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N ovelM onte C arlo m ethod to calculate the central charge and critical exponents

PaulJd.M .Bastjaansenl] and Hubert J.F .Knops
Institute for T heoretical P hysics, U niversity of N ijn egen, PO Box 9010, 6500 GL N ijn egen, T he N etherlands

A typicalproblem with M onte C arlo sin ulations In statisticalphysics isthat they do not allow for
a direct calculation ofthe free energy. For system s at criticality, thism eans that one cannot calculate
the central charge In a M onte Carlo sin ulation. W e present a novel nite size scaling technique for
tw o-din ensionalsystem son a geom etry of L. M , and focuson the scaling behaviorinM =L . W e show
that the nite size scaling behavior of the stress tensor, the operator that govems the anisotropy of
the system , allow s for a detem ination ofthe central charge and critical exponents. T he expectation
value of the stress tensor can be calculated using M onte C arlo sim ulations. Unexpectedly, it tums
out that the stress tensor is rem arkably insensitive for critical slow ing down, rendering it an easy
quantiy to sinulate. W e test the m ethod for the Ising m odel (with central charge c = %), the
A shkin-Tellerm odel (c= 1), and the F-m odel (@also c= 1).

PACS numbers: 05.70Jk, 02.70F j, 02.70Lqg, 64.60Ht

I. NTRODUCTION

T here exist basically two m ethods to obtain num erical informm ation on two-dim ensional critical system s. In the
transferm atrix m ethod one calculates the largest eigenvalue of the transferm atrix and thus one nds the free energy
ofthe system onal 1 cylinder. From the theory of conform al invariance ] one know s that this free energy is
related to the central charge c as
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By Introducing appropriate seam s on the cylinder, that alter the cyclic boundary conditions, one also obtains som e of
the leading critical din ensions x. Here one uses the result from conform al nvariance that the central charge e from

a system wih a seam is given by

e=c 12x: )

A fter the st paper E] that used this technigue thism ethod has becom e very popular.

T he advantage of the m ethod is its high num erical accuracy. A distinct disadvantage is that the m ethod is 1im ited
to rather an all values of L, since the required storage capacity and com puter tin e Increase exponentially with L.
T his also In plies that the m ethod is lin ited to discrete soin system s. Both lin itations are lifted but exchanged for a
Joss in num erdcal accuracy in the M onte C arlo transfer m atrix m ethod EE] A prom ising EE] m ethod to study the
transfer m atrix for discrete spin system s for large L is density m atrix renom alization ﬂ].

T he second m ethod that has extensively been used to obtain num erical nform ation on two-din ensional critical
system s is the standard E]M onte Carlo M C) method. It can be used or fairly large (L L) system sizes, both for
discrete and continuous spin system s. C ritical exponents can be extracted from the nite size scaling behavior of the

uctuations In critical quantities like energy and order param eter.

H owever, since the free energy cannot directly bem easured In a M C sin ulation, there exists at them om ent noM C
m ethod to evaluate the central charge. This is unfortunate since this quantiy plays such an im portant role in the
determm nation of the universality class of two-din ensional system s.

In this paper we want to com plete this palette of existing num ericalm ethods by presenting a direct M C m ethod to
evaluate the central charge. W e do this by constructing an operator on the lattice that in the scaling lin it represents
the stress tensor T . T he stress tensor is an operator that is connected w ith the anisotropy of the system ; when one
allow s for anisotropy In criticalm odels, criticalpoints in the phase diagram becom e critical Iines. The whole of such a
critical line f2lls into the sam e universality class, and m ovem ents along the line are govemed by a m arginal operator,
having its criticaldim ension x = 2. T his anisotropy operator is the stress tensor T , and can be de ned for any critical
m odel. t is, in the lJanguage of conform al nvariance, the second descendant ofthe identity operator. T he expectation
valie of T onal M torus is known from conform al theory and contains in particular the central charge c. By
com paring our M C resuls, as a function of M =L, w ith this form ula we obtain the central charge and the leading
critical din ensions.
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An additionaladvantage of the m ethod tums out to be that the autocorrelation function of T in the M C sequence
decaysm uch faster than that ofa critical quantity like the energy. T his can only partly be attrbuted to the fact that
T isnot a relevant but only a m arginal operator. T hism eans that there is no need to invoke m ore sophisticated M C
m ethods like that of Swendsen-W ang E] to avoid critical slow ing down.

II.CONFORMAL INVARIANCE OF CRITICAL FIELD THEORIES

Besides being Invariant against a rescaling of the length param eters, criticalm odels are believed to be conform aly
Invariant as well: their lJarge scale behavior is Invariant against transfom ations that correspond locally to a rotation
and a rescaling. Such transform ationsare called conform altransform ations. From this sym m etry, present at criticality,
follow s the structure of the H ibert space for a large part, at least In the case of two-din ensionalm odels. W e will
sum m arize som e results that we need in the sequel; m ore details can be found in the review by Cardy ].

FIG .1. The torus geom etry on which the conform al eld theory isde ned. D in ensions ofthe torusareL,. M , the boundary
conditions are such that the indicated points are identi ed: they are cyclic in the horizontal direction and cyclic w ith a shift
overM x in the vertical direction.

In this section, we will be concemed wih a system de ned on a Ykew '’ torus; its din ensions are L M , and
boundary conditions are cyclic in the horizontaldirection and cyclic after a shift overM , in the verticaldirection, as
n Fjgﬂ D enoting the transferm atrix of the system wih exp( H ), where H isthe Ham ilton operator, its partition
function on such a geom etry is

X
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where the summ ation is over all con gurations Jji in a row . The states Jji m ake up the H ibert space on which
the transfer m atrix (or operator) exp( H ) acts. P is the m om entum operator, the generator of translations in the
horizontaldirection. T he H am ilton operator H of the m odel is the generator of translations in the vertical direction
and comm utesw ith P . W hen the transferm atrix is suitably de ned, there exists an orthonom albasis of the H ibert
space, consisting of eigenstates of the Ham ittonian and of the m om entum operator. From the theory of conformm al
Invariance follow s that these eigenstates w ith their eigenvalues are closely related to the critical dim ensions of the

m odel.

