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The square lattice Ising model on the rectangle

II: Finite-size scaling limit
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Abstract

Based on the results published recently [I], the finite-size contributions to the free energy of the
square lattice Ising model on the L x M rectangle, with open boundary conditions in both directions,
are calculated exactly in the finite-size scaling limit L, M — oo, T" — T, with fixed temperature
scaling variable x o (T'/T. — 1)M and fixed aspect ratio p o L/M. We derive exponentially fast
converging series for the related Casimir potential and Casimir force scaling functions. At the
critical point 7" = T, we confirm predictions from conformal field theory |2, B]. The presence of
corners and the related corner free energy has dramatic impact on the Casimir scaling functions

and leads to a logarithmic divergence of the Casimir potential scaling function at criticality.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the first part of this work [1], denoted I in the following, we computed the partition
function Z of the two-dimensional Ising model on the L x M rectangle with open boundary
conditions in both directions and with anisotropic reduced couplings K¢ and K* (in units
of kgT', with Boltzmann constant kg) in horizontal and vertical direction at arbitrary tem-
peratures below and above the critical point. This second part is devoted to the finite-size
scaling (F'SS) behavior near criticality.

We first recall the main results of part I in terms of the size dependent reduced free energy
F(L,M) = —logZ. From equation (1.87) we get the total free energy of the considered

model,

F(L,M) = —g [Mlog <%) + i%]

(. J/
~\~
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P, (L)

where j‘u = e > 1 are the M dominant eigenvalues of the 2M x 2M transfer matrix 7
(I.27), given by the positive zeroes of the characteristic polynomial Py (¢) (1.45). Alterna-
tively, /A\Wr = cosh 4, are the M eigenvalues of T (1.30a). z = tanh K and t = exp(—2K?)
parametrize the couplings, and ay = 3(ata™") from (1.20). For the definition of other quan-
tities doe (1.70b), v, (1.87a) and the M /2 x M /2 residual matrix Y (I.87b) the reader is
referred to part I. In equation we have decomposed the leading term Fy,qp, from (1.92)

into two parts,

Fawip(L, M) = L fo (M) + Fyo(M), (2)

one proportional to L with contributions from the bulk and from the two horizontal (<)
surfaces, and one with the remaining contributions from the two vertical (J) surfaces and
from the four corners, see figure [II These terms have been analyzed in great detail by

R. J. Baxter recently [4].



Transfer matrix propagation direction <>

Figure 1. Sketch of the decomposition of the total free energy F'(L,M) (dotted line) into the
different constituents. The black rectangle is the system, and the other solid lines denote infinite
volume contributions solely dependent on temperature, while the dashed lines symbolize free energy

parts that contain residual finite-size contributions.

For a detailed discussion of the different free energy contributions we also recall the
definition of the (total) residual free energy, or Casimir potential, F’&* (1.89), which is

responsible for nontrivial finite-size effects such as the critical Casimir effect [5],
FXP(L,M)=F(L,M) — Foo (L, M), (3a)

where the infinite volume contribution F, (1.90) can be decomposed into bulk, surface and

corner contributions according to
Foo(L, M) = LM fi, + Lf5 + M f* + f (3b)

for our rectangular geometry. The bulk free energy per spin f;,, the surface free energies per

surface spin pair f2, with direction § € {«,1}, and the corner free energy f. are defined
in the thermodynamic limit L, M — oo and do not depend on L or M. While f, and f?

are known since a long time from the seminal works of Onsager [6] and McCoy & Wu [7],
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the corner free energy f. below T. was only derived recently by Baxter [4], confirming a
conjectured product formula by Vernier & Jacobsen [§]. The corresponding product above
T, was given in (I.A7d). The logarithmic divergence f. ~ Llog |1 —T/T.| + O(1) detailed in
appendix |Bl will lead to a considerable complification of the FSS analysis, as shown below.

Comparing with , we first focus on the L dependent terms. The free energy per
row fps is the dominant outcome of one application of the transfer matrix 75. It can be

further decomposed,
fos(M) = Mfi, + £ + frS(M), (4)

and contains a residual contribution at finite M, which is equal to the leading large-L

contribution to F3* from (1.94),

IS(M) = lim L'E(L, M). (5)
’ L—oo
Inserting into (|1)),
F(L,M) = LIMfy+ £ + fos (M)] + Foo(M) + F5,(L, M), (6)

and matching with , we can eliminate the leading L-dependent terms and find three
contributions to the total residual free energy (3al),

FS(L, M) = Ly (M) + FEE (M) + FE5, (L, M), (7)

strip

where we defined the residual surface-corner contribution
FIS(M) = Foo(M) — [Mf2+ f.], (8)

which is independent of L. Equation shows that the residual free energy can be decom-
posed very similar to (3)).
We now turn to the critical Casimir force per area M, that is defined as L-derivative of

the total residual free energy ,

1 0
.F(L,M) = _Ma_L égs(L, M), (9)

and by @ decomposes into two contributions,

1 res 1 0 res
‘F(L>M) = _M b,s(M) _Ma_LFstrip(L7M)> (10)
.Fb;?M) }—stri;(,L,M)



where the first one F, is already known from the stripe geometry L/M — oco. Note that
the surface-corner contribution F}¢* drops out in the L-derivative as expected [9, [10], which
renders the analysis of the Casimir force F simpler than the analysis of the Casimir potential
Fres
e,
With these definitions, we now summarize the FSS theory for the Casimir potential and

Casimir force, and introduce the corresponding universal F'SS functions.

