescale the �eld,which
im pliesthatyh isreplaced by y�h and g scalesasL

2y
�

h
�2d .In a �nitesystem ,thewavevectorsassum ediscretevalues,

k = (nx;ny;nz)2�=L,and thusitiseasily seen thateven forthe lowestnonzero wavevectorsj�k��k��k constitutes
the dom inantbounding term on the m agnetization.Nam ely,the coe�cientofthe � 4 term containsa volum e factor
L�d [cf.Eq.(3)]and thisterm isthus(above the uppercriticaldim ension)a higher-ordercontribution decaying as
L2��d .

IV .N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S A N D C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EA R LIER R ESU LT S

A .Sim ulations

W e havecarried outM onte Carlo sim ulationsforsystem sdescribed by the Ham iltonian

H =kB T = �
X

hiji

J(jri� rjj)sisj ; (18)

wherethe sum runsoverallspin pairsand periodicboundarieswereem ployed.The preciseform ofthe (long-range)
spin{spin interaction J(r)asused in thesim ulationswaschosen dependenton thedim ensionality.Ford = 1 wehave
followed the conventionalchoice J(r) = K =rd+ � (with discrete values for r),as this allows us to com pare all our
results(including nonuniversalquantities)to previousestim ates.However,asexplained in Ref.54 and theAppendix,
thisdiscrete form requiresthe construction ofa look-up table,which becom esine�cientforhigherdim ensionalities.
Ford = 2 wehavethusapplied an interaction which isthe integralofa continuously decaying function,

J(jrj)= K

Z rx +
1

2

rx �
1

2

dx

Z ry +
1

2

ry �
1

2

dy r�(d+ �) ; (19)

where r = (rx;ry) and r = jrj. In d = 3 the corresponding volum e integralwas used for J(r). This m odi�cation
ofthe interaction does only change nonuniversalquantities like the criticaltem perature,but should not inuence
the universalcriticalproperties like the criticalexponents and dim ensionless am plitude ratios,since the di�erence
between thecontinuousand thediscreteinteraction consistsoffasterdecaying term sthatareirrelevantaccording to
renorm alization theory.Detailsconcerning the sim ulationscan be found in the Appendix.
The following system sizeshave been exam ined: chainsoflength 10 � L � 150000,square system soflinearsize

4 � L � 240,and cubicsystem soflinearsize4 � L � 64.Attheuppercriticaldim ension sim ulationsforeven larger
system shavebeen carried outin orderto obtain accurateresultsfrom theanalyses:L = 300000in d = 1 and L = 400
in d = 2. (I.e.,in term s ofnum bers ofparticles the largestsystem size for d = 2 is considerably sm aller than for
d = 1 and d = 3.) Forthe sim ulationswe used a new clusteralgorithm forlong-rangeinteractions.54 Thisalgorithm
is O (Ld+ z)tim es fasterthan a conventionalM etropolisalgorithm ,where z isthe dynam icalcriticalexponent. For
system sdisplaying m ean-�eld-like criticalbehavior,we expectz = d=2 and the e�ciency gain in oursim ulationsis
thusofthe orderof108 forthelargestsystem sizes.Foreach data pointwehavegenerated between 106 and 4� 106

W ol� clusters.

B .D eterm ination ofthe criticaltem peratures,the am plitude ratio Q ,and the therm alexponent

The criticalcouplingsK c ofthese system shave been determ ined using an analysisofthe am plitude ratio Q .The
�nite-sizescaling analysiswasbased on the Taylorexpansion ofEq.(17),which for"< 0 reads:

Q L (T)= Q + p1t̂L
y
�

t + p2t̂
2
L
2y

�

t + p3t̂
3
L
3yt + � � � + q1L

d�2y
�

h + � � � + q3L
yi + � � � : (20)

The term proportionalto ~� in t̂ yields a contribution q2L
yi=2 = q2L

��d=2 and the term q3L
yi com es from the

denom inator in Eq.(5). The coe�cients p i and qi are nonuniversal. In addition to the corrections to scaling in
Eq.(20) we have also included higher powers ofq3Lyi,which becom e particularly im portant when yi is sm all(i.e.
when � iscloseto d=2),higherpowersofq1Ld�2y

�

h = q1L
�d=2 ,and the crossterm proportionalto Ly

�

t
+ yi.
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Allanalyses were carried out on the sam e data set as used in Ref.53,to which severaldata points have been
added for m ost values of�. First,we have only kept �xed the exponents in the correction term s,yi and y�

h
. The

corresponding estim ates for Q and y�t are shown in the third and fourth colum n ofTable I. O ne observes that
the M onte Carlo results for both Q and y�t are in quite good agreem ent with the renorm alization predictions63;53

Q = 8�2=�4(1
4
) = 0:456947::: and y�t = d=2. However,the uncertainties in the estim ates increase considerably

