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We analyze in detail, beyond the usual scaling hypothekes fihite-size convergence of static quantities
toward the thermodynamic limit. In this way we are able toagibsequences of pseudo-critical points which
display a faster convergence rate as compared to curresgtymethods. The approaches are valid in any spatial
dimension and for any value of the dynamic exponent. We dsirate the effectiveness of our methods both
analytically on the basis of the one dimensional XY modell anmerically considering = 1 transitions
occurring in non integrable spin models. In particular, \Wwevs that these general methods are able to locate
precisely the onset of the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thasléransition making only use of ground-state properties
on relatively small systems.

PACS numbers: 05.70.Fh, 64.60.an, 75.40.Mg

I. INTRODUCTION of the correlation length exponent Hence, generally speak-
ing, the larger isv the slower is the convergence. This
] ] N difficulty reaches its maximum for Berezinskii-Kosterlitz
In the study of physical properties of phase transitions arpoyless (BKT) transitions, in which the correlation lemgt
basic prerequisite is a reliable method to locate the efitic gjyerges with an essential singularity or, loosely spegkin
point, whenever the latter is not knovenpriori from sym-  «,, _"  » However, already in the seminal paper by Fisher
metry or duality arguments. Typically, in numerical or even g,q Barber([6], it was pointed out that the relatios- 1/vis

experimental studies on finite samples one obtains a sequengo; a\ways valid anch depends, among other factors, on the
of pseudocritical points (in the sense specified below) to bgoyndary conditions.

extrapolated to the true critical point in the thermodynami
limit (TL). The extrapolation may be done with some polyno-
mial fit in the inverse size of the system or, better, exphgiti The most used method to locate quantum critical points
some fitting function derived on the basis of a scabimgatz  in d = 1 by means of finite-size data is the so-called Phe-
or through the renormalization group (RG). The point is es-nomenological Renormalization Group (PRG), reviewed for
pecially relevant in the context of quantum phase transitio instance in([7]. Another convenient approach, the Finie-s
(QPT) [1] in lattice systems where the exponential growth ofCrossing Method (FSCM), was recently proposed.in [8]. The
the dimension of the Hilbert space with the number of sitetim of this paper is to improve both of them by means of cri-
is a strong limitation on the accessible sizes with the aurre teria that produce sequences of pseudocritical pointstirat
computational power and algorithms. One of the most usedierge more rapidly. We will show that in our sequences the
algorithms is still the Lanczos method for the virtually exa shift exponent will have the form = X\ + A1 /v, wherexq
extraction of the low-lying energy levels; in the most favor and/or); are larger than the corresponding values in the usual
able case of spin-1/2 models one cannot go beyond some teftethods and therefore allow for a better convergence.

of sites. This limit can be moved to maybe a few thousands of
sites using the so-called density matrix renormalizatimug

(DMRG) [2] that has become the method of choice for 1D The paper is organized as follows. In Sectigh Il we il

L ..~ lustrate the general arguments leading to the enhanced se-
probl_ems due toits high level pf accuracy. Nonetheless?ef ° guences, both in the framework of the FSCM and of the PRG
considers two or even three dimensional systems the situati (SubsectlI[D) Special cases as the BKT transition (Sub-
is much worse: with t_he Lan_czos algorlthm the largest lat- ecTIT) and 'that of logarithmic divergences (Subed 11 B)
tices have only a few sites of linear extension and the DMR re .discussed separately. In Seciigh Il we illustrate 8 u
IS not particularly efficient, At present, the_only (Ezer e fulness of the methods on the hand of analytic and numerical
is Quantum Monte Carlo_(QMC) (seez for instance, [3]) t.haF’tests. In SubseETITA we treat the XY spin-1/2 chain, using
however, suffers from a sign problem in the case of fermlonlca series of exact calculations reported in the Appendix.nThe
or frustrated systems and does not reach the level of agcurac . . .
We move to two cases of spin chains for which no exact solu-
of the DMRG. Very recently there have been attempts to Xiion is available: in SubseE IMB we consider a spin-1 model
FIO('; bqth ?]MbR-g'“ki;e?jE%S gn?hthte QMhC sampllntg"tncl;s, with anisotropies in a parameter range that gives rise tge la
vc;rif?s;%ir(])ny rid methodsl[4] 5] that are however still un ®Value of v and in Subsed I we study the spin-1/2 model
' with next to nearest neighbor interactions that is knowmto u
It is generally believed that a sequence of pseudocriticatlergo a BKT transition. In this case we find a value for the
points, for example the loci of maxima of finite-size sus-critical coupling in agreement with the accepted one, which
ceptibilities, converges to the critical point as a powev la was found using a model-specific investigation of the excite

L=, with a so-calledshift exponent\ given by the inverse states[[9]. Sectiol IV is devoted to conclusions.
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Il. DERIVATION OF RAPIDLY-CONVERGING that destroys conformal invariance. However, this is net th
SEQUENCES only effect of varying the microscopic parameteout of g,
in general also the speed of elementary excitations gets-ren