T here tums out to be a set of fundam ental operators present In the theory, that are indicated as L, and L, for
n 2 Z. They satisfy the celebrated V irasoro algebra. The Ham iltonian H and the m om entum operator P can be
expressed In tem s of Ly and Ly as ollow s,

0 L 0 0 6L, (4)
1, 0 0



Here c is the centralcharge ofthem odel, and E ( is the buk groundstate energy of the H am ittonian, which is usually
subtracted from it. T he elgenstates ofthe H am iltonian and ofthe m om entum operatorare labeledasj +m; +mi,
w ith the relations

ILoj+m; +mi= ( +m)j+m; + m i;
)
Loj+m; +mi= ( +m)j+m; +mi:
Hence
. .2 c . .
#H Ep)j+m; +mi= T + +m+m 12 j+m; +mi; (6)
. .2 . .
Pj+m; +mi= T + m m j+m; +mi: (7)

The states j; iwihm = m = 0 are called prim ary states and the states with m and/orm unequal to zero are
their conform al ollowers. The values of and are related to the critical dim ensions x and spin indices 1 of the
operators of the theory according to

x= + +m+m;
@8)
1= + m m:

T he appearing values of and from the prin ary states, together w ith their m ultiplicity (the level of their de-
generacy) as well as the m ultiplicities of their confom al follow ers, determm ine the full structure of the H ibert space.
T he values of the critical din ensions and their m ultiplicities are universal. T his in plies that the partition fiinction
(divided by isbuk valie that results from E() considered as a function ofM =L, is universal in the scaling lim i of
L and M large.

From Eq. ) and Eqg. @) follow s that the diagonalelem ent ofexp( M H )exp (M xP ) orthestate j + m; +mi
is

0 C:Z4Q c:24Q +m 0 +m ; (9)
w ith
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and Q the com plex conjigate ofQ . Summ Ing over all diagonal elem ents yields the partition fiinction of the m odel.
Let us Iabel the critical dim ensions w ith j, then

X
Z=Zpuk = o) c=24Q c=24 NjQ j+ij j+mj: (11)
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T his expression is called the universal expression for the partition function, and contains the central charge ¢, the
values of the criticaldinensions j+ myand 5+ myaswellastheirmultplictiesN . mthelmitM =L ! 1 ,i
yields the wellknown nite size scaling relation for the central charge, used In transfer m atrix calculations,
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T he free energy, how ever, is not directly accessble n M C sim ulations. C onsequently there exist no M C results that
yield the central charge of criticalm odels. T he stress tensor, however, is an operator that is closely related to the
H am ilton operator and it this operator (or rather its expression in tem s of spin variables) that actually is accessible
In M C sinulations, in contrast to the free energy. W e w ill show this In the sequel.

Conform al invariance in critical eld theordes states that the action (or In statisticalm echanics tem s: the classical
interaction) is invariant against conform al transform ations. T he change in the action for non-confom al transform a—
tions is determ ined by the stress tensor T (r),

Txx (€) Txy (¥)
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where T (r) is a symm etric, traceless tensor. Hence Ty (r) = Tyy (r) and Tyy (r) = Tyx (r). Usually, one de nes the
independent com ponents of T as
T ;v) = = Txx @;v) iTxy @;Vv) ;
15)
T (U;v) =
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Tyx @;v) + iTyy @;v) :

Here u and v are the position coordinates on the torus. The dinension (; ) of T and T are (2;0) and (0;2)
regpectively. H ence their criticaldin ension x = 2 and their soin Indicesare 1= 2. So the stress tensor isa m argihal
operator. Tts com ponents T and T can be expressed In tem s of the findam entalV irasoro operators L, and L, as

follow s:
|
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T his expression is valid on the torus geom etry; u (v) is the horizontal (vertical) position on the torus. T he V irasoro
operatorsL, and L, wih n & 0 play the rok of raising and low ering operators forthe states j + m; + m i. Because
these states are orthonom al, only L, and L have nonvanishing contrbutions In the expression for the expectation
valie of T . From the expression @) and the eigenvalue equations E), the expression for the expectation value ofthe
stress tensor can easily be calculated. T he expectation value is
1 X
Hri= — j+mj; j+mjjTjj+mj; j+mj: (17)
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Substituting Eq. @) and the expression for the partition function @) yields
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W e willbe m ostly concemed w ith the diagonalelem ents Tyy = Ty, of the stress tensor. T he expression for Tyy is
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T his expectation value can be w ritten as the derivative of the free energy w ith respect to the aspect ratioM =L, as

M @f

Myxi= 2 ——:
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Upon taking the derivative, the voim e M L of the system is kept constant. Like m agnetization and m agnetic eld,
the ‘eld’ M =L is the extemal eld conjugate to the operator that is the stress tensor. T herefore, HT 1 couples to
the anisotropy of the system .

ITII.A LATTICE REPRESENTATION OF THE STRESS TEN SOR

In conform al eld theory, the stress tensor is an operator that is quite abstract. Ikt is de ned only after the lattice
m odelhas gotten its continuum lim it. For Jattice m odels, how ever, the stress tensor can easily be de ned aswell. T his
lattice representation of the stress tensorm ust thus have the scaling behavior predicted by expression @) .Below we
w ill iThistrate the construction of the lattice representation of the stress tensor for the Ising m odel, but rst we give
am ore generalway to proceed.



A . Constructing the stress tensor

Construct, for a lattice m odel, an operator t(r) as an expression in the local, uctuating eld(s), such that: (i)
t(r) transfom s as a second rank tensor (n particular, t(r) picks up a m inus sign under a rotation over 90 ); and (i)
t(r) has the sam e symm etry as the Interaction energy of the m odel under study. In general, thism eans that t(r) is
Invariant under global spin  Jps or spin rotations.

Ifone now expressest(r) In tem s of scaling operators it is clear that the operators that occur should allbe tensors
that change sign under rotations over =2, ie., they have 1= = 2; 6;:::. Since and are always
non-negative, it ©llow s that the scaling dim ension x of the appearing scaling operatorsallhave x 2. Them argihal
case, having x = 2 and 1= 2, is iIn fact the stress tensor, all other operators In the expansion are irrelevant. To be
m ore precise: in this general case, the operator t(r) couples to both independent com ponents Ty (r) and Ty (r) of
the stress tensor. A s w illbecom e clear below , how ever, t(r) can easily be de ned such that i couplesto Ty (r) only.
In that case, one has

t) = Txx @+ ; @1)

w here the dots represent irrelevant operators. The requirem ent (i) guarantees that t(r) and Txx (r) share the sam e
Interaction sym m etry, so that the coe cient does not vanish by sym m etry. C onstructing operators t(r) can, aswe
shall see, be done In severalw ays, but all choices yield an expansion ), albeit with di erent values of

H aving constructed the operator t(r) one can evaluate its average in aM C sinulation on a geom etry of L. M , for
severalvalies of M =L and L large. T he resul should follow the universal expression for Tyy (r) as

1
ht@)i= Hlxx @i+ O (L_!); @2)

w here the expression for hT,, (r)i given In Eq. @) is proportionalto 1=L2 and dom inates the second term that has
! > 2. Hence we can t the M =L dependence of the kft hand side against Eq. @), obtaining, In particular, the
central charge c.