with increasing �,because the leading irrelevantexponentbecom esvery sm all. An exception isthe relatively large
uncertainty in y�t(d = 1;� = 0:2),which originatesfrom the factthatthe M onte Carlo data were taken in a rather
narrow tem perature region around the criticalpoint. Furtherm ore,an accurate sim ultaneous determ ination ofQ
and y�t isvery di�cult,because ofthe correlation between the two quantities.Therefore we haverepeated the sam e
analysiswith Q �xed atits theoreticalprediction| asappearsjusti�ed by the values forQ in Table I| in orderto
obtain m oreaccurateestim atesfory�t.Theresults,shown in the�fth colum n ofTableI,areindeed in good agreem ent
with thetheoretically expected values(lastcolum n).Thus,wehavekeptthetherm alexponent�xed atitstheoretical
value in the furtheranalysis,justasin Ref.53. The corresponding resultsforQ and K c are shown in Table II. As
discussed in Ref.53,over the fullrange of� and d the M onte Carlo results for Q show good agreem ent with the
renorm alization prediction,thuscon�rm ing the universality ofthisquantity above the uppercriticaldim ension. In
com parison with theestim atespresented in TableIofRef.53,two m inorrem arksapply.First,forQ (d = 3;� = 0:4)
onedecim alplacetoo m uch wasquoted,suggesting a too high accuracy.Secondly wenotethatthe newestresultfor
K c(d = 3;� = 1:2)deviatestwo standard deviationsfrom the earlierestim ate.
The universality ofQ is illustrated graphically in Figs.1(a){1(c),where the increasing im portance ofcorrections

to scaling upon approaching theuppercriticaldim ension clearly followsfrom thesizeoftheerrorbars.Attheupper
criticaldim ension itself(" = 0) this culm inates in the appearance oflogarithm ic corrections,where the �nite-size
scaling form ofQ L isgiven by

Q L (T)= Q + p1
Lyt

(lnL)1=3

�

t+ v
L�y t

lnL

�

+ p2
L2yt

(lnL)2=3

�

t+ v
L�y t

lnL

�2

+ q1L
d�2y h + � � � +

q3

lnL
+ � � � : (21)

The ellipses denote term s containing higher powers ofLd�2y h and 1=lnL. Although the resulting estim ates for Q
atthe uppercriticaldim ension lie within two standard deviationsfrom the renorm alization prediction,one observes
thattheestim atesaresystem atically too high,suggesting theim perfection ofthequoted scaling form ula.O nly m ore
accuratedata,spanning an even largerrangeofsystem sizes,and an analysisincluding furthercorrectionsto scaling
willallow a m ore precise determ ination ofQ . To illustrate the dependence ofthe �nite-size correctionson " m ore
directly,Fig.2(a)displays(forvariousvaluesof�)the�nite-sizescaling functionsasthey follow from a least-squares
�tofthe data ford = 1 to Eqs.(20)and (21),respectively.Although one clearly observesthe increase of�nite-size
corrections when � ! d=2,the true nature ofthe logarithm ic corrections in (21) cannot be appreciated from this
graph.To em phasizethedi�erencebetween "= 0 and "< 0,wethereforealso show [Fig.2(b)]thesam eplotforthe
enorm ousrange 0 < L < 1010. Now itis evidenthow strongly the case " = 0 di�erseven from a case with strong
power-law corrections,such as� = 0:4 ("= � 0:2).
W e have used the universality ofQ to considerably narrow the errorm arginson K c by �xing Q atitstheoretical

valuein theleast-squares�t.Thecorresponding couplingsareshown in TableIIaswell.Therelativeaccuracy ofthe
criticalcouplingsliesbetween 1:5� 10�5 and 4:0� 10�5 .Fortheone-dim ensionalcase,wecan com paretheseresults
to earlierestim ates,seeTableIII.O nenotesthatthenewestestim atesarem orethan two ordersofm agnitudem ore
accurate than previousestim ates. The �rstestim ates18 were obtained by carrying outexactcalculationsforchains
of1 to 20 spins and subsequently extrapolating these results using Pad�e approxim ants. Note that the estim ates
for Tc in Ref.18 are expressed in units ofthe inverse ofthe Riem ann zeta function and thus m ust be m ultiplied
by �(1 + �). Allcouplings are som ewhat too high,but stillin fair agreem ent with our estim ates. The results of
Dom an19 haveno errorbars.Still,hisresultsareworrying,sincehecarriesouta clusterapproach,obtaining critical
couplingswhich startatthe m ean-�eld value forclustersize zero and increasem onotonically with increasing cluster
size,as they should,since m ean-�eld theory yields a lower bound on the criticalcouplings (see below). Thus,he
arguesthatthetruecouplingswillliehigher than hisbestestim ates(obtained forclustersize10).However,allthese
bestestim ateslie already above ourestim ates,which seem sto indicate a problem inherentin hisapproach.Ref.20
presentsresults ofan approxim ation coined \�nite-range scaling" with errorm arginsof1% . For � = 0:1 the error
isconsiderably underestim ated,butforthe othervaluesofthe decay param eterthe couplingsagreewith ourresults
wellwithin the quoted errors.The sam e technique wasapplied in Ref.42,butnow the uncertainty in the couplings
was estim ated to be less than 10% ,for sm all� a few tim es larger. This is clearly a too conservative estim ate,as
the di�erence with ourresults is only a few percentfor � = 0:1 and considerably less forlarger�. In Ref.21,the
coherent-anom aly m ethod was used to obtain two di�erent estim ates without error m argins. W e have quoted the
averageofthetwo results,with theirdi�erenceasa crudem easurefortheuncertainty.Theagreem entisquitegood,
although allresultslie system atically aboveourvalues.Yetanotherapproach hasbeen form ulated in Ref.27,where
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the O nsagerreaction-�eld theory wasapplied to obtain a generalexpression forthe criticalcoupling,

K c(�)=
�(1+ �)sin(��=2)

(1� �)�1+ �
: (22)

Unfortunately,no estim ate forthe accuracy ofthisexpression isgiven,butitseem sto generally underestim ate the
criticalcoupling by a few percent. Finally,som e estim ates have been obtained recently by m eans ofthe real-space
renorm alization-group technique.43

