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N ovelM onte C arlo m ethod to calculate the centralcharge and criticalexponents

PaulJ.M .Bastiaansen� and HubertJ.F.K nops

Institute for TheoreticalPhysics,University ofNijm egen,PO Box 9010,6500 G L Nijm egen,The Netherlands

A typicalproblem with M onteCarlo sim ulationsin statisticalphysicsisthatthey donotallow for

adirectcalculation ofthefreeenergy.Forsystem satcriticality,thism eansthatonecannotcalculate

the centralcharge in a M onte Carlo sim ulation.W e presenta novel�nite size scaling technique for

two-dim ensionalsystem son ageom etryofL� M ,and focuson thescalingbehaviorin M =L.W eshow

thatthe�nitesize scaling behaviorofthestresstensor,theoperatorthatgovernstheanisotropy of

thesystem ,allowsfora determ ination ofthecentralchargeand criticalexponents.Theexpectation

value ofthe stresstensorcan be calculated using M onte Carlo sim ulations. Unexpectedly,itturns

out that the stress tensor is rem arkably insensitive for criticalslowing down,rendering it an easy

quantity to sim ulate. W e test the m ethod for the Ising m odel(with centralcharge c = 1

2
),the

Ashkin-Tellerm odel(c= 1),and the F-m odel(also c= 1).

PACS num bers:05.70.Jk,02.70.Fj,02.70.Lq,64.60.Ht

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

There exist basically two m ethods to obtain num ericalinform ation on two-dim ensionalcriticalsystem s. In the

transferm atrix m ethod onecalculatesthelargesteigenvalueofthetransferm atrix and thusone�ndsthefreeenergy

ofthe system on a L � 1 cylinder. From the theory ofconform alinvariance [1]one knowsthatthisfree energy is

related to the centralchargecas

f = f1 �
�c

6L2
: (1)

By introducing appropriateseam son thecylinder,thatalterthecyclicboundary conditions,onealso obtainssom eof

the leading criticaldim ensionsx. Here one usesthe resultfrom conform alinvariance thatthe centralcharge ~c from

a system with a seam isgiven by

~c= c� 12x: (2)

Afterthe �rstpaper[2]thatused thistechnique thism ethod hasbecom every popular.

Theadvantageofthem ethod isitshigh num ericalaccuracy.A distinctdisadvantageisthatthe m ethod islim ited

to rather sm allvalues ofL,since the required storage capacity and com puter tim e increase exponentially with L.

Thisalso im pliesthatthem ethod islim ited to discretespin system s.Both lim itationsarelifted butexchanged fora

lossin num ericalaccuracy in the M onte Carlo transferm atrix m ethod [3,4]. A prom ising [5,6]m ethod to study the

transferm atrix fordiscretespin system sforlargeL isdensity m atrix renorm alization [7].

The second m ethod that has extensively been used to obtain num ericalinform ation on two-dim ensionalcritical

system sisthe standard [8]M onte Carlo (M C)m ethod.Itcan be used forfairly large(L � L)system sizes,both for

discreteand continuousspin system s.Criticalexponentscan beextracted from the�nitesizescaling behaviorofthe


uctuationsin criticalquantitieslikeenergy and orderparam eter.

However,sincethefreeenergy cannotdirectly bem easured in a M C sim ulation,thereexistsatthem om entno M C

m ethod to evaluate the centralcharge. This is unfortunate since this quantity playssuch an im portantrole in the

determ ination ofthe universality classoftwo-dim ensionalsystem s.

In thispaperwewantto com pletethispaletteofexisting num ericalm ethodsby presenting a directM C m ethod to

evaluatethecentralcharge.W edo thisby constructing an operatoron thelatticethatin thescaling lim itrepresents

the stresstensorT. The stresstensorisan operatorthatisconnected with the anisotropy ofthe system ;when one

allowsforanisotropy in criticalm odels,criticalpointsin thephasediagram becom ecriticallines.Thewholeofsuch a

criticallinefallsinto thesam euniversality class,and m ovem entsalong thelinearegoverned by a m arginaloperator,

having itscriticaldim ension x = 2.Thisanisotropy operatoristhestresstensorT,and can bede�ned forany critical

m odel.Itis,in thelanguageofconform alinvariance,thesecond descendantoftheidentity operator.Theexpectation

value ofT on a L � M torus is known from conform altheory and contains in particular the centralcharge c. By

com paring our M C results,as a function ofM =L,with this form ula we obtain the centralcharge and the leading

criticaldim ensions.
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An additionaladvantageofthem ethod turnsoutto bethattheautocorrelation function ofT in theM C sequence

decaysm uch fasterthan thatofa criticalquantity liketheenergy.Thiscan only partly beattributed to thefactthat

T isnota relevantbutonly a m arginaloperator.Thism eansthatthereisno need to invokem oresophisticated M C

m ethodslikethatofSwendsen-W ang [9]to avoid criticalslowing down.

II.C O N FO R M A L IN VA R IA N C E O F C R IT IC A L FIELD T H EO R IES

Besidesbeing invariantagainsta rescaling ofthe length param eters,criticalm odelsare believed to be conform aly

invariantaswell:theirlargescalebehaviorisinvariantagainsttransform ationsthatcorrespond locally to a rotation

and arescaling.Such transform ationsarecalled conform altransform ations.From thissym m etry,presentatcriticality,

follows the structure ofthe Hilbert space for a large part,atleastin the case oftwo-dim ensionalm odels. W e will

sum m arizesom eresultsthatweneed in the sequel;m oredetailscan be found in the review by Cardy [1].

L

Mx

M

FIG .1. Thetorusgeom etry on which theconform al�eld theory isde�ned.D im ensionsofthetorusareL � M ,theboundary

conditions are such thatthe indicated pointsare identi�ed: they are cyclic in the horizontaldirection and cyclic with a shift

overM x in the verticaldirection.

In this section,we willbe concerned with a system de�ned on a ‘skew’torus; its dim ensions are L � M ,and

boundary conditionsarecyclicin thehorizontaldirection and cyclicaftera shiftoverM x in theverticaldirection,as

in Fig.1.Denoting thetransferm atrix ofthesystem with exp(� H ),whereH istheHam ilton operator,itspartition

function on such a geom etry is

Z =
X

j




j
�
�e
�M H

e
iM x P

�
�j
�

; (3)

where the sum m ation is over allcon�gurations jji in a row. The states jji m ake up the Hilbert space on which

the transferm atrix (oroperator)exp(� H )acts. P isthe m om entum operator,the generatoroftranslationsin the

horizontaldirection.The Ham ilton operatorH ofthe m odelisthe generatoroftranslationsin the verticaldirection

and com m uteswith P .W hen thetransferm atrix issuitably de�ned,thereexistsan orthonorm albasisoftheHilbert

space,consisting ofeigenstates ofthe Ham iltonian and ofthe m om entum operator. From the theory ofconform al

invariance follows that these eigenstates with their eigenvalues are closely related to the criticaldim ensions ofthe

m odel.

There turns outto be a setoffundam entaloperatorspresentin the theory,thatare indicated asLn and �Ln for

n 2 Z. They satisfy the celebrated Virasoro algebra. The Ham iltonian H and the m om entum operator P can be

expressed in term sofL0 and �L0 asfollows,

H = E 0L +
2�

L

�

L0 + �L0

�

�
�c

6L
;

P =
2�

L

�

L0 � �L0

�

:

(4)
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Herecisthecentralchargeofthem odel,and E 0 isthebulk groundstateenergy oftheHam iltonian,which isusually

subtracted from it.TheeigenstatesoftheHam iltonian and ofthem om entum operatorarelabeled asj�+ m ; ��+ �m i,

with the relations

L0j�+ m ; ��+ �m i= (�+ m )j�+ m ; ��+ �m i;

�L0j�+ m ; ��+ �m i= ( ��+ �m )j�+ m ; ��+ �m i:
(5)

Hence

(H � E 0)j�+ m ; ��+ �m i=
2�

L

�

�+ ��+ m + �m �
c

12

�

j�+ m ; ��+ �m i; (6)

P j�+ m ; ��+ �m i=
2�

L

�

�� ��+ m � �m
�

j�+ m ; ��+ �m i: (7)

The statesj�; ��iwith m = �m = 0 are called prim ary statesand the states with m and/or �m unequalto zero are

their conform alfollowers. The valuesof� and �� are related to the criticaldim ensionsx and spin indices lofthe

operatorsofthe theory according to

x = �+ ��+ m + �m ;

l= �� ��+ m � �m :
(8)

The appearing values of� and �� from the prim ary states,together with their m ultiplicity (the leveloftheir de-

generacy)aswellasthe m ultiplicitiesoftheirconform alfollowers,determ ine the fullstructure ofthe Hilbertspace.