B .The stress tensor for the Ising m odel

W e will illustrate the construction of the discrete stress tensor t(r) in the case of the Ising m odel. T he starting
point is the close connection between stress tensor and anisotropy. Let us therefore start w ith the anisotropic action
A ofthe ordinary, square lattice Ising m odel,

X
A= Jx Si;98:+1;3 + Jy S1;454;9+1 7 23)

ij

w here the couplings (Jy;Jy) allow for anisotropy. T he isotropic criticalpoint is Jy = Jy = J. = % n@+ P E), but
this point becom es a critical Iine when unequalvalues of J, and J, are allowed for.

T he central notion here is that in the scaling lim i, anisotropy am ounts to a rescaling of the length param eters x
and y w ith a di erent scaling factor. Hence, In the scaling Iim it, the anisotropicm odelw ith (Jx;Jy) behaves as the
isotropic m odelw ith rescaled length param eters x and vy,

@4)

The value of In this equation determm ines the values of J; and Jy,. In this way, Eq. @) xes the param eteri-
zation [y ( );Jy ()] of the critical Iine with . The isotropic point has = 0 wih J& Q) = Jy (0) = J., and the
param eterization obeys Jx ( )= Jy ().

Ona niegeometry L M ,thisanisotropic rescaling m eans that the volum eM L ofthe system rem ainsuntouched,
but that the aspect param eter M =L scales according to

=é&° ", 25)
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In the scaling lim it, therefore, the partition function with the anisotropic action of equation @), which we call
Z ( ;M =L) depending on , equals that of the isotropic H am iltonian w ith a rescaled aspect ratio M %=L?,

, M
7 - L @6)
L

A generalm ovem ent in the phase diagram is perform ed by a scaling operator. A renom alization transform ation
is isotropic, which implies that there can be no renom alization ow along the critical Iine (Jx;Jy). This in plies
that the scaling operator that govems the m ovem ent along this line m ust be invariant against a renom alization
transform ation, ie., i is a m argihal operator having its critical dim ension x = 2.

In the case of the Ising m odel, the action E) Inm ediately show swhich operator thism ust be. W rite the action as
a symm etric part plus a part that detemm ines the anisotropy,

X
A =A. % () J)S44Sw 1,5+ WUy () Jo) S4;5S4;59+ 17 27)
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where A . is the action at the isotropic critical point Jy = Jy = J.. Expanding up to rst order in , this expression

can be w ritten as

X
A=Ac+ tex (13); 28)
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where .« (i;j) is the lattice representation of the stress tensor,

tex GG = J20) Si;3S:1;5  Si5Suie1 ° (29)
Here we used the symm etry property Jx ( ) = J, (). The operator .y (i; J) govems the anisotropy of the system .
T his lattice repre%ntatjon of the stress tensor ) for the Ising m odelwas already known for a long tine @]; the

valie of JJ (0) = £ 2.

In fact, the operator in Eq. @) is written as tyx because it is one of the two com ponents of the full stress tensor
t J). Thist (4;]J) has the sam e properties as the eld theoretical stress tensor: it is a second-rank, symm etric
traceless tensor. T he other com ponent, ty, (i;j) can be w ritten as

ty )= Jxy Si;5Sir 1941 Si3Sie 151 7 (30)

w ith a certain prefactor Jx,, which w illbe di erent from Jg (0), because i couples next-nearest neighbor spins instead
of nearest neighbors. The o -diagonalelem ents of the discrete stress tensor couple to the anisotropy in the diagonal
directions.

Tt is this operator t (r) that appears in the previous subsection. It is constructed such that it behaves as a
second-rank sym m etric tensor w ith the sam e sym m etry under global spin  Ips as the Interaction energy itself. O f
course, this version oft  (i;j) is not the only possble one; it can also be de ned w ith further neighbor interactions.

T he precise connection between the discrete variant t(r) of the stress tensor and its eld theoretical counterpart is
obtained by taking the derivative of Eq. @) with regpectto at = 0.UsihgEq. ), this yields

. x D E ML
J, ) Si;9Si+1;5 SgiSygr1 = —— Txx @iv) 5 (31)
ij

where T, (1;V)1 is the expression @) for the expectation value of the diagonalcom ponent ofthe stress tensor. N ote
that this expression is a universal fiinction of central charge, critical din ensions, and their m ultiplicities. T he value
of Jg 0), however, is In generalunknown, such that we w illhave to Inclide it asa t param eter.

E xpression @) com bined w ith Eq. @) yields the relation that is centralto this work: it expresses the expectation
valie of the lattice representation of the stress tensor in the universal quantities that we want to know . Aswe will
use a rectangular geom etry, w thout the shift In boundary conditions, we put M = 0 and obtain

P !
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Si;38i+1;5  Si3Su541 = T T SR P i (32)
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FIG . 2. The expectation values of stress tensor (1) for the Ising m odel, de ned in Eq. @), as a function of the aspect
param eter M =L . From high to low, the plots show the expectation values from system din ensions L running from 4 to 10.
T he lines are the result ofthe t against Eq. @) together w ith a correction to scaling tem (E) . N ote that, for each value of
L, the stress tensorat M =L = 1 is zero by sym m etry.

where 1= = J}f 0). See Fjg.E for an exam pl of the finctional dependence. The prefactor is the same

that appears n Eq. ) . The physical Interpretation of it is given by the relation 1= = J)? (0); i determ ines the
am ount of anisotropy’ that the system obtains, once the stress tensor is sw tched on. Note that isnon-universal; it
depends on the precise de nition of the m odel, as well as on the de nition of the stress tensor. T he other quantities
present in Eq. ), however, are the central charge, the critical dim ensions, and their m ultiplicities, and those are
alluniversal. There is an in nite number of critical din ensions, but only a lim ited num ber of these is wm all/, say,
Jess than two. For large enough values of the aspect ratio M =L only a lim ited num ber of critical din ensions have
nonvanishing contrbutionsto Eq. @) such that a t ofthis expression against M C data m ust be feasble. Typically,
wewilltakeM =L ~ 1.

IV.FITTING THE MONTE CARLO RESULTS

Fiting the M C results against the universal expression for the stress tensor @) requires a decent t program , as
the num ber of t param eters is quite large, and requires som e theoretical re ection on the modelas well. W e will
dealw ith the use of the universal expression @) and the corrections to scaling in di erent subsections.

A . The universal expression for the stress tensor

T he num ber of critical dim ensions x4 that appears in the universal expression @) for the stress tensor is In nite,
which clearly isan Infeasble num berof tparam eters. M ost ofthe din ensions, how ever, are large. T heir contribution
to Eqg. ) goesasexp( 2 xM =L), so ifwe Im i the calculations to values of the aspect ratio M =L that are not
too an all, m ost of the dim ensions x4 have a vanishing contridbution. Perform ing som e prelim inary M C sin ulations
suggests a reasonable Jower bound to M =L . Typically, we took M =L ~ 1. The upper bound on M =L is determ ined
by the value of M =L where ht, » (r)i reaches is asym ptotic value. To determ ine a reasonable upper bound on M =L,
the sam e prelin nary sin ulations can be used. T he asym ptotic value ofht,» (r)i is

2
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T his expression also show swhy the asym ptotic value itself isnot su clent for the determm ination ofthe centralcharge:
it only gives an estin ate of ¢ Instead ofc.