In addition,M onroehascalculated variousboundson thecriticalcouplingsasshown in TableIV.TheBethelattice
approxim ation24 was used to obtain both upper and lower bounds,to which our results indeed conform ,although
itm ustbe said thatthe upperboundsdo notconstitute a very stringentcriterion. Furtherm ore,the application of
Vigfusson’sm ethod25 hasyielded even closerlowerboundsfor� = 0:1 and � = 0:2.
Apart from these approxim ations,one m ay also use m ean-�eld theory to m ake som e predictions concerning the

criticalcoupling in the lim it� # 0. Itwasshown by Brankov64 thatin thislim itthe d-dim ensionalsystem with an
interaction potential/ �=rd+ � is equivalent to the Husim i{Tem perley m ean sphericalm odel. M ore speci�cally,it
wasconjectured by Cannas26 thatforthe one-dim ensionalcase lim �! 0 K c � �=2,which isalso the �rstterm in the
Taylorexpansion ofEq.(22).Indeed,in m ean-�eld theory one haszK M F

c = 1,where z isthe coordination num ber.
Ford = 1 thiscorrespondsto the requirem ent

2K M F

c (�)
1X

n= 1

1

n1+ �
= 2K M F

c (�)�(1+ �)= 1; (23)

where �(x)denotesthe Riem ann zeta function. The expansion of�(x)around x = 1 yieldsthe conjectured relation
lim �#0 K

M F
c = �=2.Figure3(a)showsthecriticalcoupling asa function ofthedecay param eter� alongwith K M F

c (�)
and the asym ptotic behavior for � # 0. O ne observes that K c(�) indeed approaches K M F

c (�) when � approaches
zero. Furtherm ore,K M F

c (�) is sm aller than K c(�) for all�,as one expects from the fact that m ean-�eld theory
overestim atesthe criticaltem perature.Itisinteresting to notethatfor� = 0:1 (K M F

c � 0:047239)thislowerbound
already excludestheestim atesgiven in Refs.42 and 27 (cf.TableIII).Replacing zK M F

c by theintegrated interaction,
wecan generalizesuch estim atesto higherdim ensionalities,

K
M F

c (�)
2�d=2

�
�
d

2

�

Z
1

m 0

dr
1

r1+ �
= 1: (24)

Ford > 1,the lowerdistance cuto� m 0 ofthe integral,i.e.the m inim alinteraction distance with the nearestneigh-
bors,does not have an isotropic value,since there is no interaction within an elem entary cube around the origin.
Nevertheless,a constantvalue m 0,e.g.m 0 = 1=2,isa good approxim ation. Furtherm ore,ford = 1 the integralis
only a �rst-orderapproxim ation ofEq.(23),butford = 2 and d = 3 itprecisely correspondsto the interaction (19)
and itsgeneralization to d = 3,respectively.Asa �rstestim ateone thusobtains

lim
�#0

K
M F

c (�)=
�
�
d

2

�

2�d=2
�m

�
0 : (25)

An expansion in term s of� showsthat the �rstterm is independent ofm 0. Ford = 1;2;3 one �nds,respectively,
K M F

c � �=2,K M F
c � �=(2�),K M F

c � �=(4�).Figures3(b)and 3(c)show K c(�)ford = 2and d = 3,thecorresponding
asym ptotesand Eq.(25)with m 0 = 1=2.
The deviation ofK c(�) from K M F

c (�) is also expressed by the last term in the renorm alization expression (6).
However,in orderto assessthe � dependence ofthisterm onehasto calculatethe� dependenceofthe coe�cientsa
and c,arising from the integralsoverthe �-dependentpropagators.

C .D eterm ination ofcriticalexponents

1. M agnetic susceptibility

The m agneticsusceptibility � isdirectly proportionalto the averagesquarem agnetization density,

� = L
dhm 2i; (26)

and thuswecan useEq.(14)to analyzethe �nite-size data.Expanding thisequation in tand u weobtain for"< 0
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� = L
2y

�

h
�d

�

a0 + a1t̂L
y
�

t + a2t̂
2
L
2y

�

t + � � � + b1L
yi + � � �

�

(27)

and for"= 0

� = L
2yh�d

p
lnL

"

a0 + a1t
Lyt

(lnL)1=3

�

t+ v
L�y t

lnL

�

+ a2
L2yt

(lnL)2=3

�

t+ v
L�y t

lnL

� 2

+ � � � +
b1

lnL
+ � � �

#

: (28)

The analytic partofthe free energy m ightgive rise to an additionalconstant,butthiscould notbe observed in our
sim ulations,because it is dom inated by the corrections to scaling. In Table V we list the results ofan analysis of
the num ericaldata. Forallexam ined system s we have determ ined the exponenty�

h
and the criticalcoupling. The

estim atesforthelatterarein good agreem entwith thoseobtained from theanalysisoftheuniversalam plituderatioQ .
Furtherm ore,theexponentsagreenicely,foralldim ensionalities,with therenorm alization prediction y�

h
= 3d=4.Just

as before,the uncertainties increase with increasing �,although the analyses at the upper criticaldim ension itself
seem to yield betterresultsthan those justabove it. Com pare in particularthe resultsfor� = 1:4 (yi= � 0:2)and
� = 1:5.Thelogarithm icprefactorin Eq.(28)can beclearlyobserved in thesensethatthequality oftheleast-squares
�tdecreasesconsiderably when thisfactorisom itted.To reduce the uncertainty in the exponentswe have repeated
theanalysiswith K c �xed atthebestvaluesin TableII,i.e.thoseobtained with �xed Q .Thecorrespondingestim ates
ofy�

h
arealso shown in TableV and areindeed in good agreem entwith the renorm alization predictions.