II. FINITE-SIZE SCALING THEORY

In this chapter we will formulate the finite-size scaling theory for the residual free energy,
or critical Casimir potential, as well as for the critical Casimir force per area in the general
case of a d-dimensional weakly anisotropic syste with size V = LHL%_1 and different
couplings K and K. We use « for the direction parallel to the force and 1 for all other
directions, and we will use L, = L and Ly = M in this and in the following chapter. When
we later apply this theory to our model, we will let the transfer matrix 7T propagate parallel
to the Casimir force, as the calculation of the force requires the derivative of the residual
free energy with respect to L.

Near criticality, the anisotropic couplings K¢ and K? lead to weakly anisotropic critical
behavior, characterized by a weakly anisotropic bulk correlation lengthﬂ

7>0

Eo(r) = &7, (11)
where 7 = T'/T. — 1 denotes the reduced temperature, and fi denotes the correlation length
amplitude in direction ¢ € {«»,]} above criticality. The correlation length exponent is v = 1
for the 2d Ising model. Finite-size scaling theory predicts that near the critical point 7 — 0
and for L; — oo with fixed geometric aspect ratio r = L., /Ly, the residual free energy F°

only depends on the two length ratios L.,/ (7) and Li/g&(f) [IT1H13]. These two
ratios can be combined to a reduced aspect ratio

L. 5_{ >0 L. 520(7)
L& Lpgg(n)”
which does not depend on temperature and encodes both the system shape as well as the

p (12a)

coupling anisotropy [I1].

! For a discussion of weakly vs. strongly anisotropic critical behavior see, e.g., [T1].

2 “~” denoted “asymptotically equal”



Approaching the critical point, the critical correlations are bounded by the smallest length
ratio in the system. For the given geometry with arbitrary reduced aspect ratio p this leads
to three different possible choices for the temperature scaling variable z [T4,[15]: If0 < p < 1
(1 < p < 00), the correlations are limited by L., (L4), while for arbitrary finite p, 0 < p < oo,
the geometric mean L, = V¢ can be used as relevant length, avoiding the preference for
one direction ¢. In all three cases, the temperature scaling variable is given by

1
"= (é) 2 (ety) s oetom 2
with mean correlation length €2 satisfying €29 = f“fid 1, and the system is completely
described by the two scaling variables x5 and p in the FSS limit. The three variables x4
obey the identity
Tt v = 3o = x$p71v. (13)

Following Fisher & de Gennes [5], the residual free energy then fulfills the scaling

ansatz |14, 15]

Féss(LH7 Li) = pl_d@H(xH7 p) = @O(xov p) = pGi(mia p)’ (14)
with the universal Casimir potential scaling functions ©s. Note that both O, (z.,p — 0)

and O¢(ry, p — 00) are finite by construction, while ©,(z., p) diverges in both limits [14].

The Casimir force in <> direction per area L%‘l,
1 a res
satisfies the finite-size scaling form
F(Les, Ly) = Ly “Ds(ws, p) (16)

for all three cases § € {<»,0,]}, leading to the identities [14 [15]

PN (20, p) = Vo(0, p) = pUy(y, p) (17)

analogous to . We conclude with three scaling relations between O and s, cf. [14] 15],

1x.,0 0
Do, p) = - 1—d+;ﬁ+gp} O (s, p) (15a)
e
(1 2,0  pd
190($O,P) - _d_y axo _|_ a_p:| @o(lb,p) (18b)
p0 0
Vi(2g,p) = — |1+ = Ip O1(zy, p) = ~a [p©1(z, )] (18c¢)




The FSS functions defined above are universal and only depend on the bulk and surface
universality classes, the system shape and the boundary conditions. This universality was
clearly demonstrated in [I6], where the Casimir force scaling function ¥(x,0) of the XY
universality class with Dirichlet boundary conditions was quantitatively matched between
experiments on liquid He at the \ transition [I7] and Monte Carlo simulations of the classical

XY spin model on a simple cubic lattice [16], both in the thin film limit p — 0.

III. SCALING FUNCTIONS FOR THE CONSIDERED GEOMETRY

In a transfer matrix (TM) formulation as utilized in part I, the system can have arbitrary
real length in propagation direction of the TM, while the other d — 1 lengths are fixed.
Therefore, we identify <+ with the propagation direction and use the scaling variable z4 and
the corresponding scaling functions ©¢(xy, p) and (2, p) for the description of the FSS
behavior. In the following we will usually drop the index 4 from the quantities x4 = z,
©4 = O and ¥4 = ¥ for simplicity.