The valuesofthe criticaldim ensionsand theirm ultiplicities are universal. Thisim plies thatthe partition function

(divided by itsbulk value thatresultsfrom E 0)considered asa function ofM =L,isuniversalin the scaling lim itof

L and M large.

From Eq.(11)and Eq.(6)followsthatthediagonalelem entofexp(� M H )exp(iM xP )forthestatej�+ m ; ��+ �m i

is

Q
�c=24 �Q �c=24

Q
�+ m �Q

��+ �m
; (9)

with

Q = exp

�

�
2�M

L
+
2�iM x

L

�

(10)

and �Q the com plex conjugate ofQ . Sum m ing overalldiagonalelem entsyieldsthe partition function ofthe m odel.

Letuslabelthe criticaldim ensionswith j,then

Z=Zbulk = Q
�c=24 �Q �c=24

X

j

N jQ
� j+ m j �Q

�� j+ �m j: (11)

This expression is called the universalexpression for the partition function,and contains the centralcharge c,the

valuesofthe criticaldim ensions� j + m j and �� j + �m j aswellastheirm ultiplicitiesN j.In the lim itM =L ! 1 ,it

yieldsthe wellknown �nite sizescaling relation forthe centralcharge,used in transferm atrix calculations,

f(L)= f(1 )�
�c

6L2
(12)

where

f(L)= � lim
M =L ! 1

1

M L
ln(Z): (13)

The free energy,however,isnotdirectly accessible in M C sim ulations.Consequently there existno M C resultsthat

yield the centralcharge ofcriticalm odels. The stresstensor,however,is an operatorthat is closely related to the

Ham ilton operatorand itthisoperator(orratheritsexpression in term sofspin variables)thatactually isaccessible

in M C sim ulations,in contrastto the freeenergy.W e willshow thisin the sequel.

Conform alinvariancein critical�eld theoriesstatesthattheaction (orin statisticalm echanicsterm s:theclassical

interaction)isinvariantagainstconform altransform ations.The change in the action fornon-conform altransform a-

tionsisdeterm ined by the stresstensorT(r),

T(r)=

�

Txx(r) Txy(r)

Tyx(r) Tyy(r)

�

; (14)
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where T(r)isa sym m etric,tracelesstensor. Hence Txx(r)= � Tyy(r)and Txy(r)= Tyx(r). Usually,one de�nesthe

independentcom ponentsofT as

T(u;v)=
1

2

�

Txx(u;v)� iTxy(u;v)
�

;

�T(u;v)=
1

2

�

Txx(u;v)+ iTxy(u;v)
�

:

(15)

Here u and v are the position coordinates on the torus. The dim ension (�; ��) ofT and �T are (2;0) and (0;2)

respectively.Hencetheircriticaldim ension x = 2 and theirspin indicesarel= � 2.So thestresstensorisa m arginal

operator. Itscom ponentsT and �T can be expressed in term softhe fundam entalVirasoro operatorsLn and �Ln as

follows:

T(u;v)=

�
2�

L

� 2
 

c

24
�

1X

n= �1

e
� 2� i

L
un
e
2�

L
vn
Ln

!

;

�T(u;v)=

�
2�

L

� 2
 

c

24
�

1X

n= �1

e
+

2� i

L
un
e
2�

L
vn �Ln

!

:

(16)

Thisexpression isvalid on the torusgeom etry;u (v)isthe horizontal(vertical)position on the torus.The Virasoro

operatorsLn and �Ln with n 6= 0 play theroleofraisingand loweringoperatorsforthestatesj�+ m ; ��+ �m i.Because

these statesare orthonorm al,only L0 and �L0 have nonvanishing contributionsin the expression forthe expectation

valueofT.From theexpression (16)and theeigenvalueequations(5),theexpression fortheexpectation valueofthe

stresstensorcan easily be calculated.Theexpectation valueis

hTi=
1

Z

X

j




� j + m j;�� j + �m jjT j� j + m j;�� j + �m j

�

: (17)

Substituting Eq.(16)and the expression forthe partition function (11)yields

hTi=

�
2�

L

� 2
 

c

24
�

P

j
N j(� j + m j)Q

�� j�m j �Q � �� j� �m j

P

j
N jQ

�� j�m j �Q � �� j� �m j

!

;

h�Ti=

�
2�

L

� 2
 

c

24
�

P

j
N j

�
�� j + �m j

�

Q �� j�m j �Q � �� j� �m j

P

j
N jQ

�� j�m j �Q � �� j� �m j

!

:

(18)

W e willbe m ostly concerned with the diagonalelem entsTxx = � Tyy ofthe stresstensor.Theexpression forTxx is

hTxxi=

�
2�

L

� 2
 

c

12
�

P

j
N j

�

� j + m j + �� j + �m j

�

Q �� j�m j �Q � �� j� �m j

P

j
N jQ

�� j�m j �Q � �� j� �m j

!

: (19)

Thisexpectation valuecan be written asthe derivativeofthe freeenergy with respectto the aspectratio M =L,as

hTxxi= � 2�
M

L

@f

@(M =L)
: (20)

Upon taking the derivative,the volum e M L ofthe system iskeptconstant. Like m agnetization and m agnetic �eld,

the ‘�eld’M =L isthe external�eld conjugate to the operatorthatisthe stresstensor. Therefore,hTxxicouplesto

the anisotropy ofthe system .

III.A LA T T IC E R EP R ESEN TA T IO N O F T H E ST R ESS T EN SO R

In conform al�eld theory,the stresstensorisan operatorthatisquite abstract.Itisde�ned only afterthe lattice

m odelhasgotten itscontinuum lim it.Forlatticem odels,however,thestresstensorcan easily bede�ned aswell.This

latticerepresentation ofthestresstensorm ustthushavethescaling behaviorpredicted by expression (19).Below we

willillustrate the construction ofthe lattice representation ofthe stresstensorforthe Ising m odel,but�rstwe give

a m oregeneralway to proceed.
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A .C onstructing 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)transform sasa second rank tensor(in particular,t(r)picksup a m inussign undera rotation over90�);and (ii)

t(r)hasthe sam e sym m etry asthe interaction energy ofthe m odelunderstudy. In general,thism eansthatt(r)is

invariantunderglobalspin 
ipsorspin rotations.

Ifonenow expressest(r)in term sofscaling operatorsitisclearthattheoperatorsthatoccurshould allbetensors

that change sign under rotations over �=2,i.e.,they have l= � � �� = � 2;� 6;:::. Since � and �� are always

non-negative,itfollowsthatthescaling dim ension x oftheappearing scaling operatorsallhavex � 2.Them arginal

case,having x = 2 and l= � 2,isin factthe stresstensor,allotheroperatorsin the expansion are irrelevant.To be

m ore precise: in this generalcase,the operatort(r) couplesto both independent com ponentsTxx(r) and Txy(r) of

the stresstensor.Aswillbecom eclearbelow,however,t(r)can easily bede�ned such thatitcouplesto Txx(r)only.