We consider systems iispatial dimensions of linear size malized in the unperturbed CFT part. For this reason we say
L and periodic boundary conditions (PBC). Let the transitionthatv (henceforth?”) depends o, in the vicinity of g...

be driven by a linear parametgsuch that the Hamiltonianis ~ Scaling and dimensional arguments imply that, in the ther-
modynamic, off-critical regimd. > ¢, the singular part of
the energy behaves as
H(g) = Ho + gV.
€sing ~ t2_a (2)
Dealing with QPT we consider the case of strictly zero tem-
peratureI’ = 0, even if the arguments presented below carwith o = 2 — (d + ¢) v. For a second order phase transition
be simply extended to the finite-temperature case, remgacina < 1.
the parametey with 7' (and without using thelimensional After introducing the scaling variable = (L/¢)Y" =
crossover ruleused below). The free energy density reducesL'/¥, the finite-size scaling (FSS) theory asserts [7] that in
to the ground-state (GS) energy density which, close to the system of lengtti,
critical pointg,.., shows a singularity in the second (or higher)
derivatives with respect tg:
€sing — COL_(d+C)(I)e(Z) +- (3)

—(H(9)) = e(g) = ereg(9) + €sing (£(9)), where®.(z) is a universal function that, in the off-critical
Ld ® s regimez > 1, must behave a®.(z) ~ z(*t9” in order

where¢ ~ |g — g.|~% = t~ is the correlation length. Note to recover Eq.[R) . Instead, fdr <« £ we are in the critical

that, as a consequence of the scaling hypothesis, the ainguf€9ime and®.(z) behaves as an analytic function that van-
part of the energy.u, is a universal quantity that depends ishes forz — 0. Here we assume that the leading term in
only on¢, the relevant length scale close to the critical point. ®¢(#) iS quadratic inz (see below why it cannot be linear),

Hence £.i; may be considered quite in general an even func-bUt the following arguments are easily generalizable tbig

tion of (g — g.) that vanishes at the critical point. integer powers. The constant tefij . (0)/ L+ is already

On the other hand, the bulk energy density at the criticaPdSOroed in the nonuniversal part of the energy density at

point behaves as (Privman-Fisher hypothesis) as shownin Eq[{1). .
Differentiatinge(g) with respect tgj, gives the mean value

e(ge, L) = eoo(ge) — L~ F(g,), 1L b= (V)/L%, whose singular paft;,, behaves as

where F(g) is a sort of Casimir-like term that may depend  bging = Sgn(g — g )t'~® = sgn(g — g.)t @O =1.  (4)

on the actual geometry of the lattice. Note that this hypoth-

esis has to be changed properly if one or more of the spaconsidering FSS for the combination of Eq3. (1) gdd (3) and
tial dimensions are of infinite extent. Moreover, Hg. (1) hasthen differentiating we find

been written in analogy with Eq. (11.29) of ref, [10] using

the dimensional crossover rule according to which the parti b(g, L) = boo reg(g) + SNy — gc)COLl/vf(dJrC)q)/e(z)

tion function and the thermodynamic (static) properties of

d-dimensional quantum system are equivalent to those of a L~ ‘“* [F'(g¢) + F"(9e)(g — ge) + -+ ]+0 (Li(dﬂh“))

(d + ¢)-dimensional classical counterpart[1] 10], wheris (5)
the dynamic exponent![1]. Then, for the implementation of

our methods we need to know by some other means the valwehere the subscriptst, reg” hereafter means regular in the
of ¢ relating the energy gapd and the correlation lengtx TL. In order to write down the expression above we used
A o £7¢. Typically, but not always, energy and momentumd, = L'/*9, and assumed that the powers neglected in the
in the continuum limit at the critical point satisfiaear dis-  last term are just larger thaid + ¢). To illustrate this point
persion relation} = vk, for smallk so that( = 1 and a we could consider the irrelevant operator with the smallest
relativistic effective field theory can be used to descrite t scaling dimensionl;,,. At first order in perturbation theory
universal features of the transition. dn= 1 the scale invari- with the renormalized couplingi,.(L) = g;..(0) L3¢~
ance at the critical point is often sufficient to imply als;meo the corrections to the GS energy density are of the form
formal invariance (see Ch. 2 dﬂll]), thanks to which severaCi,, gi.r(0)L =% so thate = d;,, —d — ¢ > 0. Note also
exact results can be obtained using the powerful predistionthat the amplitude€™;,, can vanish and(g2,) terms have to

of conformal field theories (CFT). For example, by mappingbe included. For these and more details we leave the reader to
the space-time complex plane onto a cylinder whose circumRef. [12]. Generically we admit corrections with> 0 that
ference represents the finite chain of lengjitve can identify may come either from irrelevant operator in the continuum
F(g.) = mcv(g.)/6 in Eq. (@) wherec is the central charge theory or from lattice effects. The case= 0 corresponds to

of the theory. In the RG sense, moving away from critical-marginal perturbations and typically leads to logarithooc

ity corresponds to perturbing the CFT with a relevant oerat rections. Notice that now the leading term®f(z) is linear



in z in the critical region. If we would have admitted a linear v(g7, L), i.e.

term in®,.(z) then®’ (0) # 0 and a finite jump discontinuity
at finite L would be presentin(g, ).