Now we can calculate the criticalexponentsand com pare them to earlierestim atesford = 1. W e do thisforthe
correlation length exponent� = 1=(y�t+ yi=2)and them agnetization exponent� = (d� y�

h
)=y�t.Theresultsareshown

in TablesVIand VII.Sinceallourestim atesfory�t and y
�

h
agreewith therenorm alization values,also � and � arein

agreem entwith theclassicalcriticalexponents.Unfortunately,theaccuracy in both exponentsisseriously ham pered
by the uncertainty in y�t,which hasonly been determ ined from the tem perature-dependentterm in Q .In particular
the resultsfor� from Ref.42 are,forsm all�,in betteragreem entwith the theoretically predicted valuesthan our
estim ates. However,allprevious results,both for � and for �,deviate seriously from the predicted values when �

approaches1=2,which isnotthe caseforourvalues.Thiscan probably be attributed to the factthatcorrectionsto
scaling havebeen taken into accountm oreadequately.

2. Spin{spin correlation function

In Sec.IIItwo di�erentdecay m odesforthespin{spin correlation function werederived.Therelativem agnitudeof
rand L determ ineswhich ofthem odesapplies.In thebulk ofoursim ulationswehaverestricted rin g(r)to r= L=2.
Sincethisquantity reectsthek = 0 m odeofthecorrelation function,wewritefor"< 0 an expression analogousto
thatforthe m agneticsusceptibility,

g(L=2)= L
2y

�

h
�2d

h

c0 + c1t̂L
y
�

t + c2t̂
2
L
2y

�

t + � � � + d1L
yi + � � �

i

(29)

and for"= 0

g(L=2)= L
2yh�2d

p
lnL

"

c0 + c1t
Lyt

(lnL)1=3

�

t+ v
L�y t

lnL

�

+ c2
L2yt

(lnL)2=3

�

t+ v
L�y t

lnL

� 2

+ � � � +
d1

lnL
+ � � �

#

: (30)

Forvaluesofrsuch thatg(r)doesnotcorrespond to thism odeofthecorrelation function,the�-dependentexponent
yh willappearin (29)instead ofy�

h
. Furtherm ore,the logarithm ic prefactorin (30)willbe absent,asitarisesfrom

the dangerous irrelevant variable [cf.Eq.(16)]. The results ofour analysis are shown in Table VIII. The results
evidently corroboratethatthe exponenty�

h
coincideswith thatappearing in the susceptibility.Also thefactor

p
lnL

in (30)wasclearly visible in the least-squaresanalysis. The criticalcouplingsagree with the estim atesfrom Q and
� and wehaveagain tried to increasethe accuracy in y�

h
by repeating the analysiswith K c �xed attheirbestvalues

in Table II. The accuracy ofthe results is som ewhat less than ofthose obtained from the m agnetic susceptibility,
because we have now only used num ericaldata foreven system sizes. The factthatthe L dependence ofg(L=2)is
determ ined by the k = 0 m ode raisesthe question whetherone can also observe the power-law decay described by
� in �nite system s. To thisend,we have sam pled g(r)asa function ofr in the one-dim ensionalm odel. In orderto
clearly distinguish the two predictionsforthe decay ofg(r)we have exam ined a system farfrom the upper critical
dim ension,viz.with � = 0:1. Itturned outto be necessary to sam ple very large system sizesto observe the regim e
where g(r)/ r�(d��) .Figure 4 displaysthe spin{spin correlation function scaled with Ld=2 versusr=L.The scaling
m akesthe resultscollapse forr ofthe orderofthe system size. Here,the correlation function levelso�. Thisisthe

9



m ean-�eld likecontribution to thecorrelation function,which dom inatesin thespatialintegralyielding them agnetic
susceptibility.Forsm allr thedata do notcollapseatall,which showsthatg(r)exhibitsdi�erentscaling behaviorin
thisregim e. Indeed,the correlation function decayshere asr�(d��) = r�0:9 and notasr�d=2 . Note,however,that
thisregim eisrestricted to a sm allregion ofr and can only be observed forvery largesystem sizes.
It is interesting to note that already Nagle and Bonner18 have tried to calculate � in a spin chain with long-

range interactionsfrom �nite-size data forthe susceptibility. Because thiscalculation relied on the assum ption that
�(L;K c)� �(L � 1;K c)� g(L)� L�(d�2+ �) ,they called thecorresponding exponent~�.Theresultsfor~� turned out
to assum e a constant value approxim ately equalto 1.50 for 0 < � � 0:5. Thus,the identi�cation of~� with � was
assum ed to be invalid in Ref.35.Now wesee that ~� isin excellentagreem entwith �� � d+ 2� 2y�

h
= 2� d=2.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have studied system s with long-range interactions decaying as r�(d+ �) in one,two,and three
dim ensions in the regim e where these interactions exhibit classicalcriticalbehavior,i.e.,for 0 < � � d=2. From
the renorm alization equationswe have derived the scaling behavior,including the correctionsto scaling,forvarious
quantities. These predictions,in particular the criticalexponents and the scaling behavior ofthe am plitude ratio
hm 2i2=hm 4i,have been veri�ed by accurate M onte Carlo results. At the upper criticaldim ension,the logarithm ic
factorsappearing in the�nite-sizescaling functionscould beaccurately observed.TheM onteCarlo resultshavebeen
obtained with a dedicated algorithm .Thisalgorithm ism any ordersofm agnitude faster(up to the orderof108 for
the largestexam ined system ) than a conventionalM onte Carlo algorithm for these system s. O ur analysishas also
yielded estim atesforthecriticalcouplings.Ford = 1 thesevalueshavean accuracy which ism orethan two ordersof
m agnitude betterthan previousestim atesand could thusserveasa check forhalfa dozen di�erentapproxim ations.
Ford = 2 and d = 3 we have,to ourbestknowledge,obtained the �rstestim atesforthe criticalcouplings. Finally,
we have given both theoreticaland num ericalargum ents that above the upper criticaldim ension the decay ofthe
criticalspin{spin correlation function in �nitesystem sconsistsoftwo regim es:O newhereitdecaysasr�(d�2+ �) and
onewhereitisindependentofthe distance.
As an outlook we note that m any interesting results m ay be expected below the upper criticaldim ension,where

neither any rigorousresults nor any accurate num ericalresults are available. This regim e willbe the subject ofa
future investigation.58

A P P EN D IX A :D ETA ILS O F T H E M O N T E C A R LO A LG O R IT H M FO R LO N G -R A N G E

IN T ER A C T IO N S

The cluster algorithm applied in this study has been described for the �rst tim e in Ref.54. A som ewhat m ore
elaboratetreatm entofthem athem aticalaspectswasgiven in Ref.65.Although conceptually no new aspectsarisein
the application to algebraically decaying interactionsin m orethan one dim ension,severalim portantpracticalissues
m ust be taken care ofin actualsim ulations. It is the purpose ofthis Appendix to discuss these issues and their
solutions in som e m ore detail. W e do notrepeatthe fullclusteralgorithm here,butonly describe how the cluster
form ation processproceedsfrom a given spin si which hasalready been added to the cluster(the so-called current

spin).
Asexplained in Ref.54,thekeyelem entofthealgorithm liesin splittingup theso-called bond-activation probability

p(si;sj)= �sisjpij = �sisj[1� exp(� 2Jij)]into two parts,nam ely the K roneckerdelta testing whether the spins si
and sj areparalleland the\provisional"bond-activation probability pij.Thisenablesusto de�nea cum ulative bond
probability C (k),from which wecan read o� which bond isthe nextoneto be provisionally activated,

C (j)�
jX

n= 1

P (n) (A1)

with

P (n)= (1� p1)(1� p2)� � � (1� pn�1 )pn : (A2)

pj � 1� exp(� 2Jj) is an abbreviation for p0j,i.e.,we de�ne the origin atthe position ofthe currentspin. W hen
com paringtheexpressionstothosein Ref.54onem usttakeintoaccountthatwenow areworkingwith Isinginstead of
Pottscouplings.P (n)istheprobability thatin the�rststep n� 1bondsareskipped and thenth bond isprovisionally
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activated. Now the nextbond j thatisprovisionally activated isdeterm ined by a random num berg 2 [0;1i: j� 1
bondsareskipped ifC (j� 1)� g < C (j).Thenum berjcan beeasily determ ined from g oncewehavetabulated the
quantity C (j)in a look-up table.Ifthe jth bond isplaced to a spin sj thatisindeed parallelto the currentspin si
then sj isadded to thecluster(i.e.,thejth bond isactivated).Subsequently weskip again a num berofbondsbefore
anotherbond ata distance k > j isprovisionally activated.The appropriatecum ulative probability isnow given by
a generalization ofEq.(A1)(see Ref.54),

Cj(k)=
kX

n= j+ 1

2

4

n�1Y

m = j+ 1

(1� pm )

3

5 pn = 1� exp

0

@ � 2
kX

n= j+ 1

Jn

1

A : (A3)

In principle we need now foreach value ofj anotherlook-up table containing the Cj(k).Thisishardly feasible and
fortunately notnecessary,asfollowsfrom a com parison ofEqs.(A1)and (A3).Nam ely,

C (k)= C0(k)= C (j)+

"
jY

i= 1

(1� pi)

#

Cj(k)= C (j)+ [1� C (j)]Cj(k) (A4)

orCj(k)= [C (k)� C (j)]=[1� C (j)]. So we can calculate Cj(k)directly from C (k). In practice one realizesthisby
using the bond distancej ofthepreviousbond thatwasprovisionally activated to rescalethe(new)random num ber
g to g0 2 [C (j);1i;g0 = C (j)+ [1� C (j)]g. Since we consideronly ferrom agnetic interactions,lim j! 1 C (j) exists
and issm allerthan 1,cf.Eq.(A3).Stillwecan accom m odateonly a lim ited num berofbond distancesin ourlook-up
tableand m ustthereforedevisesom eapproxim ation schem eto handlethetailofthelong-rangeinteraction,which is
essentialforthecriticalbehavior.Thisissueisaddressed below.Furtherm ore,thisdescription only takesinto account
thebondsplaced in onedirection.Theactualim plem entation ofthealgorithm m ustofcourseallow forbondsin both
directions(assum ing thatd = 1).
An alternativeforthelook-up tableexistsforinteractionswhich can beexplicitly sum m ed.In thosecases,Eq.(A3)

can be solved for k,yielding an expression for the bond distance in term s ofCj(k),i.e.,in term s ofthe random
num berg. Forthe interaction de�ned in Sec.IIthe sum appearing in the right-hand side of(A3)is(forj = 0)the
truncated Riem ann zeta function,

kX

n= 1

Jn = K

kX

n= 1

1

nd+ �
; (A5)

which cannotbe expressed in closed form . In m ore than one dim ension,a look-up table isvery im practicaland an
interaction which can besum m ed explicitly becom esvery desirable.Thereforewehavetaken an isotropic,continuous
interaction ofthe form J = K =rd+ �. The interaction with a spin atlattice site n isthen given by the integralofJ
overthe elem entary square (cube) centered around n [cf.Eq.(19)]and the cum ulative bond probability yields the
(notnecessarily integer-valued)distancek atwhich the�rstprovisionalbond isplaced.To thisend,thesum in (A3)
isreplaced by ad-dim ensionalintegraloverthecoupling J.AsJ isisotropic,only an integralovertheradiusrem ains,
which runsfrom the m inim albond distanceup to k.Thusford = 2 Eq.(A3)reducesto