In thatcase,one has

t(r)= � Txx(r)+ � � � ; (21)

where the dotsrepresentirrelevantoperators. The requirem ent(ii)guaranteesthatt(r)and Txx(r)share the sam e

interaction sym m etry,so thatthecoe�cient� doesnotvanish by sym m etry.Constructing operatorst(r)can,aswe

shallsee,be done in severalways,butallchoicesyield an expansion (21),albeitwith di�erentvaluesof�.

Having constructed theoperatort(r)onecan evaluateitsaveragein a M C sim ulation on a geom etry ofL � M ,for

severalvaluesofM =L and L large.The resultshould follow theuniversalexpression forTxx(r)as

ht(r)i= �hTxx(r)i+ O (
1

L!
); (22)

where the expression forhTxx(r)igiven in Eq.(19)isproportionalto 1=L2 and dom inatesthe second term thathas

! > 2. Hence we can �t the M =L dependence ofthe left hand side againstEq.(19),obtaining,in particular,the

centralchargec.

B .T he stress tensor for the Ising m odel

W e willillustrate the construction ofthe discrete stress tensor t(r) in the case ofthe Ising m odel. The starting

pointisthe closeconnection between stresstensorand anisotropy.Letusthereforestartwith the anisotropicaction

A ofthe ordinary,squarelatticeIsing m odel,

A = �
X

ij

�

Jx Si;jSi+ 1;j + Jy Si;jSi;j+ 1

�

; (23)

where the couplings(Jx;Jy)allow foranisotropy. The isotropic criticalpointisJx = Jy = Jc =
1

2
ln(1+

p
2),but

thispointbecom esa criticalline when unequalvaluesofJx and Jy areallowed for.

The centralnotion here isthatin the scaling lim it,anisotropy am ountsto a rescaling ofthe length param etersx

and y with a di�erentscaling factor.Hence,in the scaling lim it,the anisotropicm odelwith (Jx;Jy)behavesasthe

isotropicm odelwith rescaled length param etersx and y,

x
0= e

��
x;

y
0= e

+ �
y:

(24)

The value of� in this equation determ ines the values ofJx and Jy. In this way,Eq.(24) �xes the param eteri-

zation [Jx(�);Jy(�)]ofthe criticalline with �. The isotropic point has � = 0 with Jx(0) = Jy(0) = Jc,and the

param eterization obeysJx(�)= Jy(� �).

O n a�nitegeom etry L� M ,thisanisotropicrescalingm eansthatthevolum eM L ofthesystem rem ainsuntouched,

butthatthe aspectparam eterM =L scalesaccording to

M 0

L0
= e

2� M

L
: (25)
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In the scaling lim it,therefore,the partition function with the anisotropic action ofequation (23),which we call

Z(�;M =L)depending on �,equalsthatofthe isotropicHam iltonian with a rescaled aspectratio M 0=L0,

Z

�

�;
M

L

�

= Z

�

� = 0;e2�
M

L

�

: (26)

A generalm ovem entin the phase diagram isperform ed by a scaling operator. A renorm alization transform ation

is isotropic,which im plies that there can be no renorm alization 
ow along the criticalline (Jx;Jy). This im plies

that the scaling operator that governs the m ovem ent along this line m ust be invariant against a renorm alization

transform ation,i.e.,itisa m arginaloperatorhaving itscriticaldim ension x = 2.

In thecaseoftheIsing m odel,theaction (23)im m ediately showswhich operatorthism ustbe.W ritetheaction as

a sym m etricpartplusa partthatdeterm inesthe anisotropy,

A = A c �
X

ij

(Jx(�)� Jc)Si;jSi+ 1;j + (Jy(�)� Jc)Si;jSi;j+ 1; (27)

where A c isthe action atthe isotropiccriticalpointJx = Jy = Jc.Expanding up to �rstorderin �,thisexpression

can be written as

A = A c + �
X

ij

txx(i;j); (28)

wheretxx(i;j)isthe latticerepresentation ofthe stresstensor,

txx(i;j)= � J0x(0)

�

Si;jSi+ 1;j � Si;jSi;j+ 1

�

: (29)

Here we used the sym m etry property Jx(�)= Jy(� �). The operatortxx(i;j)governsthe anisotropy ofthe system .

Thislattice representation ofthe stresstensor(29)forthe Ising m odelwasalready known fora long tim e [10];the

valueofJ0x(0)=
1

2

p
2.

In fact,the operatorin Eq.(29)iswritten astxx because itisone ofthe two com ponentsofthe fullstresstensor

t��(i;j). Thist��(i;j)hasthe sam e propertiesasthe �eld theoreticalstresstensor:itisa second-rank,sym m etric

tracelesstensor.The othercom ponent,txy(i;j)can be written as

txy(i;j)= � Jxy

�

Si;jSi+ 1;j+ 1 � Si;jSi+ 1;j�1

�

; (30)

with a certain prefactorJxy,which willbedi�erentfrom J0
x(0),becauseitcouplesnext-nearestneighborspinsinstead

ofnearestneighbors.The o�-diagonalelem entsofthe discrete stresstensorcouple to the anisotropy in the diagonal

directions.

It 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 with the sam e sym m etry under globalspin 
ips as the interaction energy itself. O f

course,thisversion oft��(i;j)isnotthe only possibleone;itcan also be de�ned with furtherneighborinteractions.

Thepreciseconnection between the discretevariantt(r)ofthestresstensorand its�eld theoreticalcounterpartis

obtained by taking the derivativeofEq.(26)with respectto � at� = 0.Using Eq.(20),thisyields

J
0
x(0)

X

ij

D

Si;jSi+ 1;j � Si;jSi;j+ 1

E

=
M L

�




Txx(u;v)
�

; (31)

wherehTxx(u;v)iistheexpression (19)fortheexpectation valueofthediagonalcom ponentofthestresstensor.Note

thatthisexpression isa universalfunction ofcentralcharge,criticaldim ensions,and theirm ultiplicities. The value

ofJ0x(0),however,isin generalunknown,such thatwewillhaveto include itasa �tparam eter.

Expression (31)com bined with Eq.(19)yieldstherelation thatiscentralto thiswork:itexpressestheexpectation

value ofthe lattice representation ofthe stresstensorin the universalquantitiesthatwe wantto know. Aswe will

usea rectangulargeom etry,withoutthe shiftin boundary conditions,weputM x = 0 and obtain




Si;jSi+ 1;j � Si;jSi;j+ 1
�

= �

�
2�

L

� 2
 

c

12
�

P

j
N j xjexp

�

� 2�M

L
xj
�

P

j
N jexp

�

� 2�M

L
xj
�

!

; (32)
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FIG .2. The expectation values ofstress tensor (1) for the Ising m odel,de�ned in Eq.(41),as a function ofthe aspect

param eter M =L. From high to low,the plots show the expectation values from system dim ensions L running from 4 to 10.

The linesare the resultofthe �tagainstEq.(32)togetherwith a correction to scaling term (40).Note that,foreach value of

L,the stresstensoratM =L = 1 iszero by sym m etry.

where 1=� = �J0x(0). See Fig.2 for an exam ple ofthe functionaldependence. The prefactor � is the sam e �

thatappearsin Eq.(21). The physicalinterpretation ofitisgiven by the relation 1=� = �J0x(0);itdeterm inesthe

‘am ountofanisotropy’thatthesystem obtains,oncethestresstensorisswitched on.Notethat� isnon-universal;it

dependson the precise de�nition ofthe m odel,aswellason the de�nition ofthe stresstensor.The otherquantities

presentin Eq.(32),however,are the centralcharge,the criticaldim ensions,and their m ultiplicities,and those are

alluniversal. There is an in�nite num ber ofcriticaldim ensions,but only a lim ited num ber ofthese is ‘sm all’,say,

less than two. For large enough values ofthe aspectratio M =L only a lim ited num ber ofcriticaldim ensions have

nonvanishing contributionsto Eq.(32)such thata �tofthisexpression againstM C data m ustbefeasible.Typically,

wewilltakeM =L >
� 1.