We can also calculate= (Ho)/L? = e(g) —g[de(g) /g,
yielding to a singular part that is similar to EQl (4) but with
changed sign. In fact, fog. # 0 the leading singular parts

of a andb must cancel in the sum that gives back the energy
e(g) = a(g) + gb(g), which does not contain that singularity.

In particular, the scaling is

a(g, L) = Gooreg(g) —SgNg — gc)QCOLl/V_(d+C)(I)é(Z)
+CoL™ O, (2)
—L=@+) [F(g) - gF/(gc) =+ O(g - gc)] +..

The FSCM [8] identifies the critical point with the limit of¢h
sequencg; of single crossing points

b(gz,L) = blgr, L)

with /. = L + 6L. Applying this criterion to Eq.[{5), we
obtain (ford L <« L)

(d+ Q) F'(ge)

_ —2/v.
2Co [2 = (d+ ()]

2
U#m

gz_gc:

This equation defines the shift exponeatcy = 2/v and
may converge very slowly when > 1. The extremely diffi-
cult case is the BKT transition where formally= oo, but this
latter situation must be treated in a different way (see 8cibs
[CC).

Now, consider the quantity(g, L,~) = ve(g, L) — b(g, L)
and suppose to be able to tunexactly at

)
F(gc)
It easily seen thaf(g., L,~*) does not contain the Casimir-

like term responsible for the critical point shift. In fathe
scaling ofl" is

(6)

(g, L,7) = Dooreg(9:7)—SANg—ge) CoL/* =+ @ (2)
L~ [ F(g) = F'(ge) + Ol — ge)|+0 (L (4¢0).

Wheny is equal toy* given in Eq. [6), the critical point found
by this crossing method is approachedjgis— g. ~ L~ tst,
with a shift exponenks.qs = 2/v+¢ = Arscum + € (again this
holds true provided that # 2/(d + ¢)). The additional term

e allows, in general, for a better convergence of the sequence

*

9r-
A possible algorithm for finding numerically the critical
point in such a way is the following. 1§} is at a crossing
point, ofI'(g, L, ~y), then we have

e(gr, L +6L) —e(g;, L)

V9, L) =

I
e(gy,L)—e(g;,L—0L) e(g95,L+0L)—e(g;, L)(’7)
or in the continuum version
2
6Lb(ga L) _ aLb(ga L) (8)

dre(g, L) 97e(g, L)

CallingT = (g — g.) = tsgn(g — g.) and rewriting only the
essential terms in the scalirmsatzewe have the simplified
forms

e(gv L) =
b(g, L)

o reglg) = LTTOF (g) + Dy L= (4+¢59),
boo,rcg(g) + Li(d+€) 2COL2/V7— _ F/(g)
+ Dy~ (dHCte),

Now, putting these two relations il (8) we obtain

. D5yF(g.) — D1F'(gc.) ve(d+ ¢ +¢€)
LTI T UG (g (@A rC-2)

that gives a shift exponent,s; as anticipated.

The main result of this section is the crossing criter[dn (7)
that identifies the rapidly converging sequeride (9) to the cr
cal value.

L_>\fast (9)

A. Homogeneity condition

In the previous section we have shown how to obtain a se-
guence of pseudocritical points with an improved shift expo
nent\gs;. Here we provide another, yet simpler equation for
the determination of the critical point. The resulting pbeu
critical sequence is characterized by the same shift exgone
Atast - HOwever in this case we are able to prove convergence
toward the critical point even in the extreme case of a BKT
transition (see Subsdc.1] C).

The idea is to require that at the critical point tlie
dependent part dfis dominated by the Casimir-like term with
power(d + ¢) (see Eq.[{)). This condition is translated into
the requirement that thé-derivative ofb is a homogeneous
function of degre¢d + ¢ + 1), i.e.

(d+¢+1)0ub(gr, L) + Ld7b(g;, L) = 0. (10)

Consequently, the corresponding sequence of pseudatritic
pointsg; scales as

_eDy(d+(+e)
C2C02(d+ (- 2)

The equation[{Jl0) represents themogeneity condition
method(HCM) that we are proposing for the efficient loca-
tion of critical points. We stress here that, being, L) a GS
property, this criterion does not require knowledge of i
states as in the case of the PRG method. This is a point in fa-
vor to the HCM since excited states are typically assesstd wi

9 — e LAt (11)

Notice that puttingy = 0 is equivalent to the FSCM applied less numerical accuracy. In addition, the HCM is superior to
tob(g, L) and the denominator has definite sign about the critthe PRG in that it produces a faster converging sequence (see
ical point. Now we findg} requiring thaty(g;, L — L) =  Subsed D).