Combining the residual free energy decomposition with the scaling form we now
discuss the according decomposition of the scaling functions O(z, p) and 9(z,p) for the
considered Ising model on the rectangle. Note that this discussion can be generalized to
higher dimensions within a TM formulation. According to and we decompose O
into three parts,

Oz, p) = 0 (2) + p~1O,c(x) + U(z, p), (19)

where

0 () = Ly fi5(Ly) (20)
is identified with the known Casimir potential scaling function for open boundary conditions
in strip geometry p — oo [18-20],

@(OO) = 1 ~ Vat+w? —u —2Vz24w?
(1’) = —% dw log 1 + me s (21)
0

which becomes independent from the BCs in <+ direction in this limit and can therefore be

calculated from the known exact solution with periodic BCs in < direction [I5]. The second

term in contains the surface and corner contributions from the J edges,

Osel®) = F2(Ly), (22)

)
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is independent of p and will be discussed in chapter [V C| Finally, the third term in

describes the strip residual free energy contribution, which fulfills

Fin (LHaLi) = p\If(x,p) = _10g2($ap)a (23)

strip

where the scaling function 3 of the strip residual partition function (1.83) is given by

E(I, p) ~ 78 (L<—>7 L$) = e_F;&SiP(LH’Lﬁ (24)

strip

and will be computed in the next chapter. From the limit ¥(z, p — oco) — 0 [I] we get the
expected result

lim ©(z, p) = 0 (z). (25)

p—00

According to , the total Casimir force scaling function can be decomposed to

Iz, p) = 01 (z) + ¥(, p), (26)

where the strip Casimir force from ,

1 8 res
fstrip(LHa Li) = _FaTFstrip(LHa Li)a (27)
i 4
contributes to the second term,
_ 9 d
Y(x,p) = 8_p log X(x, p) =~ L$]:strip(L<—>’ Ly), (28)
while the other contribution
(00) d 0 res res
O°z) = —LiFvs(Ly) = Lygr—[Lefu(Le)] = Lefig(Le) (29)
<~

is again known in our case. Note that the total Casimir force scaling function (26)) could also
have been obtained using the scaling relation (18c)). In the following, we will first calculate

the F'SS function ¥(z, p) and determine the Casimir force scaling function 9(z, p).

IV. FINITE-SIZE SCALING LIMIT OF THE STRIP RESIDUAL PARTITION
FUNCTION

We now turn back to the 2d Ising model on the L x M rectangle discussed in I and revert

the variables L., and Ly back to L = L., and M = L;. We are allowed to assume isotropic

9
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Figure 2. Characteristic polynomial Pys(p), Eq. (1.45), for M = 64 and three different temperatures

above, at, and below T.. The polynomials differ only around ¢ = 0, see inset.

couplings t* = z in the FSS limit in order to keep things simple, as near criticality a coupling
anisotropy K¢ # K% can be compensated by a scale transformation of the real variable
L~ L{}r /& in conjunction with K — K ¥, without changing the generalized aspect ratio
p [11]. Then, the critical point is at 2z = z. = v/2 — 1, and we can use 7 = 1 — z/z for the
reduced temperature, with corresponding isotropic correlation length amplitude £, = 1/2.
The resulting F'SS variables x and p from in terms of the relevant length M become

z L
=2M|1—-— = —.

We now perform the FSS limit of the results from I by replacing all quantities with the
M-dependent scaling forms and then performing the limit M — oo with fixed x and p. As
the strip residual partition function Zg%  is convergent in this limit, we do not encounter
regularization problems as in the case of the edge contribution F; . discussed later. We will
use the tilde ~ for quantities in the FSS limit and capitals for scaling variables.

Therefore, we replace the temperature variable z and the length L according to

szc(1—ﬁ), L pM, (31)

and first turn to the characteristic polynomial Py, () (1.45). For large M the relevant scaling

10



Figure 3. Universal characteristic polynomial P(®), Eq. , for different scaled temperatures x in
the finite-size scaling limit. The first zero is doubly degenerate at x = —1 and becomes imaginary

below.

contributions are obtained by a rescaling of the angle variable ¢ (1.86) according to

, (32)

SIS

D>

which immediately leads to the remarkably simple universal F'SS form of the characteristic

polynomial (I1.45),
P(®) = cos® + % sin @, (33)

with infinitely many zeroes ®,, 1 € N. All zeroes ®,, are real and positive except ®;, which
is zero for x = —1 and becomes imaginary for x < —1, see figure [3| and table[I|

Comparing P(®) with Py (¢) of a finite system as shown in figure [2, we notice the fol-
lowing: while for small |¢| < 7/2 both curves become more and more similar for large M,
the deviations for || > 7/2 stem from the lattice dispersion encoded in Py (), which is
different from the continuum dispersion of P(®). We will see below that a careful regulariza-
tion of the resulting infinite products is necessary in order to overcome the UV singularities
emerging in the FSS limit.