IV .FIT T IN G T H E M O N T E C A R LO R ESU LT S

Fitting the M C resultsagainstthe universalexpression forthe stresstensor(32)requiresa decent�tprogram ,as

the num ber of�t param etersis quite large,and requiressom e theoreticalre
ection on the m odelas well. W e will

dealwith the use ofthe universalexpression (32)and the correctionsto scaling in di�erentsubsections.

A .T he universalexpression for the stress tensor

The num berofcriticaldim ensionsxj thatappearsin the universalexpression (32)forthe stresstensorisin�nite,

which clearly isan infeasiblenum berof�tparam eters.M ostofthedim ensions,however,arelarge.Theircontribution

to Eq.(32)goes as exp(� 2�xM =L),so ifwe lim it the calculations to values ofthe aspectratio M =L thatare not

too sm all,m ostofthe dim ensions xj have a vanishing contribution. Perform ing som e prelim inary M C sim ulations

suggestsa reasonable lowerbound to M =L. Typically,we took M =L >
� 1. The upperbound on M =L isdeterm ined

by the value ofM =L where htxx(r)ireachesitsasym ptotic value.To determ ine a reasonableupperbound on M =L,

the sam eprelim inary sim ulationscan be used.The asym ptoticvalue ofhtxx(r)iis

htxx(r)i
�
�
M =L ! 1

= �

�
2�

L

� 2
c

12
: (33)

Thisexpression also showswhy theasym ptoticvalueitselfisnotsu�cientforthedeterm ination ofthecentralcharge:

itonly givesan estim ateof�cinstead ofc.

Perform ing sim ulations to obtain the expectation value ofthe stress tensor between these bounds on M =L is in

principle su�cientto extractthe desired quantitiesby �tting the resultsagainstexpression (32).Typically,we take

three orfourcriticaldim ensionsinto account,the identity dim ension x0 = 0,presentin any criticalm odel,and two

orthreenontrivialonesxj.Forthesedim ensions,the m ultiplicitiesN j m ustbe speci�ed in the expression aswell.
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A m ultiplicity isalwaysinteger,and when itislargerthan one,thecorrespondingcriticaldim ension x isdegenerate,

and thusan additionalsym m etry ispresentin the m odel.Som etheoreticalre
ection on them odeloften issu�cient

to revealsuch sym m etries. Another possibility is to perform �ts with di�erent values ofthe m ultiplicities and to

choosethe setthatgivesthe best�t.

Thelowestappearing valuesofthedim ensionsx = �+ �� correspond to prim ary �elds.Asnoted in Sec.II,to each

prim ary �eld belongsa towerofconform alfollowersordescendants,thathave valuesofthe criticaldim ensionsthat

di�erby an integerfrom thatofthe prim ary �eld;they are�+ m and ��+ �m with m ;�m 2 N.The �rstdescendant

ofa scalarprim ary �eld O (r)with dim ensions(�;�)isr O (r),a vector�eld thathastwo com ponents;one having

(�+ 1;�)and the otherhaving (�;�+ 1). To im prove the �t,we willinclude this�rstdescendantinto Eq.(32).

This inclusion introduces no new �t param eters;the value ofits criticaldim ension is x + 1 when x is the critical

dim ension ofthe prim ary �eld,and thisvalue appearstwice. Hence the m ultiplicity ofthe �rstdescendantistwice

thatofthe corresponding prim ary �eld.

Having �xed the m ultiplicitiesin expression (32),thisleavesuswith fouror�ve free param eters:the prefactor�,

the centralchargec,and two orthreenontrivialdim ensionsxj.

B .C orrections to scaling

The above analysisofthe universalbehaviorofthe stresstensorisvalid in the scaling lim it. The discrete version

ofthe stress tensor txx(r),however,is not a scaling �eld; as argued in Sec.III it can in fact be written as the

expansion (21)in scaling �elds,ofwhich only the�rstterm isthe truestresstensorwith itsuniversalbehavior.The

�tto thisexpression istreated in the previoussubsection,butforsm allersystem sizesotherterm sin the expansion

becom eim portant.The scaling behaviorofthese term sin L goesasL�! with ! > 2.

To obtain accurate results,we should include atleastone ofthese correction term s in the expression thatwe �t

againstourM C results. Thatm eansthatwe have to perform calculationsfordi�erentvaluesofthe width L ofthe

system in orderto be ableto extractthe L�2 behaviorofthe truestresstensor.

In principle,we could proceed by perform ing sim ulationsfora �xed value ofM =L and increasing valuesofL and

extract,by extrapolation,thepartofhtxx(r)ithatscalesasL
�2 .Thism eansthat,forany valueofM =L,wehaveto

�t

htxx(r)i=
a

L2
+

b

L!
; (34)

and haveto use the valuesofa foreach valueofM =L to �tagainstexpression (32).W e can,however,do better.

To thisend,writethe �rstscaling operatoron thedotsin expansion (21)asO (r),

htxx(r)i= � hTxx(r)i+ hO (r)i: (35)

Now considerthegeneralexpression fortheexpectation valueofan operatorO (r)on a system with geom etry L � M ,

hO (r)i=
1

Z

X

j

hjje�M H
O (r)jji; (36)

with Z thepartition function and H theHam ilton operatorofEq.(6).Using thebasisj�+ m ; ��+ �m ioftheHilbert

spaceyields

hO (r)i=

P

j
N jaj(L)e

�2� M

L
xj

P

j
N je

�2� M

L
xj

(37)

where we used Eq.(6). Here the param eters aj(L) are the diagonalelem ents ofthe operator O (r) in the basis

j�+ m ; ��+ �m iofthe Hilbertspace,

aj(L)= h� j + m j;�� j + �m jjO (r)j� j + m j;�� j + �m ji: (38)

Asthebasisfunctionsj�+ m ; ��+ �m ionly depend on L and noton M =L,thefullM =L dependenceoftheexpectation

value hO (r)iisaccounted forby the exponentialsin Eq.(37).The am plitudesaj(L)depend on L only.Taking only

the leading correction into account,they can be written as

aj(L)=
aj

L!
; (39)
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with thesam evalueof! foreach ofthediagonalelem ents[1].In our�t,wewillonly includethefew m ostim portant

criticaldim ensionsxj:the identity dim ensionsx0 = 0 and the �rsttwo nontrivialones. Thatm eansthatincluding

theexpression forhO (r)iasa correction to scaling givesonly fouradditional�tparam eters:thecorrection exponent

! and threeam plitudesa0,a1,and a2.

In the other case,by naively extrapolating the behavior ofhtxx(r)i for large L,we have to include the two �t

param eters! and bforeach valueofM =L.Theaboveapproach thusdrastically reducesthenum berof�tparam eters.

Still,in the com plete analysisofthe M C results,the num berof�tparam etersisquite large. Typically,we need

fourparam etersfrom the expression (32),which arethe prefactor�,the centralchargec,and the two m ostrelevant

dim ensionsx1 and x2.Forthe correctionsto scaling,we usethe expression following from Eq.(37)and (39),

hO (r)i=
1

L!

P

j
N jaj e

�2� M

L
xj

P

j
N je

�2� M

L
xj

(40)

giving fouradditionalparam eters,which are!,a0,a1 and a2.

In thisway,we perform a com bined �tofthe M C resultsforallvaluesofL and M =L,in onesingle �tusing eight

�tparam eters. Thisisa large num ber,butthe functionaldependence ofthe form ula,to be �tted fortwo variables

sim ultaneously,isvery restrictive.Especially forexpression (32),thebehaviorin L isrestricted toL�2 ,and thevalues

ofthe dim ensionsx1 and x2 appearasdim ension aswellasasam plitude.

Thenum berofcriticaldim ensionsxj and thevaluesofM =L thathaveto beincluded in the�tarea m atteroftrial

and error. Som etim esitturned outnecessary to delete som e ofthe lowestvaluesofM =L from the data set. Lower

valuesofM =L clearly stabilizethe�t,buton theotherhand,including thesevaluesrequiresm orecriticaldim ensions

from expression (32) to describe the fulldata set. W e varied the lowerbound on M =L and the num ber ofcritical

dim ensions,untilthe quality ofthe �tbecam ehigh enough.