B. Caser = 2/(d + ¢) with logarithmic divergences with K a constant and an integer larger than (= 3 from
Eq (22) in [12]). Hence

For completeness we consider the case d%g that was
excluded in the previous treatment. In this situation, the ©(9:L) = booreg(9)

ansatzrequires the inclusion of logarithmic corrections + L2 [nKa—n/Utn—lsgn(g — ge)X

b(g, L) = beorea(g)+C1 In LT— L~ O ! (g) 4Dy [~ (d+¢H€), InL \ « !

(9,L) reg(9)+C1In LT (9)+D> (1_ n t") — F'(g) +O(L—(2+e)) (12)
a

The calculation of the critical point with the FSCM gives in

this case Now we want to get rid of all theD(L~2) contributions

that “hinder” the location of finite-size pseudocriticalipts.

(d+ O)F"(ge) Hence we first differentiate with respect foto eliminate
g5 —ge = _ @ S)F \Ge) p —(d+¢) beo reg(9), then multiply byL? to isolate the term in square
Ch brackets in Eqi{12) and finally set to zero a further diffeeen

. in L in order to dropF”(g). Formally, in the regior./¢ < 1,
whereas the HCM E[.(10) yields we can write down the condition

3 *
i — go = —P2MAHECHE pqarerg oy, [LP0Lb(g}, L)] = 0. (13)
Ci(d+0) _ | o
It is worth noticing that the latter condition is equal to the
These results are compatible with the exact calculatiotissof HCM Eq. (10) whenl = ¢ = 1. TreatingL as a continuous

XY model (see SubseCTIMA). Note that in general, we shouldvariable one can read off the shift exponent for the sequence

to perform a similar calculation for g; thatturns outto baPKT = ¢/(n—1+0);if e = 0 then the
corrections to scaling are also governed by (another) margi
__P operator and we expegf —g. ~ (In L)~ (m+1)/(n=1+0) with
= — eN+1, . .
YT d+¢ P m a positive integerf. = 4 from Eq. (22) in[12]).

Dealing with numerical simulations it is very important to
namely when the-th derivative of the free energy diverges specify how one implements the finite-size differencesin
logarithmically. In fact, there are several finite-difference expressioes! s

the literature to express the derivatives and here the mequi
ment is that they all reproduce Ef.{13) in the limit— co.

C. Ascalingansatz for the BKT case For example, if one takes a uniform si@pthen the following
symmetric expression can be built

Ford = 1at the BKT the correlati_on function in the TL be- ) b9, L+6L) —b(g, L — L)
haves like¢ ~ exp(at~7). In the typical example of the clas- V(9 L) = 55 :
sical two dimensional XY model it is known that = 1/2. b(g, L+ 6L) — 2b(g, L) + b(g, L — 6L)

Instead, for the quantum Heisenberg model with frustration " (g, L)
(which we will consider in Subse€_TIC) Haldane suggested

o = 1[9]. We also sett = 1 because the (effective) di-
mensionality in the BKT scenario is two. The singular part of
the finite-size energy density now is conveniently expreésse

in terms ofy = L/¢ [7] so that L3 (g%, L) + [3L2 _ (5L)2] b (g5, L) = 0. (14)

(OL)? ’

and then the precise condition to cancel the téri—2) be-
comes

e(g,L) = eoo.rcg(g)+L_2 [Co®.(y) — F(g)]4+0O (L—(2+6)) In the limit of large L we recover[{13) as required. Clearly,
' the correct discretization prescription must be identified

only for the BKT; whend and/or{ are not one, the suitable
variant of [124) for finitel has to be adopted, witif weighted
by L(¢+¢+1) andb’ weighted by a polynomial i of degree
(d + ¢) whose coefficients depend ¢6.L).

where®.(y) is a universal function that, in the off-critical
regimey > 1, must behave a®.(y) ~ y2. Again, in the

quasicritical regimey < 1 at any finiteL the energy density
and its derivatives must be analytic (o — ¢g.). The value

®.(0) can be absorbed ifi(g) and it can be checked directly
that the first contribution has to be at least quadratit i D. PRG revisited
|g—g.| because otherwise a finite-size discontinuity/(in, L)
would be generated. Fgr< 1 we adopt the followingnsatz

(justified from perturbed conformal field theofy [12]): The PRG method identifies the critical point with the limit