The scaling limit of the eigenvalues 5\, expressed through the Onsager-7, is determined

11



T ‘1)1 q)g ‘133 q)4
—4 3.997302692 i 3.916435368 7.355927023 10.63585142
-3 2.984704585 i 4.078149765 7.472192660 10.72277106

-2 1.915008048 i

-1 0
0 /2
1 2.028757838
2 2.288929728
3 2.455643863
4 2.570431560

Table I. Location of the first few zeroes of P(®), (33), for p=1,...,4 and several values of x.

from the isotropic version of (I.43a),

4.274782271
4.493409458
3m/2
4.913180439
5.086985094
5.232938454
5.354031841

2

7.596546020
7.725251837
5r/2
7.978665712
8.096163603
8.204531363
8.302929183

10.81267333
10.90412166
Tn/2
11.08553841
11.17270587
11.25604301
11.33482558

cos Y = A cosh 74,
zZ_
under the rescaling
r . A
ey ANE=e s et (35)
to be
= Vo2 + 22 (36)
At the zeroes ®,, we find the simple relation
¢, cot®, =o0,I',cos®, = —x, (37)
with parity
o, = (-1 (38)

The two remaining quantities entering the residual matrix Y (1.87b), p, and v, from (I1.74)

and (I.87a), are calculated in the next section.

A. Contour integration

We first calculate the regularized scaling limit p, of the product p, (1.74) using the

rescaling

A A m q)zz @E—Q)i
CM_CV :COSSOM—COSQOV’—)COS_ —COS — = —————F—

Vi i e + O(M™4). (39)
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Figure 4. Complex zeroes of P(®) for three temperatures z = {—2,0, 2} below (blue), at (black),
and above (red) the critical point T¢ for u = 4. At = —1 the first zero ®; = 0. The upper/lower
plot shows the integration contours C. from (green lines) as well as Cp from || and C+
from (brown lines) for the terms v < pu, respectively. The log/sqrt branch cuts are shown as

solid /dashed magenta lines.

An important simplification stems from the fact that the residual matrix Y only contains
products pucopurce 0f one odd and one even factor, respectively, such that p-independent

—ouoy

terms in (-) cancel in the resulting products. We can therefore drop the factor 1/2M?
and instead insert a regularizing denominator that ensures the convergence of the infinite

product to get

N —0u0 [e'e} —0u0,
I e (e 1T’ AN
P T L @ ) 0

Here, [ denotes the regularized product, with zero and infinite factors removed. This
alternating product over the zeroes ®, of P(®) can be calculated by complex contour
integration using Cauchy’s residue theorem: we first rewrite the product as two sums, split
into terms v<p and v>pu, respectively, as we have to avoid the zero ®,. In the first sum,

the argument of the log is negated to always be positive, leading to an extra overall factor

13



0,. This circumvents the cut of the logarithm in the complex plane (solid magenta lines on

the real axes in figure {4)) in the resulting contour integrals. We find

B = @2 exp [—Uﬂ Z/O—V log(l _ %)] (41a)

v=1
2 I M*l @2 ad @2
=0,P, exp|—o, Za,, 10g<¢—‘2‘ — 1) + Z o, 10g<1 — ¢—§> (41b)
L v=1 Y v=p+1 v
2 1 o202
= 0, @l exp| 0, Y o= ) Ao log(j: - ) R(®)|, (41¢)
L + *
with alternating counting function R(®), which has to fulfill
Res<p:¢uR(¢)) = 0y, (42)

and which will be constructed in the next chapter. The two contours C. enclose the respec-

tive zeroes @, and are shown as green lines in figure [4]

B. Construction of R(®)

The alternating counting polynomial R(®) is constructed in the following way: we dis-

criminate the even and odd zeroes by first rewriting

P(®) :cos<b+%sin<1>:§)?[e@ (1—1—%)} . (43)

Normalizing the modulus of 1+ x/i® to one, the zeroes of the real part move to +i, and the

condition for the even and odd zeroes becomes

Lo T +id
Va2 + 2

leading to the alternating counting polynomial

P.(P)=1 =1iFexp [i <<I> — arctan %)] 20, (44)

R(®) = Q' () (45)
with antiderivative
Q(P) = log P(®) — log P_(P) = 2iarctan exp [i <<I> — arctan %)] : (46)
With I' from the result reads
2 -2 -2 _ 2 | 2
R - e sy