Thisprocedurerequiresa �tprogram thatyields,apartfrom the valuesofthe �tparam etersand theirerrorbars,

also a param eterthatindicateswhetherthe �tcan be trusted ornot.O urcaseam ountsto a two-dim ensional�t(in

L and M =L)using eightorten �tparam eters.Theprogram weused isbased on routinesfrom N umerical R ecipes

[11].The param eterthatindicatesthe quality ofthe �tiscalled the goodnessof�tQ .The value ofQ liesbetween

0 and 1,and isbased on the �2 ofthe �tted data.Q givesthe probability thatthe �2 ofa certain data setexceeds

thatofthe actualdata set. A very low value ofQ m eansthatitishighly unlikely thatthe used function givesthe

correcttheoreticaldescription ofthedata.In ourcasethism eansthatweeitherincluded valuesofM =L thataretoo

sm all,ornotenough criticaldim ensionsxj.

V .C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX A C T LY SO LV ED M O D ELS

In order to test the m ethod, we perform ed M C sim ulations on som e m odels ofwhich the scaling behavior on

the torus is known exactly. W e chose the Ising m odel(with centralcharge c = 1

2
),the Ashkin-Teller m odel(with

c= 1)and the F-m odel(also with c= 1).There isa line in the phase diagram ofthe Ashkin-Tellerm odelthatcan

be m apped,by a duality transform ation and a graphicalrepresentation [12],exactly on the F-m odel. W e chose to

sim ulatethecorresponding pointsin theAshkin-Tellerm odeland theF-m odel.Theresults,however,di�er,which is

an illustration ofthe im portance ofboundary conditionsin such sim ulations. The duality transform ation altersthe

boundary conditions,giving riseto a di�erentbehaviorofboth m odelson a �nite geom etry.

In case ofthe Ising and Ashkin-Tellerm odels,we perform ed M C sim ulationsusing the standard M etropolisalgo-

rithm .FortheF-m odel,wehad to usea clusteralgorithm aswell(to bedescribed below).W eperform ed sim ulations

on a system with geom etry L � M with varying valuesofL aswellasofM =L.W e sam pled di�erentversionsofthe

stresstensortxx(r),in orderto obtain independentestim atesofcentralchargeand criticaldim ensions.

A .T he Ising m odel

W e carried out our sim ulations on the ordinary square lattice Ising m odel,with the action given in Eq.(23) on

itsisotropic criticalpointgiven by Jx = Jy = Jc =
1

2
ln(1+

p
2). The construction ofthe stresstensorisdescribed

in Sec.III. Actually,taking di�erentversionsofthe discrete stresstensortxx(r)givesan independentcheck on the

accuracy ofthe results. Alldi�erent versions should couple to the true stress tensor Txx(r),albeit with di�erent

prefactors�.W echosetwo versionsofthediscretestresstensor,onede�ned with nearest-neighborcouplingsand the
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otherwith next-next-nearestneighborcouplings:

(1) hSi;jSi+ 1;j � Si;jSi;j+ 1i;

(2) hSi;jSi+ 2;j � Si;jSi;j+ 2i:
(41)

Note thatthe stresstensorde�ned with next-nearestneighborcouplingscorrespondsto the o�-diagonalelem entsof

the stress tensor;its expectation value on the used geom etry is zero by sym m etry. W e took the system geom etry

L � M with L varying from 4 to 10 and M =L varying from 1.5 to 10.

TABLE I. M onte Carlo resultsforthe Ising m odel. Stresstensors(1)and (2)refer to the de�nition in Eq.(41). Valuesof

theprefactor�,centralchargecand the�rsttwo criticaldim ensionsx1 and x2 aregiven and com pared with theirexactvalues.

Errorsin the lastdigitare given between parentheses.! isthe powerofthe 1=L correction,and g.o.f.isthe ‘goodness of�t’.

In case ofstresstensor(1),the prefactor� isknown exactly [10].

Stresstensor(1) Stresstensor(2) Exact

� 0.450 (2) 1.277 (3)
p

2=2 = 0:4501:::
a

c 0.500 (2) 0.498 (1) 1/2

x1 0.1254 (6) 0.1256 (4) 1/8

x2 1.0 (4) 1.1 (4) 1

! 4.3 (1) 4.29 (8)

g.o.f. 0.83 0.97

a
only forstresstensor(1)

The resulting expectation valueswere �tted againstexpression (32)togetherwith a correction to scaling term of

Eq.(40).W e took two nontrivialcriticaldim ensionsx1 and x2 into account,both with m ultiplicity 1.The data for

stresstensor(1),togetherwith theresultsofour�t,areplotted in Fig.2 to geta feeling ofthebehaviorofthestress

tensor.Thenum ericalresultsofthe�taresum m arized in tableI.Even forthosesm allsystem sizes,accurateresults

areobtained.Thisisthe �rstdeterm ination ofthe centralchargeusing a M C sim ulation.

B .T he A shkin-Teller m odel

A m oreseveretestofthem ethod isobtained by considering a m odelhaving dim ensionslying closerto each other.

TheAshkin-Tellerm odelisa usefulcandidatefortesting ourm ethod.Ithasin itsphasediagram a criticallinewhich

can bem apped on the(exactly solved)six vertex m odel[12].Theuniversalpartition sum oftheAshkin-Tellerm odel

on the torusisexactly known [13],so itcan be com pared with ourM C results.

TheAshkin-Tellerm odelhastwo Ising spinsS and P with S;P 2 f+ 1;� 1g on each latticesite,thatinteractwith

an action

A = �
X

hiji

J (SiSj + PiPj)+ K SiSjPiPj; (42)

where hijidenotesa sum m ation overnearestneighborlattice sites. The criticalline in the phase diagram thatcan

be m apped on the six vertex m odelisparam eterized by

exp(2J)=
1� W

W
;

exp(2J + 2K )=
1+ W

1� W
:

(43)

TheweightW equalstheBoltzm ann weightofthe fourverticesin the six vertex m odelthatcarry a step.The other

verticesare
atand haveBoltzm ann weight1.

The criticalline ofEq.(43)isa line with centralchargec= 1 and continuously varying exponents.By expressing

the partition function ofthe Ashkin-Teller m odelin the scaling lim it in term s ofCoulom b gas partition functions,

allcriticalexponentscan be obtained. Forthisderivation,the readerisreferred to Ref.[13];we willonly state the

results.

Partoftheexponentsvariescontinuouslyalongthecriticalline.Theirvalueisexpressedin term softherenorm alized

value ofthe G aussian coupling g,presentin the Coulom b gaspartition functions. The dim ensionsx ofthe prim ary
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�eldsare

x =
e2

2g
+
gm 2

2
with e;m 2 Z; (44)

and g isthe G aussian coupling,given by

g =
8

�
arcsin

�
1

2W

�

: (45)

The other dim ensions are constant along the criticalline. W e chose,rather arbitrarily,the point W = 0:8 on the

criticalline foroursim ulations.Atthispoint,the three m ostrelevantdim ensionsare

x1 = 0:125 (with m ultiplicity 2);

x2 = 0:2908::: (with m ultiplicity 1);

x3 = 0:8596::: (with m ultiplicity 1):

(46)

Typically,the m ultiplicity ofthe degenerate dim ension x1 (which isconstantalong the criticalline)can be guessed

beforehand,albeitsom etheoreticalre
ection on them odelisnecessary.To thisend,considertheexpansion in scaling

operatorsofS and P ,

S(r)= �S p(r)+ � � � ;

P (r)= �P q(r)+ � � � ;
(47)

wherep(r)and q(r)aretheleading(m ostrelevant)scalingoperatorsin theexpansion.Them anifestsym m etryS $ P

ofthe action (42)im pliesthat

�
2

S hp(r1)p(r2)i= �
2

P hq(r1)q(r2)i: (48)

Hence itfollowsthatp(r)and q(r)sharethe sam ecriticaldim ensionsx.O n the otherhand,spin reversalsym m etry

S ! � S im pliesthat

hS(r1)P (r2)i= 0 (49)

which im pliesthatthe dom inantterm forjr1 � r2jlargein thisexpression m ustvanish aswell.Hence

�S�P hp(r1)q(r2)i= 0: (50)

Thisensuresthatp(r)and q(r)are di�erentscaling operatorssharing the sam e criticaldim ension x. Therefore this

m agneticcriticaldim ension x m usthavem ultiplicity 2.Notethatthesecond argum entdoesnotapply forenergy-like

operatorslikeSi;jSi+ 1;j,such thatthe energy scaling �eld willbe non-degenerate.