of the sequenceg; of crossing points satisfying

(g, L) = eooreg(9)+L7* |K(at™ —In L)~/ — F(g)] +... LEA (g5, L) — (L + 6L)CA(gh, L+ 6L) = 0. (15)
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HereA(g, L) is the finite-size energy gap of the spectrum for Throughout the paper we will considéreven and PBC. This
which we may adopt the following form model can be solved exactly [11.] 13] by means of a Jordan-
Wigner transformation from spins to spinless fermions fol-
A(g,L) = L%[ei(g,L) — e(g, L)) = L™S®(2) + L=+, lowed by a Bogoliubov transformation to arrive at a Hamil-
(16)  tonian of free quasiparticles. The number of original femsi
with ®(z) =~ @ + 2®1 + 2°®3 + ... andCy a prefactor A7 = S~ ¢, is not a conserved quantity, but its parity
depending on the excited state) we are considering. The p = exp (i) corresponds to a-rotation around the-axis,
standard PRG approach ih= 1 relies upon Eq.[(TI5) with  and therefore is conserved. One should beware of a delicate
¢ = 1. More generally, a first test to identify is done by  jssue concerning boundary conditions. Starting with PBC in
plotting the usual scaled gagsA and see if at the critical Eq. [17), the fermionic Hamiltonian turns to have PBC in the
point they settle to a constant or not. If they do not, one issector of odd parity® = —1. Instead in the even parity sec-
led to search for a better value ¢f# 1 and solve[(1b) with  tor P = 1 — which comprises the ground state — antiperiodic

the correct value of the dynamic exponent. Note that the comoundary conditions must be used. In this sector the model
rections come from the irrelevant/lattice contributiond ghe  pecomes

Casimir-like term for the gap is actually the constant tenm i 1
®(z). For quantum systems ih = 1, CFT (( = 1) pre- H = ZA(k) (ﬂ,iﬂk - —> , (18)
dicts®y, = 2nd,v(g), whered, is the scaling dimension of k 2
the operatox that generates the excited stpte. In addition  \yhere 3, are Bogoliubov quasiparticles,ranges in the first
@1, ®y,... can be computed in the framework of perturbedp;iliouin zone and the dispersion relation is
CFT, in the regime < 1 when a relevant operat¢s — g.)R
with scaling dimension: = 2 — 1/v is added to the critical A(k)=2yn2+h2+ (1 —n?)cos?k +2hcosk. (19)
field theory. For instance, from Egs. (7) and (10) of Ref| [12]
we have®, = b, /(27)* whereb, is the structure constant
that appears as prefactor of the three points correlatino-fu
tion (R(7) % (72)X(75)).

Now, in general the PRG method givie$ — g.| ~ L~*Pre

Forn # 0 this model displays an Ising transition /at= 1
with exponentsy = ¢ = 1, which means that the scaling
variable isz = L(h—1). To test our ideas we need to
calculate, for finiteL, the GS energyy, (h,n) and the aver-

. ; age potentiaby, (h,n) = —(o?) = ey /0h, in the quasi-
With Aprc = 1/v + € [11]. However, it may happen that e region given byz <<J 1. According to Eq.[(I8)
®; = 0 in the scaling function (examples are discussed Nhe GS is given byer () = —1/2L, A (k) with

) - kn mn

Subsec.[JIIB and at the end of Subsec Il A for a specific, (2n + 1)7/L. ¢ = 0 L~ 1. We then expand
excited state of the XY model). The shift exponent in sych aﬂ:e argument of thé sum up’t.o' 'tr’]e desi.red order ifor our
case decreases }@rc = 1/v + ¢/2. Nonetheless there is a purposes we need, (h,n) up to O(=2) andby, (h,7) up to

way to improve this behavior. In fact, the “extremum” (ireste 0 (2). Th It ; .
L : . . ting sums are then evaluated with the aid of
of the zeroes) of the quantity in left side of 15) with the 2) e resu .
ansatz(18) is)locatedqexactl))/lat the critical Ea(tz)o. In E_uler—.MacIaurm formulal_L_1|4]. The results and the details a
order to appreciate a shift from criticality we have to irasu glveln _|r|1 thhe Appendl%ﬂk.dF;Jcirg Eq mb 2) abmh f3), one gees
higher orders ofr = (g — ¢.) in the irrelevant non-scaling explicitly that terms of ordet, — are absent both fromy, an
term. ie ¢ by, so that according to our definition Ef] (5) we fine- 2. In
R passing we notice that, from E._{]A2), the Casimir-like term
. _3 . : -2
LSA(g, L) = ®g + L2V72®y + (C,(0) + C".(0)7) L°. is—L ™ “mn|/6 consistent with the CFT formulaL _wcv/6_.
(9, L) 0 02+ (Cx(0) «(07) In fact the central charge is= 1/2 and, from the dispersion
In this case, the convergencelig — g.| ~ L= with ~ refation [19) the spin velocity turns out to be= 2|7
Aextr = 2/v + ¢, which is better than usual PRG not only ~Now, using Eqs.[{A2) and_(A3), we have all the elements
because of the double exponent but also thanks to the codf derive the sequences of pseudocritical points analigtica
ficient in front: it is proportional ta’”, (0) which is usually As far as the FSCM is concerned, the pseudo critical points

a small quantity. It is also worth noticing that in this case&'€ obtained imposing., (h7) = br2 (A7), or formally
Aextr = Afust. Orbr, (h}) = 0. Up to leading order il the solution is
2