14



where C* denotes the complex domain {z € C| — § < argz < 7V z = 0}. The resulting
analytic structure of the integrands are shown in figure . R(®) has square root branch
cuts from +iz to £ioco as well as a simple pole at zero, with residuum Resp_qR(P) = —1.
Additionally, the logarithm contributes log branch cuts running either from —®, to ®, for
C4, or from +®, to £oo for C_. For completeness, we also give the separate counting

functions R4 (®) for the odd and even zeroes,

Ri(®) = Q. (D), (48)
" QL() = %1og {i (% cos @ — ?sin@ + 1)} . (49)

C. Performing the FSS limit

We now deform the contour C_ to Cy at the imaginary axis and to the line C_ and move

C to C,. The resulting contribution from Cy can be calculated and reads

2_@2

— o, g % /Ci d® log <i®T) R(®) = —log {% (1+ IF;Z)} : (50)

The pole at 0 and the special behavior of ®; at x = —1 has to be carefully analyzed, leading
to the result

—o ico —2 &2 2
5 = 110;(?;2 (x;;@”) “eXp l% /m| dcplog((x;g—cl) ‘I)g);p;’ > R(®)|, (51)
where we have used the identity
L7 qoRr@) = Lsignz —1). (52)
L Jijgf 2
In (51)) we can again drop (p-independent terms)?* to get
1-0 ico
ﬁL = % exp [% /1|x d® log (1 - (%;) R((I))] : (53)

We can combine this result for ﬁL with the scaling form of the coefficients 0, from (I.87a),
Uy > Ty = ﬁLoM(FH —o,z)" (54)

to find, as (I', — z)(I'y + x) = @2, the resulting scaling form of the matrix elements

1—\ _ ico @2
b, =4—""" exp [@/ d® log (1 - @> R(@)] : (55a)

Lal> o iml iy z

15



with special case u = 1 at x = —1, where ®; = \/3(z + 1) + O(x + 1)*/? and therefore

1 ico
Uy |e=—1 = 12exp [E / d® log(—®*) R(®)| = 6.39303337215. .. . (55b)
Combined with the scaling form of the Cauchy matrix T from (1.70a),
- 1 1
(T) = = : (56)
P2 -2 IZ-17
and with the diagonal matrix
(L) =Ty, (57)

we find the result for the residual matrix Y in the FSS limit
Y(x7p) = _e_preve’fe,oe_provoi‘o,ea (58)

from which we can calculate the universal partition function scaling function > and the

Casimir potential scaling function ¥ to be

S (x, p) = det[1 + Y (z, p)], (59a)
U(x,p) = —p~ " log B(z, p). (59b)

Note that ¥ depends on the aspect ratio p only via the two exponentials in Y(x, ).

D. Representation of X

While the scaled residual matrix Y is infinite dimensional, its matrix elements become

exponentially small for large u, v,

(Y)seopco = O(e /T, (60)

such that we can take the upper left NV x N submatrix for a rapidly converging approximate
calculation of the determinant. This direct approach is however only applicable for N < 10
if p is left as free parameter, as a symbolic evaluation of a general N x N determinant is
exponentially hard and requires N! terms. Alternatively, we can expand the determinant
according to (1.97) and directly calculate all terms O(e™2™") up to n < N. Therefore we
define the set &, of all subsets s of the natural numbers with equal number of even and odd
elements p fulfilling the condition

Sn:{s‘sCN/\Zauzo/\Z(,u—%):?rz}, (61)

pes pnes
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r=-1 r=1
order n set s
as I's/2m as Is/27
1 {1,2} 0.41416034599  0.89179907560 | 0.15689480307 1.15797017264
2 {3,2} 0.58023590813  1.97241431063 | 0.27677728168 2.07776833638
2 {1,4} 0.02228040130  1.90188245064 | 0.01146254079 2.13146302530
3 {3,4} 0.48130844027  2.98249768567 | 0.31674195444  3.05126118904
3 {5,2} 0.05012321797  2.97699865033 | 0.02613926677 3.06476730850
3 {1,6} 0.00537233691  2.90454040035 | 0.00297985504  3.12373747328
4 {5,4} 0.47345042883  3.98708202537 | 0.34034540402 4.03826016115
4 {3,6} 0.04512462939  3.98515563538 | 0.03206462405 4.04353563702
4 {7,2} 0.01444309494  3.97874169683 | 0.00782432208 4.05964386240
4 {1,8} 0.00206454953  3.90577401397 | 0.00118447481 4.12008924457
4 {1,3,2,4} | 0.31379568621 3.87429676127 | 0.07798039866 4.20923136168

Table II. Amplitudes as and exponents I's from (62a]) for x = 1 andn=1,...,4

eg., S = {{1,2}} and 8, = {{1,8},{3,6},{5,4},{7,2},{1,3,2,4}}. We then can define
the N-th approximant

with

Qs

N
SM(@,p) =1+ > ae ™,

n=1seS,

@2 — ) I 5,
(2 — ;)

{u,v}Cs

pes

I's = ZF“’

pes

(62a)

(62b)

to get an exponentially precise approximation to the scaling function (59al)

S(x,p) = SN (z, p) +o(e 2N .