W eperform ed M C sim ulationsusing thestandard M etropolisalgorithm ,again on thesystem with geom etry L � M ,

with L varying from 5 to 12 and M =L varying from 1.5 to 10.W esam pled fourdi�erentversionsofthestresstensor

txx(r):

(1) hSi;jSi+ 1;j + Pi;jPi+ 1;j � Si;jSi;j+ 1 � Pi;jPi;j+ 1i;

(2) hSi;jSi+ 2;j + Pi;jPi+ 2;j � Si;jSi;j+ 2 � Pi;jPi;j+ 2i;

(3) hSi;jPi;jSi+ 1;jPi+ 1;j � Si;jPi;jSi;j+ 1Pi;j+ 1i;

(4) hSi;jPi;jSi+ 2;jPi+ 2;j � Si;jPi;jSi;j+ 2Pi;j+ 2i:

(51)

Stresstensors(1)and (2)arede�ned such thatthe sym m etry between S and P spinsisincorporated.

TABLE II. M onte Carlo resultsforthe Ashkin-Tellerm odel,corresponding to the six vertex m odelwith Boltzm ann weight

W = 0:8.The stresstensors(1)to (4)are de�ned in Eq.(51).Fornotation see table I.

Stresstensor(1) Stresstensor(2) Stresstensor(3) Stresstensor(4) Exact

� 0.36 (2) 0.78 (3) 0.23 (1) 0.65 (2)

c 0.97 (6) 0.99 (3) 0.96 (4) 0.96 (3) 1

x1 0.128 (3) 0.130 (2) 0.128 (3) 0.128 (2) 0.125

x2 0.33 (8) 0.34 (5) 0.34 (6) 0.35 (4) 0.2908...

x3 0.9 (4) 0.8 (1) 0.9 (3) 0.9 (2) 0.8596...

! 3.8 (2) 4.1 (1) 4.0 (2) 4.2 (1)

g.o.f. 0.80 0.016 0.76 0.065
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Itturnsoutthatin thiscasethreenontrivialdim ensionshavetobeincluded in the�t.Thisbringsthetotalnum ber

of�tparam etersto no lessthan 10.Still,relatively good resultsareobtained;they aresum m arized in tableII.

C .T he F-m odel

A nice illustration ofthe im portance ofboundary conditionsisobtained when a dualversion ofthe Ashkin-Teller

m odelisconsidered.Asstated,thecriticallineoftheAshkin-Tellerm odelcan bem apped exactly onto theF-m odel,

using a duality transform ation and a graphicalrepresentation [12].O n a �nite system ,however,thism apping a�ects

the boundary conditions,such thatboth m odelswith periodicboundary conditionswillhavea di�erentbehavioron

the torus.

Them odelwechoseto considerin factisan interm ediatem odelbetween theF-m odeland theAshkin-Tellerm odel,

and isobtained from the latterby applying a duality transform ation on one ofthe spinsS orP only. In thisway,

we obtain two coupled Ising m odels,de�ned on two interpenetrating sublattices. Both Ising m odelsare equal;they

interact via a nearest-neighbor coupling such that a broken Ising bond carries a Boltzm ann weight W ,where the

weightW isthe sam easthe W in Eq.(43)ofthe Ashkin-Tellerm odel.Thecoupling between the Ising m odelsonly

existsin therestriction thattwo broken Ising bondsarenotallowed to crosseach other.An elem entary squareofthe

latticecontainstwo spinsofboth sublattices;diagonally opposed spinsbelong to thesam esublattice.Therestriction

isthatatm ostoneofthe bondsoverthe elem entary squarem ay be broken.

The resulting m odelcan easily be m apped on the F-m odel,seen asa BCSO S heightm odel[14]. To thisend,the

Ising-Bloch walls are identi�ed with the steps,carried by the �rst four vertices ofthe F-m odel. To becom e steps,

walls have to be equipped with an arrow;the steps have to be identi�ed as a step up or a step down. This arrow

assignm entis sim ply such that two adjacentIsing-Bloch walls carry antiparallelarrowsifthey belong to the sam e

sublattice,and carry parallelarrowsifthey belong to di�erentsublattices.

In thisway,a con�guration ofthetwo Ising m odelsism apped onto a con�guration oftheF-m odel,and viceversa.

Thereis,however,a di�erencein boundary conditionson the torus.Ifweconsiderthe F-m odelon a �nite geom etry

asa heightm odel,wehaveto allow fordefectsattheboundary.Thesm allestdefectin theF-m odelisa defectoftwo

unitheights,which correspondsto twostepsrunningoverthesystem .ThecorrespondingIsingcon�guration however,

would haveoneIsing-Bloch wallrunning overthesystem foreach sublattice,which isnotallowed when thetwo Ising

m odels have periodic boundary conditions. Hence,for the F-m odelthe allowed defects atthe boundary are height

di�erencesm ultiplesof2,whereasin the form ulation ofthe Ising m odels,the heightdi�erencesatthe boundary are

m ultiplesof4.

Related to thesedefectsisa com plication thatarises,when onenaively triesto sim ulatethisversion oftheF-m odel

using a single-spin M etropolisalgorithm . As the updates in such an algorithm are alwayslocal,itcannotgenerate

con�gurationswith defectsaround the torus.The algorithm isable to generate islandsof
ipped spins,butsuch an

island never can cross an Ising-Bloch wallofthe other sublattice. This im plies that the algorithm is non-ergodic;

the partofphase space itreachesisrestricted to thatpartthathasthe sam e defectsatthe boundary asthe initial

con�guration.

Thatdoesnotm ean thattheresultsofthesim ulation m akeno sense.Them odelthatresultswhen using only the

M etropolisalgorithm isa true heightm odel,such thaton the boundariesno defectsare allowed atall. Thism odel

renorm alizesto theG aussian m odel.Theuniversalform ofitspartition function isknown [15],butbehavessom ewhat

anom alously because ithasa continuousspectrum ofcriticaldim ensions,thatresultin an integralinstead ofa sum

in Eq.(32).The universalpartition sum ofthe G aussian m odelisthe resultofthisintegral.Inclusion ofitsform in

our�tforthism odelindeed yieldsthe correctresult.

The di�culty in boundary conditions,however,can easily be overcom e using a clusteralgorithm ,thatallowsfor

non-localupdates ofthe con�gurations. In our sim ulations,we used a standard M etropolis algorithm for therm al

equilibration,com bined with a clusteralgorithm [9,16]thatisableto generatedefects,in orderto m akesurethatthe

whole phase space can be reached. W e perform ed sim ulationson the m odelwith L varying from 6 to 18 and M =L

from 2 to 5.Itturned outin thiscasethe stresstensorreachesitsasym ptoticvalue already forM =L � 5.