Cj(k)= 1� exp

�

� 2
2�K

�

�
1

j�
�

1

r�

��

(A6)

and in d = 3 the factor2� issim ply replaced by 4�.Equating Cj(k)to the random num berg we�nd

k =
h

j
�� +

�

4�K
ln(1� g)

i�1=�

: (A7)

Rescaling ofthe random num berisno longerrequired: The lowestvalue,g = 0,leadsto a provisionalbond atthe
sam e distance asthe previousone,k = j. Ifg = Cj(1 )= 1� exp[� (4�K =�)j�� ]the nextprovisionalbond liesat
in�nity and thusg 2 [C j(1 );1iyieldsno bond atall.O ncethe distance k hasbeen obtained,d� 1 furtherrandom
num bersg1;g2;:::arerequired to determ inethedirection ofthebond.In d = 2,weset� = g1=(2�).Thecoordinates
ofthe next provisionalbond (relative to the current spin) are then (rx;ry) = (kcos�;ksin�),which are rounded
to the nearestinteger coordinates. Finally,the periodic boundary conditions are applied to m ap these coordinates
onto a lattice site. Forthe nextprovisionalbond,j issetequalto k (not to the rounded distance!) and a new k is
determ ined. Ifno bond hasbeen placed yet,j issetto 1=2,the lowestpossible bond distance. Hence itispossible
to �nd a 1=2 � k <

p
2=2 and an angle � such thatthe corresponding lattice site isthe origin.Thisdoesnota�ect

11



the bond probabilities,butitisofcoursea \wasted" M onteCarlo step.Ford = 3 the processissim ilar,exceptthat
we need another random num ber g2 to determ ine a second angle � �=2 <  � �=2,such that sin is distributed
uniform ly;sin = 1� 2g2.The bond coordinatesaregiven by (kcos cos�;kcos sin�;ksin ).
Thisapproach can also be applied in the one-dim ensionalcase,where the geom etricalfactor2� in (A6)m ustbe

replaced by 2,which reectsthe factthatbondscan be putto the leftand to the rightofthe origin.The direction
ofthe bond isthen sim ply determ ined by anotherrandom num ber. Ashasalready been m entioned in Ref.54,this
can be used to cope with the lim ited size M ofthe look-up table. Beyond the bond distance M the sum in (A3)is
approxim ated by an integral.I.e.,ifthe random num berg liesin the interval[C (M );C (1 )i,the bond distance k is
determ ined from the one-dim ensionalversion of(A7),where the lowerpartofthe integralisreplaced by an explicit
sum

k =

"�

M +
1

2

� ��

+ �

 

1

2K
ln(1� g)+

MX

n= 1

1

n1+ �

! #�1=�

: (A8)

Here,the geom etricalfactorisabsent,aswehaveopted to treat\left" and \right" separately in oursim ulations(no
additionalrandom num berisrequired in thatcase).Theapproxim ation (A8)e�ectively introducesa m odi�cation of
the spin{spin interaction,which howevercan be m ade arbitrarily sm allby increasing M .Note thatthe o�set1=2 in
the �rst term ensures a precise m atching ofthe discrete sum and the integralapproxim ation: the random num ber
g = C (M )= 1� exp[� 2K

P M

n= 1
n�(1+ �)]yieldsk = M + 1=2 which isprecisely the lowestk thatisrounded to the

integerbond distanceM + 1.
Theaccuracyofthisprocedureisfurtherlim ited by the�niteresolution ofrandom num bers.E.g.,in oursim ulations

theoriginalrandom num bersareintegersin therange[0;232� 1].Thus,forbond distanceslsuch thatC (l)� C (l� 1)
is ofthe order 2�32 ,the discreteness ofthe random num bers is no longer negligible. For d = 2 and d = 3,the
discretenessofthe anglesalso lim its the lattice sitesthatcan be selected fora provisionalbond,butthis generally
occurs at distances larger than l. O nce the value oflhas been determ ined,with a safe m argin,there are various
approachesto thislim itation.O nem ay,e.g.,draw anotherrandom num berto determ inetheprecisebond distance.A
sim plerapproach isto distributeallbondsbeyond luniform ly overthelattice,in orderto preventthatcertain lattice
sites are never selected. However,one should take care that such sim ple approachesdo not essentially m odify the
criticalbehavior.Iflisrelatively sm all,theerrorintroduced by a random distribution ofthebond distancesm ightbe
largerthan thee�ectofan interaction which decreasesslightly nonm onotonically atlargedistances.Furtherm ore,in
orderto preservethesym m etry ofthelattice,such a uniform distribution ofthebondsshould occuroutsidea square
(cube)instead ofa circle(sphere)with radiusl.
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FIG .1. The am plitude ratio Q as a function ofthe decay param eter � in (a) d = 1,(b)d = 2,and (c)d = 3 dim ensions.
The solid line m arksthe renorm alization prediction.
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TABLE I. The am plitude ratio Q and the therm alexponent y�t for system s with long-range interactions in one,two,and
three dim ensions,for severalvalues ofthe decay param eter 0 < � � d=2. The values in the �fth colum n have been obtained
with Q �xed atthe theoretically predicted value (see text)and the lastcolum n liststhe renorm alization predictionsfory�t.