Note that is a perturbative series, and the number of elements in §,, equals the famous
integer partition function P, from number theory [21], |S,| = P,. Therefore, the calculation
of, e.g., Y requires only 28629 terms instead of the 30! = 2.65 x 10%? terms needed for
the direct evaluation of the determinant.

In table [[I] the coefficients as and I's are given for the two cases x = £1 and N = 4.
Already with these few terms the error is smaller than e 3™ ~ 107! for all p > 1, while the

case p < 1 can be calculated using the symmetry under exchange of the two directions J
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and <,
O(z,p) = p2O(zp,p"). (64)

With these expressions we now present results for the Casimir scaling functions. We first

turn to the critical point x = 0.

V. RESULTS
A. At criticality + =0

At criticality z = 0 we work with the volume FSS functions ¥,, ¥, and 1, in order
to compare with conformal field theory (CFT) results. Remember that (0, p) = 3,(0, p),
pU(0,p) = U, (0,p) and ¥(0,p) = 1,(0,p). We use the superscript () for quantities at

x = 0. For z = 0 the characteristic polynomial reduces to
PO(®) = cos P, (65)

with trivial zeroes CI),(P) =(p— %)7?, i € N. Consequently, the infinite product ﬁL from 1)

can be calculated exactly at x = 0 and can be expressed through the Euler beta function B,

1 JT 20k
~t(0) _ 0
7 = 40,2} [EB(M)] - (66)

The resulting coefficients 9, (55a)) become

with the result

20,
~(0) _ =t (0 0)\7" __ 0)\ 1tou 1 pol
o)) =5V, ()" =4 (2] {EB (57 3 , (67)
and with
¥(0.5) = e VTV o
from and (b9a)) we arrive at the rapidly converging series
1 13 55 1235 4615
¥, (0 =1 —,—2mp —Y —dmp Y —6mp —8mp —10mp O —12mp - (69
Opy =1 e e g M gaus TRt O (69)

This result is identical to the prediction from conformal field theory [3], which can be written

in several ways,
. _1
a(0,p) = ¢~ By 1(ip) = (777t = T (=5 e), (70)
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with the Dedekind eta function 7, the g-Pochhammer symbol (¢)s, or in terms of the g¢-
products introduced in (I.A2). While we were not able to proof this correspondence, the
series coeflicients agree at least for the first 30 terms and we have no doubt about the
equivalency.

(0)

Observing the fact that for both even and odd p, ¥,  is 27% times a squared rational

number, we define the square root

Low [ ™
70 — /50 o (@) 2 |_L_g(H 2 71
w,” =10y ( u) 5.0\ 272 (71a)

— Vo, (i 1) B (1 {u + “T"“} , %) (71b)

as B(&,1)" - —LB(#H, —1) . The generating function W(©(t) of the coefficients @Y can

also be given and reads

oo

1 1+t
(0 (0)4
WO ) =3 a \/_1—t . (72)

pn=1

~(0)

Using the coeflicients w,,~ we can write Y symmetrically: defining

(0) ~ (0)

X(0,p) = e 52 WOTO W o528 (73)
we have
56(0, p) = det (1 4+ XX), )

where the bar denotes the transpose. As a final remark, we point out that the general
residual matrix 1) can also be written symmetrically using @ = /0. However, ¢ from
(55a)) is not a formal square. Maybe this symmetric representation can be utilized to proof

the equivalence of and .
From (H9b) and the series of the strip Casimir potential scaling function ¥, (0, p)

reads, with ¢ = e~ 2",
U (0, p) = —1log (0, p) (75a)
= —i [q + g(f + %q?’ + Zq“ + gq5 + %qﬁ + §q7 +0(q°) (75b)
_ _i i #qn’ (75¢)

n=1

with the divisor sum function o(n) = -, d [21].
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The strip Casimir force at x = 0 is given by

T o0
6l0.0) = ~0,2:(0:9) = =3 > o) (76)
with special value at p =1,

1 T
o(0,1) = — — — = —0.0029498469 . . . 76b

leading to the result of Cardy & Peschel [2], that the amplitude of the logarithmic divergence

of the finite size free energy is 16, as

95(0,1) = —0©)(0) + 1),(0,1) = — (—I—8> + (% - 1—8) - % (77)

In chapter [V D] we will return to this point. All these results can be deduced from the double

series

oo oo 1 9] ‘ - lqu
Ao(0,p) = =D Y ¢ =) log(l = ¢’) =log(q)e = log [q 1/2477(271)} (78)
. po

which can be rewritten as double sum over n = jk and the divisors d of n,

D) DLV PR (79)

n=1 d|n n=1
B. Results for general = and p

Using , we can calculate the FSS functions for given x with arbitrary precision, while
the aspect ratio p remains a free parameter in the expressions. However, we first have to

estimate the surface-corner contribution O () for a complete picture.