W e sam pled two possibleversionsofthe stresstensor,

(1) hSi;jSi+ 2;j � Si;jSi;j+ 2i;

(2) hSi;jSi+ 3;j+ 1 � Si;jSi�1;j+ 3 i;
(52)

wherewetook into accountthatenergy-likespin productsalwaysm ustcouplespinsofthesam esublattice.Them ost

sim ple version ofthe stresstensorcouplesnearest-neighborspinsofeach sublattice,butitsexpectation value on the

system geom etries that we considered is zero by sym m etry. Stress tensor (2) is,regarding its de�nition,a m ix of

txx(r)and txy(r),butthisisno problem since,on the used geom etry,any txy(r)iszero.
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TABLE III. M onte Carlo resultsfortheF-m odelwith Boltzm ann weightW = 0:8.Two di�erentstresstensorsare used for

the calculation ofthe centralcharge and criticaldim ensions.They are de�ned in Eq.(52).Fornotation see table I.

Stresstensor(1) Stresstensor(2) Exact

� 0.83 (6) 1.32 (7)

c 1.06 (7) 1.03 (6) 1

x1 0.291 (6) 0.289 (5) 0.2908...

x2 0.7 (1) 0.65 (9) 0.8596...

! 3.2 (2) 2.8 (1)

g.o.f. 0.28 0.27

The factthatthism odelisa heightm odelensuresthatthere are basically two typesofoperators,spin wave and

vortex operators,with dim ensionsgiven in Eq.(44),thatboth aredoubly degenerate.(cf.[17]forfurtherdiscussion.)

Hence,the lowestcriticaldim ensionshave m ultiplicity 2. W e �tted the resulting expectation valuesofthe di�erent

stresstensors,using two non-trivialcriticaldim ensions.The resultsaresum m arized in table III.

Itisnoteworthy thattheprefactor� in thede�nition ofthestresstensorisindependentoftheboundary conditions.

O ur�ton the sim ulation thatonly used the M etropolisalgorithm (described above)yielded the sam e prefactorsas

those in table III. That m eans that the expansion (21) ofthe discrete stress tensor in term s ofscaling �elds only

dependson localproperties.

Itturned outthatincluding valuesofM =L sm allerthan 2 destroyed the quality ofthe �t,yielding a fartoo low

value ofthe ‘goodnessof�t’.The reason probably isthatthere arem uch m oredim ensionsxj presentthatarequite

sm alland thatstartto becom e im portantforvaluesofM =L sm allerthan 2. Thiscan be seen from the value ofx2
thatfollowsfrom the �t;itissigni�cantly lowerthan the exactvalueofthe second dim ension.Apparently,in the �t

program x2 playstheroleofan ‘e�ective’dim ension,incorporatingthevaluesofseveraldim ensionsin one.Thiscasts

doubton thevalidity ofthehighestdim ension thatisgiven by the�tprogram ,butisseen notto a�ectthevaluesof

the centralchargecand them ostrelevantdim ension x1.

V I.SIM U LA T IO N T IM ES A N D A U T O C O R R ELA T IO N S

M C calculationsofa m arginaloperatorlikethestresstensortypically encounteradditionaldi�cultiesascom pared

to observableslikeenergy and m agnetization.Thelatterquantitieshavea relativeerrorin M C sim ulationsthatdoes

not scale with the system size,whereasthis is not the case for an operatorlike the stress tensor;its relative error

increaseswith the system size.

This can be seen as follows: consider an operator O (r) ofwhich we want to calculate its expectation value. Its

scaling behaviorwillbe dictated by a criticaldim ension x,

1

L2

X

r

hO (r)i� L
�x
; (53)

whereL isthe linearsystem size.Theerror� O (r) in the averagevalue isrelated to the num berofsam plesN in the

M C sim ulation and to the second m om entofitsdistribution,

� 2

O (r) =
1

N

1

L4

X

r;r0

hO (r)O (r0)i� hO (r)ihO (r0)i: (54)

NotethatN standsforthenum berofstatistically independentM C sam ples.Thedependenceon L ofthesim ulation

tim e to reach independentsam pleswillbe discussed below.

Typically,the double sum m ation in the last expression has two contributions; a short range and a long range

contribution.The shortrangecontribution,say within a region with radiusR,follows

X

jrj< R

hO (r)O (0)i� hO (r)ihO (0)i! constant; (55)

forL large.TheconstantisroughlyproportionaltotheradiusR when itisnottoolarge.Thelongrangecontribution,

on the otherhand,isdom inated by the criticaldim ension x as

X

jrj> R

hO (r)O (0)i� hO (r)ihO (0)i� L
2�2x

; (56)
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Now there are two cases. Ifthe dim ension x � 1 the long range contribution dom inates Eq.(54),and the relative

errorin hO (r)iscalesaccording to

� O (r)

hO (r)i
�

1
p
N
: (57)

Itisinversely proportionalto the squarerootofthe num berofM C sam ples,butdoesnotscalewith the system size

L. Thisisthe usualcase for,.e.g.,m agnetization and energy in the Ising m odel. In case x > 1,however,the short

rangecontribution dom inatestheerrorforlargeL,which im pliesthattherelativeerrorin hO (r)iscalesaccording to

� O (r)

hO (r)i
�

1
p
N

L
x�1

: (58)

W e willwantto obtain the sam e relative errorfor alldi�erent linear system dim ensions L in our M C sim ulations.

Forobservableshaving x � 1 thisrequiresthe sam e num berofM C sam plesforallL. Forx > 1,however,Eq.(58)

dictates that N � L2x�2 . In case ofthe stress tensor,having x = 2,the num ber ofM C sam ples should thus be

proportionalto L2.

At�rstsight,itseem sthatthisfactm akesitdi�cultto reach largesystem sizes,asthesim ulation tim eisdirectly

proportionalto the num berofrequired M C sam ples.This,however,isonly partly true.The otherparam eterwhich

determ ines the sim ulation tim e is the tim e it takes to generate statistically independent con�gurations. Critical

system sare known to su�erfrom criticalslowing down. Ifone usesthe standard M etropolisalgorithm ,the typical

tim e � ittakesto generatestatistically independentcon�gurationsincreaseswith the system sizeasa powerlaw.

Unexpectedly, it turns out that the stress tensor is rem arkably insensitive to criticalslowing down. This can

be judged from its autocorrelation function. Let us de�ne a M C cycle as one attem pted update per spin. The

autocorrelation function ofa certain observableO isde�ned as

g(t)=
hO t0O t0+ ti� hO t0i

2

hO 2
t0
i� hO t0i

2
: (59)

TheoperatorO is,asusual,de�ned as
P

r
O (r).HereO t denotesthevalueofO afterttim esteps,wherea tim estep

isonecycle,i.e.,oneattem pted updateperspin.Theautocorrelation function g(t)isnorm alized such thatg(0)= 1.

In practicalsituations,the num berofM C cyclestbetween two consecutive M C sam pleshasto be such thatg(t)is

(alm ost)zero.

The observation thatthe stress tensordoes not su�er very m uch from criticalslowing down followsfrom Fig.3.

Here we plotted the autocorrelation functionsg(t)forthe energy and the stresstensor,in caseofthe Ising m odelat

itscriticalpoint,forseveraldi�erentsystem dim ensions.Forthenum berofcyclestnottoo sm all,theautocorrelation

function ofthe energy shows a straight line in the log-norm alplot,m eaning that its behavior is exponentialin t.

Indeed,the behaviorofthe autocorrelation functionsfornearly criticalsystem sisgiven by

g(t)� exp(� t=�) fortlarge; (60)

where � is the autocorrelation tim e. The dynam ic scaling hypothesis states that the tim e scale � ofa dynam ical

system isconnected with the length scale,which isthe correlation length �,and thatthisconnection isdescribed by

a universaldynam ic exponentz,

� � �
z
: (61)

Theexponentz isbelieved to beconnected to thedynam icsofthesystem (in ourcase,by theM etropolisalgorithm )

and to be the sam e forallobservables.For�nite system sattheircriticalpoint,the correlation length � isbounded

by the system dim ension L,such that

�(L)� L
z
: (62)

W e extracted the values of�(L),following from the autocorrelation function ofthe energy in Fig.3,by �tting the

autocorrelation functionsto Eq.(60).Forthis,werem oved the�rstdata points,up tothepointwheretheplotbegins

to show a straightline. The valuesof�(L)were �tted to Eq.(62),yielding a value forz ofroughly 2. The quoted

valuein the literature[18]isz � 2:17,which isconsistentwith our�ndings.
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FIG .3. Plots ofthe autocorrelation function g(t)ofEq.(59),where tis the num ber ofM onte Carlo cycles. Calculations

are perform ed using the M etropolisalgorithm forthe Ising m odelatitscriticalpoint.System dim ensionsare indicated in the

�gure. (a) Autocorrelation function ofthe stress tensor. (b) Autocorrelation function ofthe energy. Note the di�erence in

scale ofthe x-axesofthe plots.