d � Q y
�
t y

�
t RG

1 0.1 0.4566 (8) 0.507 (7) 0.507 (7) 1

2

1 0.2 0.455 (4) 0.54 (4) 0.504 (12) 1

2

1 0.25 0.457 (3) 0.500 (8) 0.500 (5) 1

2

1 0.3 0.454 (2) 0.519 (14) 0.506 (12) 1

2

1 0.4 0.457 (3) 0.50 (2) 0.50 (2) 1

2

1 0.5 0.465 (8) 0.51 (4) 0.501 (16) 1

2

2 0.2 0.4574 (10) 1.01 (2) 1.01 (2) 1

2 0.4 0.455 (2) 1.02 (2) 1.009 (15) 1

2 0.6 0.450 (6) 1.04 (4) 1.008 (17) 1

2 0.8 0.454 (6) 1.03 (9) 1.03 (3) 1

2 1.0 0.468 (11) 1.04 (8) 1.07 (7) 1

3 0.2 0.4581 (11) 1.51 (3) 1.513 (18) 3

2

3 0.4 0.4561 (10) 1.521 (18) 1.512 (15) 3

2

3 0.6 0.453 (3) 1.53 (4) 1.521 (14) 3

2

3 0.8 0.458 (2) 1.48 (2) 1.487 (10) 3

2

3 1.0 0.453 (10) 1.52 (7) 1.508 (9) 3

2

3 1.2 0.447 (8) 1.56 (2) 1.519 (10) 3

2

3 1.4 0.454 (5) 1.48 (3) 1.48 (3) 3

2

3 1.5 0.466 (8) 1.65 (6) 1.57 (4) 3

2

TABLE II. The am plitude ratio Q and criticalcouplingsK c forsystem swith long-range interactionsin one,two,and three
dim ensions,for severalvaluesofthe decay param eter0 < � � d=2. The therm alexponent(see Table I)waskept�xed atits
theoreticalvaluein allanalyses.Theestim atesforK c in thelastcolum n havebeen obtained by �xing Q atitsrenorm alization
prediction.The num bersbetween parenthesesrepresentthe errorsin the lastdecim alplaces.

d � Q K c K c

1 0.1 0.4565 (8) 0.0476162 (13) 0.0476168 (6)
1 0.2 0.4579 (7) 0.092234 (2) 0.0922314 (15)
1 0.25 0.4579 (15) 0.114143 (4) 0.1141417 (19)
1 0.3 0.4567 (15) 0.136113 (4) 0.136110 (2)
1 0.4 0.457 (3) 0.181151 (8) 0.181150 (3)
1 0.5 0.466 (7) 0.229160 (13) 0.229156 (5)
2 0.2 0.4573 (10) 0.028533 (3) 0.0285324 (14)
2 0.4 0.4565 (17) 0.051824 (4) 0.0518249 (14)
2 0.6 0.456 (4) 0.071364 (7) 0.071366 (2)
2 0.8 0.458 (5) 0.088094 (7) 0.088094 (2)
2 1.0 0.468 (7) 0.102572 (6) 0.102568 (6)
3 0.2 0.4584 (9) 0.0144361 (10) 0.0144354 (6)
3 0.4 0.4569 (8) 0.0262927 (16) 0.0262929 (7)
3 0.6 0.4581 (9) 0.036050 (2) 0.0360469 (11)
3 0.8 0.4562 (13) 0.044034 (2) 0.0440354 (10)
3 1.0 0.4571 (14) 0.050515 (2) 0.0505152 (12)
3 1.2 0.457 (3) 0.055682 (3) 0.0556825 (14)
3 1.4 0.455 (5) 0.059666 (2) 0.059667 (1)
3 1.5 0.467 (6) 0.061248 (3) 0.061250 (2)
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TABLE III. Com parison between ourbestestim atesofthe criticalcouplingsK c forthe one-dim ensionalsystem and earlier
estim ates.

� Thiswork Ref.18 Ref.19 Ref.20 Ref.42 Ref.21 Ref.27 Ref.43
0.1 0.0476168 (6) | 0.0478468 0.0505 (5) 0.04635 0.04777 (12) 0.0469 0.0481
0.2 0.0922314 (15) 0.0926 (5) 0.0933992 0.0923 (9) 0.09155 0.0928 (3) 0.0898 |
0.25 0.1141417 (19) | | | | | 0.1106 |
0.3 0.136110 (2) 0.1370 (7) 0.138478 0.1362 (14) 0.1359 0.1375 (10) 0.1314 0.144
0.4 0.181150 (3) 0.1825 (10) 0.184081 0.1815 (18) 0.1813 0.183 (2) 0.1750 |
0.5 0.229156 (5) 0.2307 (14) 0.230821 0.230 (2) 0.2295 0.231 (4) 0.2251 0.250

TABLE IV. Com parison ofourbestestim atesofthe criticalcouplingsforthe one-dim ensionalsystem with som e lowerand
upperbounds.