Perform ing sim ulations to obtain the expectation valie of the stress tensor between these bounds on M =L is In
principle su cient to extract the desired quantities by tting the results against expression ( . Typically, we take
three or four critical din ensions Into account, the identity dim ension x¢ = 0, present in any criticalm odel, and two
or three nontrivial ones x5 . For these din ensions, the m ultiplicities N 5 m ust be speci ed in the expression as well.



A muliplicity isalways integer, and w hen it is largerthan one, the corresponding criticaldin ension x is degenerate,
and thus an additional sym m etry is present in the m odel. Som e theoretical re ection on the m odel often is su clent
to reveal such symm etries. Another possbility is to perform ts with di erent valies of the m ultiplicities and to
choose the set that gives the best  t.

T he low est appearing values ofthe din ensionsx = +  corresoond to prin ary elds. A snoted in Sec. ]ﬂ to each
prim ary eld belongs a tower of conform al follow ers or descendants, that have values of the critical dim ensions that
di erby an Integer from that oftheprinary eld;theyare + m and +m wihm;m 2 N.The rstdescendant
ofa scalarprinary eld O (r) wih dimensions ( ; ) isr O (r), a vector eld that has two com ponents; one having

( + 1; ) and the otherhaving (; + 1). To Inprove the t, we will include this rst descendant into Eqg. (32)|:|
This inclusion introduces no new t param eters; the value of its critical dim ension is x + 1 when x is the critical
din ension of the prim ary eld, and this value appears tw ice. Hence the m ultiplicity of the st descendant is tw ice
that of the corresponding prim ary eld.

Having xed the multiplicities in expression @), this leaves us w ith four or ve free param eters: the prefactor ,
the central charge ¢, and two or three nontrivial dim ensions x5 .

B . C orrections to scaling

T he above analysis of the universalbehavior of the stress tensor is valid in the scaling lim it. T he discrete version
of the stress tensor tx (r), however, is not a scaling eld; as argued In Sec. @ it can In fact be wrtten as the
expansion @) In scaling elds, ofwhich only the urst tem isthe true stress tensorw ith its universalbehavior. T he

t to this expression is treated in the previous subsection, but for an aller system sizes other term s In the expansion
becom e in portant. T he scaling behavior ofthese temn s in L goesasL ' wih ! > 2.

To obtain accurate results, we should include at least one of these correction tem s in the expression that we t
against ourM C results. That m eans that we have to perform calculations for di erent values of the width L of the
system in order to be able to extract the I ? behavior of the true stress tensor.

In principle, we could proceed by perform ing sin ulations fora xed value ofM =L and increasing values of L. and
extract, by extrapolation, the part of ht, i (r)i that scalesasL 2 . Thism eans that, for any value ofM =L, we have to

t

B (D)im =+ — 34)
x@Oi= S+ —;
L2 L-
and have to use the values of a for each value ofM =L to t against expression @) . W e can, however, do better.
To this end, write the rst scaling operator on the dots in expansion @) asO (v),
hyx )i= HIxx (©)i+ WO (0)i: (35)

N ow consider the generalexpression for the expectation value ofan operatorO (r) on a system with geometry L M ,

1 X
o ()i= - hije ™ ® 0 @) 71 (36)
j
w ith Z the partition function and H the H am ilton operator ofEq. @). Using thebasis j + m; + m iofthe H ibert
space yields

Nia:(L)e 2 %
W ()i= —p———— 37)
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J

where we used Eq. @). Here the param eters a5 (L) are the diagonal elem ents of the operator O (r) in the basis
jJ +m; + mioftheH ibert space,

aj(L)=hj+mj; j+mjjO(r)jj+mj; j+mji: (38)

A sthebasis functions j + m ; + m ionly depend on L and noton M =L, the fillM =L dependence ofthe expectation
value IO (r)i is accounted for by the exponentials n Eq. @) . The am plitudes a5 (L) depend on L only. Taking only
the leading correction into account, they can be w ritten as

ay A

aj(L)= L_ (39)



w ith the sam e value of ! for each ofthe diagonalelem ents ﬂ]. In our t,wewillonly include the few m ost inm portant
critical din ensions x4 : the identity din ensions xo = 0 and the rst two nontrivialones. That m eans that including
the expression for 0 (r)i as a correction to scaling gives only four additional t param eters: the correction exponent
! and three am plitudes ap, a1, and a, .

In the other case, by naively extrapolating the behavior of ht,y (r)i for large L, we have to include the two t
param eters ! and b oreach value ofM =L . T he above approach thus drastically reduces the num ber of t param eters.

Still, iIn the com plete analysis of the M C results, the number of t param eters is quite large. T ypically, we need
four param eters from the expression @), which are the prefactor , the central charge ¢, and the two m ost relevant
din ensions x; and x, . For the corrections to scaling, we use the expression follow ng from Eg. @) and ),

P 5

1 ;Njaye” =

0 )i= ——F m (40)
L- ;N e 2 Ty

X3

giving four additional param eters, which are !, a9, a; and a, .
In thisway, we perform a combined toftheM C resuls forallvaliesofL and M =L, In one single t usihg eight
t param eters. T his is a large num ber, but the fiinctional dependence of the form ula, to be tted for two variables
sim ultaneously, is very restrictive. E specially for expression ), thebehavior in L isrestricted to L 2, and the values
of the dim ensions x; and x, appear as din ension aswell as as am plitude.

T he num ber of criticaldim ensions x4 and the values ofM =L that have to be included in the taream atter oftrial
and error. Som etim es it tumed out necessary to delete som e of the lowest values ofM =L from the data set. Lower
valies ofM =L clearly stabilize the t,but on the otherhand, incliding these valies requiresm ore critical dim ensions
from expression @) to descrbe the full data set. W e varied the Iower bound on M =L and the number of critical
din ensions, until the quality ofthe tbecam e high enough.

This procedure requiresa t program that yields, apart from the values ofthe t param eters and their error bars,
also a param eter that indicates whether the t can be trusted or not. O ur case am ounts to a two-din ensional t (n
L and M =L) using eight orten t param eters. T he program we used isbased on routines from Numerical R ecipes
@]. T he param eter that indicates the quality ofthe t is called the goodnessof t Q . The value ofQ lies between
0 and 1, and isbased on the 2 ofthe tted data. Q gives the probability that the 2 ofa certain data set exceeds
that of the actualdata set. A very low valie ofQ m eans that it is highly unlkely that the used function gives the
correct theoretical description ofthe data. In our case thism eans that we either included values ofM =L that are too
am all, or not enough critical din ensions x5 .