« ™

=145
as already obtained in Ref! [8] for the Ising modiel| = 1).
This shows explicitly that\rscn = 2 consistent with our
prediction\pscym = 2/v (remind thaty = 1).
) ] For what concerns the “balancing trick” discussed in
To check our methods analytically, we consider the 1DSecEI], we can show that the solution of E. (6), is given by

lll. TESTING THE METHODS

A. XY model in transverse field

spin-1/2 XY model given by v* = —1/2n%. The pseudocritical points are then given im-
Lo ) posingd. . I'(h;, L,v*) = 0. In this case, at leading order, the
H=-%" {( -;77) ot 4 ( ;77) olo?,, +ho? | . solution is
=1 g mCnt4n?—-3)
17) L 7202 ’



which means\;,s; = 4 once again consistent with our predic- B. ¢ = 1 transition (non BKT)
tion A\past = 2/v + € (remind thate = 2). From a numeri-

cal point of view it is more profitable to use the HCM. From  \ve choose the spin-I, — D model on a chaind = 1)
301b+ LO3b = 0 we obtain with PBC

Tt (200 —3) H=1JY8; S+ (J. - ))Si87., + D(S5)? (21)

hy =1 :
L= T 0 j=1

because the transition from the Haldane phase to the phase
with the same exponent,y; = 4. at largeD is described by @ = 1 CFT ( :jﬂ%with con-

. . tinuously varying exponents. The Hamiltoniénl(21) has been
Now we proceed to discuss the PRG method for which sq 14 gescribe the magnetic properties of different qL@si
knowledge of the lowest gap is requweq. The first ex‘.:'tedcompounds (sed [16] for a brief account). Here, by fixing

state belongs to the sector with odd parity. Correspongingl ; _"1 247 — 0.5 for which it has been already esti-
the finite size gap is given, besides a constant term, by thﬁatedy _ 2.328 7] v;/e wish to test the methods described
difference between two Riemann sums where the sampling i3, e in a severe case in which &/ scaling would givesub-
taken over odd and even (in units of L) wavenumbers re- inear convergence inl. Indeed for the FSCM we expect
spectively. In analogy with RefE]lS] the lowest gap can be)\FSCM — 0.84. The previous estimate using the log-log plots
eventually written aﬁg;f(h — U+ [T(L) = 2T(L/2)l,  of the finite-size gaps waB. — 0.65 [L], while in Ref. [18]
whereT'(L) = (1/2) > 2, A(jm/L). Againwe refertothe it js found D, = 0.635 using the method of level crossing
Appendix for the detalfs._ Using the form of the gap Ed.1(A4) with antiperiodic boundary conditions, which is howeveesp
we can evaluate the various terms of the scaling function isfic to this transition. The first irrelevant operator alkegv
Eq. (16) by the lattice symmetries has scaling dimengior 2 where
K =2~ % so thate = min(K, €jattice) Where withepagtice
we denote the smallest exponent of corrections arising from
B(2) = M+Z+ m[3(h—1)—2(2 ;)F h)n? + 8n'] 12 lattice contributions at finite that are not captured in the
2 192 |n| framework of the (relativistic) continuum theory.
20) As discussed in Refs, [115,19] this is a case in which the
Hence®, = n|n|/2 = 2mvd,, consistently with Ref..[15] |inear term®; in the scaling function of the PRG vanishes
for [n| = 1 and with the known resuld, = 1/8 for the  pecausé, = 0 for the sine-Gordon model, the effective field
first excited state of the = 1/2 minimal model[[11]. More-  theory that describe the surroundings of the- 1 line. So
over, sinceP; # 0, according to the general analysis in Sub-jt is convenient to use also our improved version of the PRG
sec[ID, there is no advantage in searching the minima oas discussed in Subsdc_1ID. The expected shift exponent is
maxima int of the left hand side of Eq[{15). Looking for Aextr = 2/ + €.
the zeros by imposing the PRG equatign(LA L (h7)) = 0, In order to have an idea of the range of valued.db be
yields used let us imagine that = K SO thatAast = Aextr =
2+ 1/v = 2.42. With L > 10 this exponent leads to vari-
ations in the pseudocritical poinf3; smaller tharO(1073).
L340 (L7%). Hence we prefer to illustrate the method with virtually ex-
act numerical data obtained with the Lanczos algorithmgusin
L = 8,10,12,14,16. The reason is that the DMRG would
G give rather accurate values for the energies but the estimat
for b = ((.5%)?) could not be sufficiently precise to appreci-
ate the variations irD, obtained from the crossings. So we
use the DMRG only to extend the datafto= 18, 20 with 37
optimized states. In any case the GS belongs tefje= 0
i sector.
predictionApra = 1/v + €. The FSCM withb = ((S7)2) yields DFSCM — 0,647 with
The explicit calculation of the various shift exponents;co Arscum = 0.79 in reasonable agreement with the CFT expec-
firms that the HCM given by Eq[{10) is superior to the tations. The high-precision procedure based on[Eq. (7dlyiel
standard PRG method. However, the things are different iDfs* = 0.633 with Az, = 7.6. The value of the shift ex-
we considered the excitation obtained creating a well-ddfin ponent is definitely larger than what expected, which coeld b
quasiparticle with the smallest momentém- 27 /L, instead  due to the vanishing of the coefficient of the first irrelevant
of the very first excitation gap. In that case, the energy gagontribution with scaling dimensions + 2 < €atice- IN @Ny
is given by Eq.[(IB). Using the method of the extrema of thecase, from Fig ]l one can clearly appreciate that the sequenc
PRG quantity in the left hand side of EG.]15), we would haveDYSM converges more slowly thai*t. As far as the PRG
obtained a convergence to the critical poinfas', while with  is concerned, with the standard procedure of finding the ze-
the standard PRG only ds 2. roes of Eq.[(IB) we geDFRC = 0.640 with Aprg = 1.50.