� Thiswork Ref.24 Ref.24 Ref.25
0.1 0.0476168 (6) � 0.04726 � 0.09456 � 0.04753
0.2 0.0922314 (15) � 0.08947 � 0.1792 � 0.09162
0.3 0.136110 (2) � 0.1273 � 0.2558 |
0.4 0.181150 (3) � 0.1615 � 0.3258 |
0.5 0.229156 (5) � 0.1923 � 0.3903 |

TABLE V. Estim ates for the critical coupling K c and the exponent y�
h
as obtained from the analysis of the m agnetic

susceptibility.The valuesfory�
h
in the �fth colum n havebeen obtained by �xing K c attheirbestestim atesfrom Table II;the

errorm arginsdo notinclude the uncertainty in these valuesforK c.

d � K c y
�
h

y
�
h

RG

1 0.1 0.0476161 (19) 0.7487 (14) 0.7493 (6) 3

4

1 0.2 0.092239 (4) 0.752 (2) 0.7504 (10) 3

4

1 0.25 0.114145 (4) 0.7477 (15) 0.7468 (16) 3

4

1 0.3 0.136110 (5) 0.747 (3) 0.7490 (17) 3

4

1 0.4 0.181170 (10) 0.749 (5) 0.746 (3) 3

4

1 0.5 0.229163 (8) 0.751 (3) 0.7492 (11) 3

4

2 0.2 0.028537 (5) 1.500 (6) 1.495 (3) 3

2

2 0.4 0.051830 (6) 1.498 (9) 1.496 (3) 3

2

2 0.6 0.071370 (5) 1.497 (6) 1.498 (2) 3

2

2 0.8 0.088095 (10) 1.496 (5) 1.495 (3) 3

2

2 1.0 0.102568 (3) 1.502 (9) 1.501 (7) 3

2

3 0.2 0.0144347 (9) 2.249 (2) 2.2504 (8) 9

4

3 0.4 0.026296 (2) 2.250 (6) 2.246 (3) 9

4

3 0.6 0.036046 (3) 2.246 (7) 2.244 (5) 9

4

3 0.8 0.0440349 (17) 2.243 (4) 2.246 (3) 9

4

3 1.0 0.050516 (3) 2.239 (2) 2.243 (7) 9

4

3 1.2 0.055679 (2) 2.247 (11) 2.251 (7) 9

4

3 1.4 0.0596636 (18) 2.27 (3) 2.26 (2) 9

4

3 1.5 0.061251 (2) 2.255 (11) 2.253 (6) 9

4
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TABLE VI. The correlation length exponent � as a function of � for the one-dim ensionalm odel, together with earlier
estim atesand the renorm alization predictions.

� Thiswork Ref.20 Ref.42 Ref.43 RG
0.1 9.3 (6) 9.12 9.9 10.48 10.0
0.2 4.9 (3) 4.90 4.95 | 5.0
0.25 4.00 (8) | | | 4.0
0.3 3.27 (12) 3.41 3.32 3.90 3.3:::
0.4 2.50 (13) 2.71 2.68 | 2.5
0.5 2.00 (6) 2.34 2.33 2.81 2.0

TABLE VII. Them agnetization exponent� asa function of� fortheone-dim ensionalm odel,togetherwith earlierestim ates
and the renorm alization predictions.

� Thiswork Ref.18 Ref.21 RG

0.1 0.494 (8) | 0.495 1

2

0.2 0.495 (13) 0.5 0.482 1

2

0.25 0.506 (8) | | 1

2

0.3 0.497 (15) 0.48 0.460 1

2

0.4 0.51 (2) 0.45 0.435 1

2

0.5 0.501 (18) 0.39 0.408 1

2

TABLE VIII. Estim ates for the criticalcoupling K c and the exponent y�
h
as obtained from the analysis ofthe spin{spin

correlation function.Thevaluesfory�
h
in the�fth colum n havebeen obtained by �xingK c attheirbestestim atesfrom TableII;

the errorm arginsdo notinclude the uncertainty in these valuesforK c.

d � K c y
�
h

y
�
h

RG

1 0.1 0.047619 (3) 0.750 (2) 0.7488 (9) 3

4

1 0.2 0.092233 (7) 0.749 (3) 0.7513 (16) 3

4

1 0.25 0.114148 (10) 0.750 (5) 0.747 (2) 3

4

1 0.3 0.136116 (7) 0.753 (5) 0.752 (3) 3

4

1 0.4 0.181158 (15) 0.747 (7) 0.750 (4) 3

4

1 0.5 0.229161 (9) 0.753 (3) 0.7513 (11) 3

4

2 0.2 0.028535 (7) 1.499 (9) 1.496 (3) 3

2

2 0.4 0.051831 (6) 1.505 (6) 1.499 (4) 3

2

2 0.6 0.071369 (6) 1.507 (4) 1.502 (4) 3

2

2 0.8 0.088091 (6) 1.495 (7) 1.497 (3) 3

2

2 1.0 0.102569 (3) 1.509 (8) 1.508 (6) 3

2

3 0.2 0.0144348 (16) 2.256 (6) 2.254 (4) 9

4

3 0.4 0.026296 (3) 2.257 (8) 2.245 (5) 9

4

3 0.6 0.036053 (4) 2.262 (10) 2.246 (4) 9

4

3 0.8 0.044035 (4) 2.252 (11) 2.250 (5) 9

4

3 1.0 0.050511 (5) 2.228 (15) 2.249 (9) 9

4

3 1.2 0.055680 (3) 2.253 (14) 2.257 (9) 9

4

3 1.4 0.059667 (2) 2.22 (4) 2.31 (4) 9

4

3 1.5 0.061251 (3) 2.251 (15) 2.251 (8) 9

4
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