V.COM PARISON W ITH EXACTLY SOLVED M ODELS

In order to test the m ethod, we performed M C sinulations on som e m odels of which the scaling behavior on
the torus is known exactly. W e chose the Ising m odel with central charge ¢ = %), the A shkin-Teller m odel (W ith
c= 1) and the F-model @lso wih c= 1). There is a line In the phase diagram of the A shkin-Teller m odel that can
be m apped, by a duality transform ation and a graphical representation @], exactly on the F-m odel. W e chose to
sin ulate the corresponding points in the A shkin-Teller m odeland the F-m odel. T he resuls, however, di er, which is
an illustration of the in portance of boundary conditions in such sim ulations. T he duality transform ation alters the
boundary conditions, giving rise to a di erent behavior ofboth m odels on a nite geom etry.

In case of the Ising and A shkin-Teller m odels, we perform ed M C sim ulations using the standard M etropolis algo—
rithm . For the F-m odel, we had to use a cluster algorithm aswell (to be describbed below ). W e perform ed sin ulations
on a system wih geometry L. M wih varying values of L aswellas ofM =L . W e sam pled di erent versions of the
stress tensor tx (r), In order to obtain independent estin ates of central charge and critical dim ensions.

A .The Ising m odel

W e carried out our sin ulations on the ordinary square ]a‘i;joe Ising m odel, w ith the action given In Eq. @) on
its isotropic critical point given by Jy = Jy, = Jc = % @+ 2). The construction of the stress tensor is describbed
n Sec. @ A ctually, taking di erent versions of the discrete stress tensor tyy (r) gives an independent check on the
accuracy of the results. A1l di erent versions should couple to the true stress tensor Tyx (r), abeit wih di erent

prefactors . W e chose tw o versions of the discrete stress tensor, one de ned w ith nearest-neighbor couplings and the



other w ith next-next-nearest neighbor couplings:

(1) ©BSi4Si+1;5  Si9Su5+ 13:-; 1)
@) BSy;58i2;5  Sy3SiH+ 21
N ote that the stress tensor de ned w ith next-nearest neighbor couplings corresoonds to the o diagonalelem ents of
the stress tensor; its expectation value on the used geom etry is zero by symm etry. W e took the system geom etry
L M wih L varying from 4 to 10 and M =L varying from 1.5 to 10.

TABLE I. M onte Carlo results for the Ising m odel. Stress tensors (1) and (2) refer to the de nition in Eq. @) . Values of
the prefactor , centralcharge cand the rsttwo criticaldim ensionsx; and x» are given and com pared w ith their exact values.
E rrors In the last digit are given between parentheses. ! is the power of the 1=L correction, and g.o.f. is the Yoodness of t'.
In case of stress tensor (1), the prefactor is known exactly E].

Stress tensor (1) Stress tensor (2) 1,E\xact
0450 @) 1277 @3) T 2=2= 0:4501:8
c 0500 () 0498 () 1/2
X1 01254 (6) 01256 (4) 1/8
X5 1.0 @) 11 @) 1
! 43 @) 429 (@8)
go.tf. 0.83 0.97

“only for stress tensor (1)

T he resulting expectation valies were tted against expression @) together w ith a correction to scaling tem of
Eqg. @) . W e took two nontrivial critical din ensions x; and x, into account, both w ith multiplicity 1. T he data for
stress tensor (1), together w ith the results ofour t, areplotted In Fig. E to get a feeling of the behavior of the stress
tensor. T he num erical results ofthe t are summ arized in table E Even for those an all system sizes, accurate results
are obtained. T his is the rst detem ination of the central charge using a M C sim ulation.

B .The A shkin-Teller m odel

A m ore severe test of the m ethod is obtained by considering a m odel having din ensions lying closer to each other.
The A shkin-Tellerm odel is a usefiil candidate for testing ourm ethod. It has in itsphase diagram a critical line w hich
can bem apped on the (exactly solved) six vertex m odel @]. T he universalpartition sum ofthe A shkin-Tellerm odel
on the torus is exactly known E], so it can be com pared w ith ourM C results.

The A shkin-Tellerm odelhastwo Ising spins S and P wih S;P 2 £+ 1; 1gon each lattice site, that interact w ith
an action

X
A = J(SiSj+ Pin)+KSiSjPin; 42)
hiji

w here hiji denotes a sum m ation over nearest neighbor lattice sites. T he critical line In the phase diagram that can
be m apped on the six vertex m odel is param eterized by

2J) = 1w
&p — @3
(2J + 2K ) 1w
eX =
P 1w

Thewelght W equals the Boltzm ann weight of the four vertices in the six vertex m odel that carry a step. T he other
vertices are at and have Boltzm ann weight 1.

T he critical line ofEq. @) is a line w ith central charge c= 1 and continuously varying exponents. By expressing
the partition fiinction of the A shkin-Teller m odel in the scaling lim it In termm s of Coulomb gas partition fiinctions,
all critical exponents can be obtained. For this derivation, the reader is referred to Ref. E]; we willonly state the
resuls.

P art ofthe exponents varies continuously along the criticalline. T heirvalue isexpressed in tem softhe renom alized
valie of the G aussian coupling g, present in the Coulomb gas partition fiunctions. T he din ensions x of the prin ary
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elds are

x=§—;+ gr;z with em 2 2; 44)
and g is the G aussian coupling, given by
g= Bamwsn L . 45)
o0

T he other dim ensions are constant along the critical line. W e chose, rather arbitrarily, the point W = 0:8 on the
critical line for our sin ulations. At this point, the three m ost relevant din ensions are

x1 = 0425 (w ith m ultiplicity 2);
02908:::  with multiplicity 1); (46)
08596::: (Wih multiplicity 1):

X2

X3

T ypically, the m ultiplicity of the degenerate din ension x; (Which is constant along the critical line) can be guessed
beforehand, albeit som e theoreticalre ection on them odel is necessary. To thisend, consider the expansion in scaling
operatorsofS and P,

SE= sp+ i

@7)
P@= p g+ ;

wherep (r) and g(r) are the leading (m ost relevant) scaling operators in the expansion. Them anifest symmetry S $ P
of the action @) In plies that
spmpE)i= § mE)ar)i: 8)
Hence i ollow s that p (r) and g(r) share the sam e critical din ensions x. O n the other hand, spin reversal sym m etry
S! S In plies that
bS ()P (2)i= 0 49)
which in plies that the dom inant tem for 1y jlarge in this expression m ust vanish aswell. Hence
s plp(r1)g)i= O: (50)

T his ensures that p (r) and g(r) are di erent scaling operators sharing the sam e critical dim ension x. T herefore this
m agnetic critical din ension x m ust have m ultiplicity 2. N ote that the second argum ent does not apply for energy-like
operators Iike S;;5Si+ 1;5, Such that the energy scaling eld w illbe non-degenerate.