3 (4772 — 3)

B =1+
g 48 |n|

This result for generigy # 0, shows explicitly that the PR
shift exponent is\prg = 3 and proves a conjecture put for-
ward by Hamer and Barber in Ref, [15] for the Ising model.
From Eq. [2D) together with Eq[{1L6) we read= 2 as pre-
viously, so that the calculated exponent is consistent thigh



e eESCM ‘ for Jo > Jo.. Again the GS has?, = 0. Without exploit-
fast / ing a priori information about the BKT character of transition
+ 4PRG

(if not the value of the dynamic exponefit= 1), we tested

* the homogeneity criteriof (14) using ladders with PBC of up
to L/2 = 16 rungs, an effective L = 4 and1024 DMRG
states that ensure an accuracyfl0~") on the values of
b= <§j . §j+2>. The results reported in Fidll 2 are encour-
aging: while with the FSCM we would get no crossings at
all, the zeroes of Eq[(14) yield a sequence of points con-
verging toJo ~ 0.25. The main problem comes from the
left side of the transition where the truncation DMRG error

<< PRG (minima|

094 +Hewm

PP ST for L = 28 and32 induces some oscillations on the plotted
06 ! ! o quantity. We content ourselves with linear fitslinL. If we
: L S exclude the point wi = e fit is better even if we
0 0.05 0.1 0.1 lude th t with, = 12 the fit is bett f

find Jo./J1 = 0.2553 £ 0.0008; by selecting all the avail-
Figure 1: (color online) The sequences of pseudocriticaltpab- able pomts’.mStead’ the fit is visibly worse but the ext_Fapo
tained with the FSCM, the fast-convergent method of E}. (©) a lated value isac/Ji = 0.242 + 0.006,_|n agreement W'th.
the HCM described by EG{1L4). Moreover the sequences hae be R€f. [9]. As above, apart from the details of the extrapotati
calculated with PRG methods, both standard and in our ingarov Procedure, we see that the homogeneity criterion provides a
version. Continuous lines are algebraic best-fits to the.dat viable procedure to locate the critical point in a BKT transi
tion, where almost all existing generic methods fail. We re-
mark that this analysis is based solelyidg, L), namely an
Instead, using the improved method estimation by lookimg fo observable evaluated on the GS, without invoking further as
the extremal value of the quantity on the left side[ofl (15) weSumptions on the nature of the excitations.
find a rapidly converging sequence that however also oscil-
lates betweer).636 and 0.635. Finally, a small oscillation
in the fourth decimal place aboQt6305 is seen also in the IV. CONCLUSIONS
sequenceD!°™ obtained through the homogeneity criterion
(14). As expected the latter sequence converges in a fashionMaking only use of finite-size quantities related to the
similar tOD%St. All these results are summarized in Fﬁb 1. ground state, we show how to generate sequences of pseu-
The data show that subtracting out the terms that inducgocritical points that converge very fast to the infiniteesi
a slow convergence of the pseudocritical points, one resnaincritical point. The convergence is of the forfit* with a
with quantities that inherit a residual (possibly oscitlg) L-  shift exponent\. In this article we propose homogeneity
dependence from the specific lattice model and that could bgondition method HCM) which is faster than the standard
very difficult to account for. Other factors that affect the e phenomenological renormalization gro§pRG) in locating
trapolation of the critical points at this level of accuramg  the critical points. Moreover its validity is more generalit
the sampling D and the trade-off between computational ac-can be applied without modification to the difficult case of a
curacy and the maximum available size. Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless transition. The homoejgy
To summarize we observe that our improved methods yielgnethod requires only the knowledge tffy, L) = (V)/L¢,
very fast convergence to the critical point that we estinbate that is, the expectation value of the term that drives thesira
be D. = 0.633 £ 0.02, consistently with Ref[[18]. tion.
We also presented an improvement to the PRG method,
which allows, under certain conditions, to obtain pseulttiecr
C. c¢=1BKT transition cal sequences characterized by the same shift exponent as fo
the HCM. However, this modification, relying on a particular
We consider now the spin-1/2 Heisenberg model with frusform of the gap scaling function, is not valid in general. It
tration due to next-to-nearest neighbors interaction holds true, for instance for the sine-Gordon model that unde
lies a variety of transitions ifil + 1) dimension.
L The formulations of the approaches are sufficiently general
H=Y 718 Sj1+ 125 Sjpa. to be applied in any spatial dimensionality. Even if we are
J=1 primarily interested in quantum phase transitions ideatly
zero temperature, in principle the methods can be extended
The model is equivalent to a 2-legs zigzag ladder wiff2 ~ to problems of finite-temperature statistical mechanicg. A
rungs. The best estimate of the critical point was madevariance with other accelerating methods found in the-liter
by Okamoto and Nomura using a model-specific crossingture, e.g. the van den Broeck-Schwartz or the BulirscleiSto
method [9]; with exact diagonalizations up fo= 24 they ~ ones (reviewed in Ch. 9 of [11]), the procedures presented
determined/s./J; = 0.2411 4+ 0.0001. The model is gap- here rely on the scaling behavior of thermodynamical quanti
less forJ, < Jae and has a doubly degenerate GS in the TLties expected from physical and renormalization arguments