C. The Casimir potential scaling function O(z, p)

For the computation of the (total) Casimir potential scaling function ©(x, p) we need the

surface-corner contribution Oy (z) from (|19)),
Osc(x) = —p0 (z) + log X(z, p) + Oo(ws,p)  Vp, (80)

with volume scaling variable z, = zp'/? from , that unfortunately could not be calculated
directly from the regularized F'SS limit of F}¢*(Ly) yet. However, we can utilize the symmetry
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of the square, with p = 1, under the exchange of the two lattice directions <+ and J, which
implies 0,0,(%o, p)|,=1 = 0 [14], together with (L8b]), and the 2d Ising value dv = 2, to

get the scaling relation

Oo(0,1) = —%a%@o(xo, 1), (81)

which can be solved for O, (z,, 1) to find, with sign s = |z.|/z, and (26),
Oo(wo,1) = —2s /SOo d€EM,(E, 1) (82a)
=25 [ ageteg -2 [ acetute ). (32b)

- 1(as) : 1 (o) i

As 9,(0,1) = &, ©C(0) = —Z and ¥(0,1) = = — & are all finite, see last chapter, the

integrals 18? (x,), and consequently O, (x,, 1), diverge logarithmically at x, = 0.

The integral Lgl)(xo) over ©(°) 1' can be evaluated analytically by exchanging the two
integrals and using the formula [ d¢log(14ae™) = —b~'Lis(—ae™""), with polylogarithm
Li, to read

1
I0(2,) = -

1 Q—=x
dQ————Liy | — 2072
2 |6 | \/92—333 12( Q+.Toe )

To leading order, 1Y diverges logarithmically and has a jump at zero from the change of

(83a)

the integration limits,

m To
I (1) ~ Y log |xo| — C|x_" (83b)

with Catalan’s constant C.
The second integral 1 (z,) has to be evaluated numerically, so we split off the log
singularity and write
To 1
190 = w0, )log1 402 25 [ age [ue) - rguon]. (st
While the integrand is analytic at x, = 0, and the integral again develops a jump disconti-
nuity at x, = 0 from the different integration limits above and below zero,

1 o
](EQ)(%) ~ — (§ - %) log |z.| + (C’ - Zlog 2) M (84D)

As both ©©°)(z) and logX(z, p) are analytic around z = 0, O.(z) from therefore
fulfills

1 )
Osc(z) = ~3 log |z| — ) log 2 % + regular terms (85)
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Figure 5. Universal Casimir potential scaling function ©(z, p) for the Ising rectangle with different

aspect ratios p > 1, together with the surface-corner contribution O .(z). The corresponding curves

for p < 0 fulfill .

for small z. The same asymptotic behavior holds for the Casimir potential, but with a

different (in)dependency on p,

1 5 o ‘
O (o, p) = ~3 log |zo| — = log 2 2| + terms regular in x.. (86)

4 To

Remember that ©.(z.,p) is a function symmetric under <+, ] exchange, while O, is a
property of the strip boundary.

The result for O (x) is shown in figure , together with the Casimir potential scaling
function ©(x, p) for several values of p > 1. ...

In summary, we observe the following logarithmic contributions to the total free energy
F and its residual F’2°: the total finite-size free energy has a log term at criticality
originally predicted by Cardy & Peschel [2] using conformal field theory,

1
F(r=0; L, M) = LM f,(0) + [L + M]fs(0) — T log(LM) + regular terms, (87a)
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while the infinite volume contribution (3b|) has log terms and a jump originating from the
corner free energy (B1)), see appendix,

1 5
Foo(; L, M) = LM fu(7) + [L + M]fs(7) + 3 log || + Zlog2 7l + regular terms  (87h)
T
such that
1 5
FE (L, M) ~ 16 log(T?LM) — 1 log 2 m + reqular terms. (87¢)
T

In the FSS limit, where z, = 27V LM and p = L/M, both log contributions combine to
(86). We point out that the logarithmic divergence and the jump in the scaling function
both stem from the corner free energy.

D. The Casimir force scaling function 9J(z, p)

Finally we come to the Casimir force scaling function J(x, p). From we can easily

determine the Casimir force with high precision, provided p 2 1,
Iz, p) = —0)(2) + (. p). (88)

For p < 1, however, the convergence is suboptimal, and we instead use (18a)) and the
+», 1 exchange symmetry and calculate the Casimir force in J direction instead, to get the

equivalent expression

9, p) = 9 (w) — prl(a) — SW(a, ) — (o, ) (%9)

that does not suffer from convergence problems if p > 1. At p = 1 we can derive the
expression

1) (x) = 00 (2) +0(a) — 20(x,1) — (1), (90)

that implies that —2©{ () is approximately equal to the difference ¥4(24, 00) — 9 (24, 0),
that is, the distance between the dashed and the solid black curves in figure [0

The resulting universal Casimir force scaling functions are displayed in figure [} The force
is attractive for small aspect ratios p < 1/4 and becomes repulsive for larger aspect ratios,
very similar to the fully periodic case [14, [15]. However, the force at criticality z = 0 in a
square system p = 1 does not vanish as in the periodic case. This is directly related to the
log divergence of the corresponding Casimir potential and is interpreted as a consequence

of a long-range repulsive corner-corner interaction.
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Figure 6. Universal Casimir force scaling function ¥s(zs, p) for the Ising rectangle with different
aspect ratios p. For p > 1 we show ¥ = 94 over z = x4 as defined by (18c)), while for p <1 we show
Yo over ., from (18a)). Note that the curve for p = oo is below the curve for p = 2. Also shown

. N /
is the surface-corner contribution —x©; (z) from .