W eperform ed M C sin ulations using the standard M etropolis algorithm , again on the system wih geometry L. M ,
wih L varying from 5to 12 and M =L varying from 1.5 to 10. W e sam pled four di erent versions of the stress tensor
tx ()2

(@) BSi;5Sir1;5+ PysPir1;s Sy3Susv1 PipsPyse 1Ly

@) BSi;5Sir2;5+ PysPir2;s S4;3Sus42 PusPyse 2Ly 651)
() 1Si;5P4;9Sir 1;9P i 159 Si5P 19S55+ 1Py 147

(4) 1Si;5P1;9Su+ 2;9P i 2;9  S14;9P 1395159+ 2P ;94 210

Stress tensors (1) and () are de ned such that the symm etry between S and P spoins is incorporated.

TABLE II. M onte Carlo resuls for the A shkin-Teller m odel, corresponding to the six vertex m odelw ith Bolzm ann weight
W = 0:8. The stress tensors (1) to (4) are de ned In Eq. @). For notation see table ﬂ

Stress tensor (1) Stress tensor (2) Stress tensor (3) Stress tensor (4) E xact
036 (2) 0.78 (3) 023 (1) 0.65 (2)
c 097 (6) 099 @) 096 (4) 096 () 1
X1 0128 (3) 0130 (2) 0128 (3) 0.128 (2) 0125
X3 033 (8) 034 (5) 034 (o) 035 (4) 02908...
X3 0.9 4) 08 1) 0.9 3) 0.9 ) 0.8596...
! 38 ) 41 1) 40 ) 42 1)
go.f. 0.80 0.016 0.76 0.065
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Tt tums out that in this case three nontrivialdin ensions have to be included in the t. Thisbringsthe totalnumber
of tparam eters to no less than 10. Still, relatively good results are obtained; they are summ arized in table ﬂ

C .The F-m odel

A nice illustration of the In portance ofboundary conditions is obtained when a dualversion of the A shkin-Teller
m odel is considered. A s stated, the critical Iine of the A shkin-Teller m odel can be m apped exactly onto the F-m odel,
using a duality transform ation and a graphical representation @]. On a nite system , however, thism apping a ects
the boundary conditions, such that both m odels w ith periodic boundary conditions w ill have a di erent behavior on
the torus.

Them odelwe chose to consider in fact is an Interm ediate m odelbetw een the F-m odeland the A shkin-Tellerm odel,
and is obtained from the latter by applying a duality transform ation on one of the spins S or P only. In this way,
we obtaln two coupled Ising m odels, de ned on two Interpenetrating sublattices. Both Ising m odels are equal; they
Interact via a nearest-neighbor coupling such that a broken Ising bond carries a Bolzm ann weight W , where the
weight W isthe sameastheW 1 Eq. @) ofthe A shkin-Tellerm odel. T he coupling between the Ising m odels only
exists In the restriction that two broken Ising bonds are not allow ed to cross each other. An elem entary square of the
lattice contains two goins ofboth sublattices; diagonally opposed soins belong to the sam e sublattice. T he restriction
is that at m ost one of the bonds over the elem entary square m ay be broken.

T he resulting m odel can easily be m apped on the F-m odel, seen as a BC SO S height m odel E]. To this end, the
IsingB loch walls are identi ed w ith the steps, carried by the st four vertices of the F-m odel. To becom e steps,
walls have to be equipped w ith an arrow ; the steps have to be identi ed as a step up or a step down. This arrow
assignm ent is sin ply such that two ad-poent IsingB loch walls carry antiparallel arrow s if they belong to the sam e
sublattice, and carry parallel arrow s if they belong to di erent sublattices.

In thisway, a con guration ofthe two Ising m odels ism apped onto a con guration ofthe F-m odel, and vice versa.
T here is, however, a di erence in boundary conditions on the torus. If we consider the F-m odelon a nite geom etry
as a height m odel, we have to allow for defects at the boundary. T he an allest defect In the F-m odel is a defect oftwo
uni heights, which corresponds to tw o steps running over the system . T he corresoonding Ising con guration how ever,
would have one IsingB loch wall running over the system for each sublattice, which is not allowed when the two Ising
m odels have periodic boundary conditions. Hence, for the F-m odel the allowed defects at the boundary are height
di erencesm ultiples of 2, whereas in the form ulation of the Ising m odels, the height di erences at the boundary are
multiplesof4.

R elated to these defects is a com plication that arises, when one naively tries to sin ulate this version ofthe F-m odel
using a single-spn M etropolis algorithm . A s the updates in such an algorithm are always local, i cannot generate
con gurationsw ith defects around the torus. T he algorithm is able to generate islands of ipped spins, but such an
island never can cross an Ising-B loch wall of the other sublattice. This in plies that the algorithm is non-ergodic;
the part of phase space it reaches is restricted to that part that has the sam e defects at the boundary as the initial
con guration.

T hat does not m ean that the results of the sin ulation m ake no sense. The m odel that results when using only the
M etropolis algorithm is a true height m odel, such that on the boundaries no defects are allowed at all. Thism odel
renom alizes to the G aussian m odel. The universal form of itspartition function is known E], but behaves som ew hat
anom alously because i has a continuous spectrum of critical dim ensions, that resut In an integral nstead of a sum
n Eqg. @) . The universal partition sum ofthe G aussian m odel is the result of this integral. Tnclusion of its form in
our t forthism odel indeed yields the correct result.

The di culty in boundary conditions, however, can easily be overcom e using a cluster algorithm , that allow s for
non-local updates of the con gurations. In our sin ulations, we used a standard M etropolis algorithm for them al
equilbration, com bined w ith a clister algorithm E,@] that is able to generate defects, in order to m ake sure that the
w hole phase space can be reached. W e perform ed sin ulations on the m odelw ith L varying from 6 to 18 and M =L
from 2 to 5. It tumed out in this case the stress tensor reaches its asym ptotic valie already forM =L 5.