The autocorrelation behaviorofthe stresstensor,however,isdram atically di�erentfrom thatofthe energy.Note

the di�erence in scale ofthe t-axes in Fig.3. The autocorrelation function ofthe stress tensor drops so sharply

that the exponentialbehavior can hardly,ifat all,be seen. There is alm ost no sign ofcriticalslowing down;the

autocorrelation functionseven seem to convergeforlargerand largersystem s.Even forsystem saslargeas180� 180

spinsthe autocorrelation function behavesnotsigni�cantly di�erentfrom sm allersystem sizes.

These �ndings can be explained as follows. The dynam ic scaling hypothesis in its generalform considers the

com bined spatialand tim ecorrelation function G (r;t),de�ned as

G (r;t)= hO (r0;t0)O (r0 + r;t0 + t)i� hO (r0;t0)i
2
; (63)

foracertain operatorO (r;t).Herethedynam icsofthesystem isexplicitly taken intoaccountby thetim edependence

ofthe operator.Thedynam ic scaling hypothesisstatesthat

G (r;t)= b
�2x

G (b�1 r;b�z t); (64)

where x is the criticaldim ension ofthe operatorO (r;t). In term s ofthis correlation function,the autocorrelation

function g(t)ofEq.(59)can be expressed as

g(t)=

RL

0
d2rG (r;t)

RL

0
d2rG (r;0)

: (65)

The integralis over the �nite volum e L 2. The dynam ic scaling hypothesis (64) willbe valid provided that the

appearing lengthsaresm allerthan the correlation length �,and the tim esaresm allerthan the autocorrelation tim e

�,given by � � �z.For�nite system s,� � L.In thatcase,Eq.(64)can be rephrased to

G (r;t)= t
�2x=z

G (t�1=z r;1); (66)

which yieldsthe L-and t-dependence in the scaling lim itofEq.(65).Using (64),the nom inatoris

t
(2�2x)=z

Z t
� 1=z

L

0

d
2
rG (r;1); (67)
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and G (r;1)m ustfollow theusualspatialbehaviorjrj�2x .Now thescalingbehavioroftheintegraldependson whether

itconvergesordivergesforlargeL.M aking thisdistinction,the scaling behaviorofEq.(65)is

g(t)� constant forx < 1;

g(t)� t
(2�2x)=z forx � 1:

(68)

ThisexplainsourM C results:both casesindicate thatg(t)m ustbecom e independentofL in the scaling lim it,i.e.,

forlargeL.Thecaseoftheenergy,having x = 1,statesthatg(t)m ustconvergeto a valueindependentoft,whereas

the case ofthe stress tensorim plies thatg(t) becom es a true powerlaw in t. This behaviorindeed can be seen in

Fig.4,whereforthe stresstensorand forthe energy,the valuesofg(t)areplotted asa function ofsystem sizeL for

severalvaluesoft.The plotforthe energy indicatesthatg(t)convergesto 1,whereasthe asym ptote ofg(t)forthe

stresstensorisseen to depend on t.
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FIG .4. Plotsofthe autocorrelation function g(t)ofEq.(59)versusthe system size L.From low to high,the plotsam ount

to t= 3,t= 5 and t= 10. (a) g(t) for the stress tensor. (b) g(t) for the energy. The plots show that for the energy,g(t)

converges to a value independentoft,which m ust be 1. For the stress tensor,however,g(t) converges to a value that does

depend on t.

Theaboveanalysisalso enablesusto determ inethescaling ofthetypicalsim ulation tim eofa M C sim ulation with

thesystem sizeL.Thisscaling willdepend on theM C algorithm (i.e.,on z)and on theobservablewewantto know.

Starting point is that we willwant to obtain the sam e relative error in the average value hO (r)i for each system

dim ension L.The error� O (r) in the averageisproportionalto the second m om entofthe correlation function,

� 2

O (r) =
1

N

1

L2

Z L
z

0

dt

Z L

0

d
2
rG (r;t): (69)

Here N is the totalnum ber ofM C cycles,which is supposed to be m uch larger than the autocorrelation tim e Lz.

Using,asabove,Eq.(64)and the distinction between converging and diverging integralswith L,weobtain

� 2

O (r) �
1

N
L
z�2x forx < 1+

1

2
z;

� 2

O (r) �
1

N
L
�2 forx � 1+

1

2
z:

(70)

16



The relative erroris obtained by dividing these valuesby hO (r)i,which scalesasL�x . The typicalnum berofM C

cyclesN isobtained by dem anding itto be such thatthesam e relativeerrorisobtained forallL.Thisyields

N � L
z forz > 2x � 2;

N � L
2x�2 forz � 2x � 2:

(71)

Thisim pliesthatfora relevantoperator,like the energy in the Ising m odel,fasterconvergenceisobtained by a M C

algorithm thathasa lowervalueofthedynam icexponentz.However,thecaseofthestresstensor,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 oresophisticated clusteralgorithm forM C sim ulationson the stresstensor.

Note thatthe actualsim ulation tim e is,in the case ofa M etropolisalgorithm ,proportionalto L2N ,because the

tim e needed fora single M C cycle issim ply proportionalto the num berofspins. An im portantconsequence ofthe

aboveisthatthe typicalsim ulation tim e forthe stresstensorisroughly proportionalto L4.Thiscontrastswith the

com putertim e needed fortransferm atrix calculations,which isexponentialin L.

Hence,in principalm uch larger system sizes can be reached with our M C m ethod than in the transfer m atrix

m ethod,to calculate the centralcharge.Thisisa prom ising conclusion forsystem sofwhich the value ofthe central

chargeup to now isan open question [19].

V II.D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaper,weproposed a novelM onteCarlotechniqueforthecalculation ofthecentralchargeand som ecritical

dim ensionsoftwo-dim ensionalcriticalm odels.Thetechniqueisbased on theuniversalbehaviorofthe stresstensor,

an operatorthatplaysan im portantrolein the theory ofconform alinvariance,butofwhich a lattice representation

can easilybefound aswell.Therough data,followingfrom theM onteCarlosim ulation,requireadecent�tprogram to

extractthecentralchargeand criticaldim ensions.By com paring ourM onteCarlo analysisforthreedi�erentm odels

with their exactresults,we show that the m ethod works. W e explain why,on one hand,sim ulationson the stress

tensoraredi�cultbecauseitsexpectation valueisequipped with largererrorbarsthan usual.O n theotherhand,it

turnsoutthatthesim ulationsarem uch easierthan usualbecausethestresstensorshowsto berem arkably insensitive

to criticalslowing down.Thelatterobservation notably ensuresthatthetypicalsim ulation tim eofourm ethod scales

with the system sizeL roughly asL4,in contrastwith transferm atrix calculations,which scaleexponentially asnL,

wheren isthe num berofdi�erentspin states.

Hence,in principalm uch largersystem sizescan be reached with the proposed m ethod than with transferm atrix

calculations.Forthatreason,weexpectthem eritsofourm ethod to liem ainly in sim ulationson m odelswith a large

num ber ofspin states n,especially when these states becom e continuous,as,e.g.,in the X Y -Ising m odel. As the

stresstensorishighly insensitiveto criticalslowing down,advantagescan also beobtained when no clusteralgorithm

isavailableforthe M onteCarlo sim ulations.
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