Appendix A:
0.04 — 12|
- 16
. - 32 1 Here we indicate how to compute the mean energy per site
o 002 28 er,, and the average potentigl, as require id in Subsdc TIA.
N“.' : Consider for example the energy sum
~ 0 |
Q_;_)’ 1 2n+1
k) ] eL(ha 77) = 757 A (kn) ) kn = T,
®_ -0.02 . 2L ; L
0,04 | whereA(k) is given by EqIIIIQ) We need to investigate the
T above sum in the quasi-critical regien= L/ < 1 soitis
0.2 025 0.3 J%%S 0.4 045 ( sufficient to expandy, (h, n) in powers of(h — 1) = z/L
21
0.4 — e =, .
| er(h,n) = 3L 2 {Ahzl (kn) + EahA|h:1 (kn)
0.35 s 21
7 | +(7) 50RA=1 (k) + O (%) |
JZL 0.3 ] The resulting sums can be computed using the Euler-
] Maclaurin formula (see e.d. [14])
0.25- B N X
I , 0
f ] 5 fla+39) = [ f@)e+ 5 1f(@)+ FO)+
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 3=0 ¢
0'20 O.‘02 O‘.](.)/4L 6.06 6.08 mo 52r (2r—1) (2r—1)
> i B [ = SOV @] + R (AD)

r=
Figure 2: (color online ) Upper panel: searching for the esrof

L?0"+(3L* —16)b according to Eq[{T4) withl, = 1anddL =4.  yalid for a functionf with at leas2m continuous derivatives

Lower panel: extrapolations of the pseudocritical poifis., (cyan i (4 p). HereB, are the Bernoulli numbers and the remain-

e o o ot s G, depends o 21 on 1), Some care mustbe ke

P " when the functionf diverges at the border of the Brillouin
zone, in this case one must kee@ndb away from the bor-
ders. Moreover, sending to infinity in Eq. (All), some sums
The validity of the methods has been tested with analytimust be regularized using a Borel summation technique. The
cal calculations on the one dimensional XY model in transinal result for the ground state energy is
verse field and numerically on a nontrivial spin-1 chain with

anisotropy. As extreme case, we have shown that the homo- iy, Tr(4n*=3)
geneity condition method provides a satisfactory locatbn €L (h,m) = e (1,m) — % - %W

the critical point also in the case of Berezinskii-Kosterli

Thouless transitions. These confirmations motivate uste co +(h—1) |bso (1,7) — T2

sider systems in higher spatial dimensionality. In thesesa 12 ||

the numerical data are restricted to §_ma||ersystem—;iiﬁtm (h— 1)2 In (L) +~c +1In(8n| /7) —1 05
need for fast-converging pseudo-critical sequences isreg¥ - B 7l + (Z )
uisite for the precise location of the critical points. (A2)

wherevye = 0.577216. .. is the Euler-Mascheroni constant
and the thermodynamic values are given by

Acknowledgments
2 1] 2 arctan («/1—772/|77|)
This work was partially supported by the Italian MiUR e (L) = — T + \/1_—2
through the PRIN grant n. 2005021773. M.R. acknowledges T "
support from the EU (SCALA). Numerical calculations were ]
performed on a cluster of machines made available by the (1,7) = _2arCtan( L7 /|77|)'

Theoretical Group of the Bologna Section of the INFN.

T/ 1 —n?



9

Using similar procedures we obtain the following expressio for the evaluation of the finite-size gap in the PRG method,

for average potentidl;, (h,7): can be treated along similar lines. The final result for the ga
is
Tn3(3 — 272
b (hom) = b (L) — 2172 = T B =200 s
12n| 2830 1|
In(L)+vc+In(8|n| /m)—1 22 +h—1
—(h—1) (L) + e (8nl/m) _’_0(22). AL:(h—1)+7T(77 )L’l (Ad)
7 |n| "3 4 n|
A3 3 2 4
™ 3(h—1)—2(24+h +8
- + [( ) (3 )n H}L_3+O(L_5).
Finally, the sum 192 |n|
L-1 .
1 2mj
T(L)=— —
-1 >4 (*F)
7=0
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