W e sam pled two possble versions of the stress tensor,

(1) BSy;4Sir2;9  Sy3Sige2di 52)
@) BSi;38ir3;9¢1  Si38i 15543 L
w here we took into account that energy-like soin products alwaysm ust couple spins of the sam e sublattice. Them ost
sim ple version of the stress tensor couples nearestneighbor spins of each sublattice, but its expectation value on the
system geom etries that we considered is zero by symm etry. Stress tensor (2) is, regarding its de nition, a m ix of
tx () and t.y (r), but this isno problem since, on the used geom etry, any ty (r) is zero.
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TABLE III. M onte C arlo results for the F-m odelw ith Boltzm ann weight W = 0:8. Two di erent stress tensors are used for
the calculation of the central charge and critical din ensions. T hey are de ned in Eq. (@) . For notation see table ﬂ

Stress tensor (1) Stress tensor (2) E xact
0.83 (6) 132 (7)
c 1.06 (7) 1.03 (6) 1
X1 0291 (6) 0289 (5) 02908...
X3 0.7 @) 0.65 (9) 0.8596...
! 32 () 28 1)
go.tf. 028 027

T he fact that thism odel is a height m odel ensures that there are basically two types of operators, spin wave and
vortex operators, w ith dim ensions given n Eq. @), that both are doubly degenerate. (cf. E] for further discussion.)
Hence, the lIowest critical dim ensions have m ultiplicity 2. W e tted the resulting expectation valies of the di erent
stress tensors, using tw o non-trivial critical din ensions. T he results are summ arized in table @

Tt isnotew orthy that the prefactor in the de nition ofthe stress tensor is independent of the boundary conditions.
Our ton the simulation that only used the M etropolis algorithm (described above) yielded the sam e prefactors as
those in table @ That m eans that the expansion @I) of the discrete stress tensor in tem s of scaling elds only
depends on local properties.

Tt tumed out that Including values of M =L, am aller than 2 destroyed the quality of the t, yielding a far too low
value of the Yoodness of t’. T he reason probably is that there are m uch m ore dim ensions x4 present that are quite
an all and that start to becom e in portant for values ofM =L an aller than 2. This can be seen from the value of x;
that follow s from the t; it is signi cantly lower than the exact value of the second dim ension. A pparently, in the t
program x, playsthe rolk ofan ¥ ective’ din ension, incorporating the values of severaldin ensions in one. T his casts
doubt on the validiy ofthe highest din ension that is given by the t program ,but is seen not to a ect the values of
the central charge c and the m ost relevant din ension x; .

VI.SIMM ULATION TIM ESAND AUTOCORRELATIONS

M C calculations ofa m arginaloperator like the stress tensor typically encounter additionaldi culties as com pared
to observables like energy and m agnetization. T he lJatter quantities have a relative error in M C sin ulations that does
not scale w ith the system size, whereas this is not the case or an operator like the stress tensor; its relative error
Increases w ith the system size.

This can be seen as follow s: consider an operator O (r) of which we want to calculate its expectation valie. Tts
scaling behavior w ill be dictated by a critical din ension x,

1 X .
? Wri L °; (53)

r

where L is the Iinear systam size. The error , () In the average value is related to the number of samplesN in the
M C sinulation and to the second m om ent of its distrdoution,
X
2 _ 11 0y s : Oya.
oW N T4 O @0 )i W (i @ )i: (54)
o0
r;r
Note that N stands for the num ber of statistically independent M C sam ples. T he dependence on L ofthe sin ulation
tin e to reach independent sam ples w ill be discussed below .
T ypically, the double summ ation in the last expression has two contributions; a short range and a long range
contrbution. T he short range contrbution, say w thin a region w ith radiusR , follow s
X
O )0 0)i KO (x)ikd (0)i! constant; (55)
FXR

forL large. T he constant is roughly proportionalto the radiisR when it isnot too large. T he Iong range contrbution,
on the other hand, is dom inated by the critical din ension x as
X
0 ()0 )i 1o @it )i L? #*; (56)

FP R
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Now there are two cases. If the din ension x 1 the long range contribution dom inates Eq. @), and the relative
error In D (r)i scales according to

0 (r) 1
o @i fN_'

c7)

Tt is nversely proportionalto the square root of the num ber ofM C sam ples, but does not scale w ith the system size
L. This is the usual case for, £g. m agnetization and energy in the Isihg m odel. In case x > 1, however, the short
range contribution dom inates the error for large L, which in plies that the relative error In IO (r)1 scales according to

0 () 1 .1

0 o)L p? L : (58)
W e will want to obtain the sam e relative error for all di erent linear system dimensions L in our M C sinulations.
For observables having x 1 this requires the sam e number ofM C samples forallL. Forx > 1, however, Eq. @)
dictates that N L%* 2, In case of the stress tensor, having x = 2, the number of M C sam ples should thus be
proportionalto L2.

At st sight, it seem s that this fact m akes it di cult to reach large system sizes, as the sin ulation tin e is directly
proportional to the num ber of required M C sam ples. T his, however, is only partly true. T he other param eter w hich
determm nes the sinulation tim e is the tin e it takes to generate statistically Independent con gurations. C ritical
system s are known to su er from critical slow ng down. If one uses the standard M etropolis algorithm , the typical
tine it takes to generate statistically independent con gurations increases w ith the system size asa power law .

Unexpectedly, i tums out that the stress tensor is rem arkably Insensitive to critical slow ng down. This can
be judged from its autocorrelation function. Let us de ne a M C cyclk as one attem pted update per soin. The
autocorrelation fiinction of a certain observable O isde ned as

0,0 +tl My 12
0Zi 0, i

g = (59)

T he operator O is, asusual, de ned as F . O (r). Here O denotes the value of O after t tin e steps, where a tin e step
is one cycle, ie., one attem pted update per spin. T he autocorrelation fnction g (t) is nom alized such that g(0) = 1.
In practical situations, the num ber of M C cycles t between two consecutive M C sam ples has to be such that g (t) is
(@In ost) zero.

T he observation that the stress tensor does not su er very much from critical slow ing down follow s from Fig. E
Here we plotted the autocorrelation functions g (t) for the energy and the stress tensor, in case of the Ising m odel at
its criticalpoint, for severaldi erent system din ensions. For the num ber of cycles t not too am all, the autocorrelation
function of the energy show s a straight line in the lognom al plot, m eaning that its behavior is exponential in t.
Indeed, the behavior of the autocorrelation functions for nearly critical system s is given by

glt) exp( t= ) DHrtlame; (60)

where  is the autocorrelation tim e. The dynam ic scaling hypothesis states that the tine scale  of a dynam ical
system is connected w ith the length scale, which is the correlation length , and that this connection is described by
a universaldynam ic exponent z,

Z: (61)

T he exponent z is believed to be connected to the dynam ics of the system (in our case, by the M etropolis algorithm )
and to be the sam e for all observables. For nite system s at their critical point, the correlation length  is bounded
by the system dim ension L, such that

L) I1*: (62)

W e extracted the values of (L), follow ng from the autocorrelation function of the energy in Fjg.EB, by tting the
autocorrelation finctionsto Eq. @) . Forthis, we rem oved the rst data points, up to the point w here the plot begins
to show a straight line. The valuesof (L) were tted to Eq. @), yielding a value for z of roughly 2. The quoted
value in the literature E] isz 2:17,which is consistent w ith our ndings.
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FIG . 3. P Iots of the autocorrelation function g(t) ofEq. @), where t is the num ber of M onte Carlo cycles. Calculations

are perfomm ed using the M etropolis algorithm for the Ising m odel at its critical point. System dim ensions are indicated in the

gure. (a) Autocorrelation function of the stress tensor. (o) A utocorrelation finction of the energy. Note the di erence in
scale of the x-axes of the plots.