VI. SCALING LIMIT OF EFFECTIVE SPIN MODEL

Finally, we discuss the FSS limit of the effective spin model introduced in (1.99). In
the FSS limit M — oo, T" — T. with constant = and p, we find the thermodynamic limit

N — oo of the scaled reduced Hamiltonian

N N N
- - 2
Heg(x,p) = — Z Kw,(ac)sus,,+pZFusu+b[Zausﬂ] : (91)
p<v=1 pn=1 pn=1
with scaled interaction constants
~ 0,0y
KMV = —0u0y log m, (92)
" v
and with v, from (b5al).
For large p + v with v — p < v + p, the interactions are asymptotically
~ T
Ko~ 20,0, log [§|y - M|] , (93)
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while for large v with u < v
3/2,,3/2

22— DB(E,3)

K,, ~20,0,log

1+0w ). (94)

In all cases the interaction grows logarithmically with 4 and v.
The strip Casimir force scaling function is related to the magnetization scaling function

of the effective model, c.f. (1.103),

U(x,p) = aglogZ (z,p) <ZF 5u> ZF Su)et = —Meg (2, p). (95)

pn=1
To summarize, we can define a universal effective spin model describing the FSS limit
of the 2d Ising model on the rectangle. The couplings K w between the spins as well as the
magnetic moments I', depend on x, while the aspect ratio p takes the role of a homogeneous

magnetic field.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Based on the results published recently [I], we have calculated the universal finite-size
scaling functions of the Casimir potential and the Casimir force for the Ising universality class
on the L x M rectangle, with open boundary conditions in both directions, and with arbitrary
aspect ratio p. The calculations were done in the finite-size scaling limit L, M — oo, T' — T,
with fixed temperature scaling variable x oc (T'/T. — 1)M and fixed aspect ratio p o L/M.
We have derived exponentially fast converging series for the related Casimir potential and
Casimir force scaling functions. At the critical point 7" = T, we could confirm predictions
from conformal field theory for both the size dependent critical free energy [2] as well as for
the shape dependence of the Casimir amplitude ©(0, p) [3]. The presence of corners and the
related corner free energy has dramatic impact on the Casimir scaling functions and leads

to a logarithmic divergence of the Casimir potential scaling function at criticality.
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Appendix A: Series for zeroes ¢,

We derive a series representation of ®, in terms of @LO) around <I>,(LO) = o0: writing

Do, = CID,(P) and
b, =y, +A,

we have

P(®,)=P(®y,+A,) = cos A, —sinA, =0

X
Qo+ A,

leading to the recursion

AR AFFD — arctan L(k) : (A1)
g, + Ay

This recursion can easily be performed analytically with a computer algebra software like

-1

0..), We can simply

Mathematica [22]: Starting with an empty series expansion AELO) =0
apply (A1) n times using the command

]&, Series [L, {&0,,, 00, O}} ,n] (A2)

Au[n_] :=Nest[ArcTan [ﬁ »
H M

to get the correct series expansion up to O(q)& l(f"“)), with the result

22x+3)  223(2*+5x+5)  2*(182% + 1612% + 420z + 315)
92— 2 4op— - O(d;8
T 0 T e T T T ey, 630, TO®o)

for Q)i.

Appendix B: expansions of ¢g-product around ¢ =1

The isotropic corner free energy near 7. can be derived from the g-product representation

of Vernier & Jacobsen [§]. Written in the reduced temperature 7 =1 — T'/T, it is given by

1 2 1 )
fe(T) = =log|r| — =C + —log2 + —log 2 I
7T

3 16 1 74‘0(7). (Bl)

The isotropic surface free energy near T is calculated using the result of McCoy & Wu

[T, (4.35)] together with an expansion of the ¢g-products derived in [§] and (I.A7) to be

1 3log2 1 -1
Rr) = 10 + o (- 2522 BB o), (B2
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The critical value reads

fs(o) - _% 10g Zc — 2 [C(LO)(_L %) + C(LO)(_L g) - C(LO)(_L g) - Q(LO)(_L %)] (BS)

= 0.1817314169844 .. . |

with generalized Riemann zeta function ((s,a) =Y ;- (k+a)~*. Note that the exact value

of the critical surface free energy f(0) given in (B3] was not published yet.
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