T he autocorrelation behavior of the stress tensor, how ever, is dram atically di erent from that of the energy. N ote
the di erence In scale of the taxes in Fig. E T he autocorrelation function of the stress tensor drops so sharply
that the exponential behavior can hardly, if at all, be seen. There is alm ost no sign of critical slow ing down; the
autocorrelation flinctions even seam to converge for larger and larger system s. Even for system s as largeas 180 180
spins the autocorrelation function behaves not signi cantly di erent from sam aller system sizes.

These ndings can be explained as Pllows. The dynam ic scaling hypothesis in its general form oconsiders the
com bined spatialand tin ecorrelation fiinction G (r;t), de ned as

G (r;t) = 1O (ro;t)0 (o + rity + i 10 (ro;t)i%; (63)

for a certain operatorO (r;t). Here the dynam ics of the system is explicitly taken into account by the tin e dependence
of the operator. T he dynam ic scaling hypothesis states that

Grt=b*™*G b rb?t); (64)
where x is the critical din ension of the operator O (r;t). In tem s of this correlation fiinction, the autocorrelation
function g(t) ofEq. @) can be expressed as

RL

g) = &

Frc ;b
S &#re o)

(65)

The Integral is over the nite volime L?. The dynam ic scaling hypothesis @) w ill be valid provided that the
appearing lengths are sm aller than the correlation length , and the tin es are sm aller than the autocorrelation tim e

, given by “.For nite system s, L. In that case, Eq. @) can be rephrased to
G @) = £ 272G 7% r;1); (66)
which yields the L—and t-dependence in the scaling lin it ofEq. {63). Using {64), the nom inator is
Z £ 1=zp,
£ 2x)=z FreG (;l1); 67)
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and G (r;1) must ©llow the usualspatialbehavior ¥j?* . Now the scaling behavior ofthe integraldepends on w hether
it converges or diverges for large L . M aking this distinction, the scaling behavior ofEqg. @) is

g) oconstant forx< 1;
gty t% =2 Hrx  1: ©8)

Thisexplains our M C resuls: both cases ndicate that g (t) m ust becom e Independent of L. in the scaling lm i, ie.,
for large L. T he case of the energy, having x = 1, states that g (t) m ust converge to a value independent oft, whereas
the case of the stress tensor In plies that g(t) becom es a true power law in t. This behavior indeed can be seen In
F J'g.@, where for the stress tensor and for the energy, the values of g (t) are plotted as a function of system size L for
severalvalues of t. The plot for the energy indicates that g (t) converges to 1, whereas the asym ptote of g (t) for the
stress tensor is seen to depend on t.
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FIG .4. P Iots of the autocorrelation function g(t) ofEq. @) versus the system size L. From low to high, the plots am ount
tot= 3,t= 5and t= 10. (a) g(t) for the stress tensor. () g(t) or the energy. The plots show that for the energy, g (t)
converges to a valie lndependent of t, which must be 1. For the stress tensor, however, g (t) converges to a valie that does
depend on t.

T he above analysis also enables us to determm ine the scaling of the typical sim ulation tin e ofa M C sin ulation w ith
the system size L . T his scaling w illldepend on the M C algorithm (ie., on z) and on the ocbservable we want to know .
Starting point is that we will want to obtain the sam e relative error in the average valie IO (r)i for each system
dinension L. The error 4 (, In the average is proportionalto the second m om ent of the correlation function,

z iiZLZdtZLd2 G (t;t): 69)
0w N 12 ) ) rG (r;t):

Here N is the total number of M C cycles, which is supposed to be much larger than the autocorrelation tine L*.
U sing, as above, Eq. @) and the distinction between converging and diverging integralsw ith L, we ocbtain

1 1
S(r) —12% frx< 1+ =z;
N 2
(70)
2 iL 2 forx 1+ }2'
°o®m N 27"
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T he relative error is cbtained by dividing these values by H0O (r)i, which scalesas L * . The typical number of M C
cyclesN is obtained by dem anding i to be such that the sam e relative error is obtained for allL . This yields

N L* orz> 2x  2;

2% 2 )

N L forz 2x 2:
T his in plies that for a relevant operator, lke the energy in the Ising m odel, faster convergence is obtained by a M C
algorithm that has a lower value of the dynam ic exponent z. H ow ever, the case of the stress tensor, x = 2, represents
a border case, because for the M etropolis algorithm z is only slightly larger than 2. This explains why it is not
necessary to use a m ore sophisticated clister algorithm f©orM C sim ulations on the stress tensor.

N ote that the actual sin ulation tim e is, in the case of a M etropolis algorithm , proportional to LN , because the
tin e needed for a singlke M C cyclk is sin ply proportional to the num ber of soins. An in portant consequence of the
above is that the typical sin ulation tin e or the stress tensor is roughly proportionalto L*. T his contrasts w ith the
com puter tin e needed for transfer m atrix calculations, which is exponentialin L.

Hence, in principalmuch larger system sizes can be reached with our M C method than in the transfer m atrix
m ethod, to calculate the central charge. T his is a prom ising conclusion for system s of which the value of the central
charge up to now is an open question @].

VII.DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novelM onte C arlo technique for the calculation ofthe central charge and som e critical
din ensions of tw o-dim ensional criticalm odels. T he technique is based on the universalbehavior of the stress tensor,
an operator that plays an in portant role in the theory of conform al invariance, but ofwhich a lattice representation
can easily be found aswell. T he rough data, follow Ing from theM onte C arlo sin ulation, require a decent tprogram to
extract the central charge and criticaldim ensions. By com paring ourM onte C arlo analysis for three di erent m odels
w ith their exact resuls, we show that the m ethod works. W e explain why, on one hand, sin ulations on the stress
tensor are di cult because its expectation value is equipped w ith larger error bars than usual. O n the other hand, it
tums out that the sim ulations arem uch easier than usualbecause the stress tensor show s to be rem arkably insensitive
to critical slow Ing dow n. T he Jatter observation notably ensures that the typical sim ulation tin e of ourm ethod scales
w ith the system size L roughly asL?, in contrast w ith transfer m atrix calculations, which scale exponentially as n®,
where n is the num ber of di erent soin states.

Hence, In principalmuch larger system sizes can be reached w ith the proposed m ethod than w ith transfer m atrix
calculations. For that reason, we expect the m erits of ourm ethod to liem ainly in sin ulations on m odelsw ith a large
num ber of spin states n, especially when these states becom e continuous, as, eg., in the X Y -Ising m odel. A s the
stress tensor is highly insensitive to critical slow ing dow n, advantages can also be obtained when no cluster algorithm
is available for the M onte C arlo sin ulations.
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