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Abstract

Using exact enumeration, the Casimir amplitude and the Casimir force are calculated for
the square lattice Ising model with quenched surface disorder on one surface in cylinder
geometry at criticality. The system shape is characterized by the aspect ratio p = L/M,
where the cylinder length L can take arbitrary values, while the circumference M is varied
from M = 4 to M = 54, resulting in up to 2°% numerically exact free energy calculations.
A careful M — oo extrapolation shows that quenched surface disorder is irrelevant in
two dimensions, but gives rise to logarithmic corrections.
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1 Introduction

The square lattice Ising model [1] is often referred to as the drosophila of statistical physics.
It is one of the few exactly solvable models that has a continuous phase transition at finite
temperatures. After the seminal exact solution on the torus by Onsager and Kaufman [2, 3],
which lead to the exact bulk free energy density f;,(T), several other geometries and boundary
conditions (BCs) were examined. Using the dimer representation by Kasteleyn [4,5] and its
generalization by Fisher [6], McCoy and Wu derived an exact solution on the cylinder [7, 8],
and gave exact expressions for the surface free energy density fs(o)(T ) for an open boundary; as
well as in a surface magnetic field. Motivated by the universal critical Casimir effect [9], which
describes the attraction or repulsion of boundaries enclosing a correlated medium similar to
the quantum electrodynamical Casimir effect [10], several other BCs were studied [11,12].

Apart from that, progress was made towards an exact solution of the Ising model without
periodic BCs in either direction. This solution turned out to be quite involved, because no
Fourier transformation could be used in at least one direction. In two completely independent
works, Baxter [13] and Hucht [14-16] derived explicit expressions for the partition function
of the Ising model on the rectangle. While Baxter used the spinor method by Kaufman and
focused on the surface and corner free energy contributions, verifying a conjecture for the
corner contributions by Vernier and Jacobsen [17], Hucht utilized the dimer method combined
with block transfer matrices [18] and focused on the universal Casimir contributions in this
system.

The method established in [14-16] turned out to be applicable to other BCs, as well as to
disordered systems [19-22]. In this work, it will be used to calculate the partition function
and free energy of a cylinder of length L and circumference M with open BCs at the left side
and arbitrary fixed BCs at the right side. By averaging the free energy over the 2™ possible
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Figure 1: The system.

boundary configurations, the quenched disorder average is obtained. In this way, we can test
several predictions for this system [23,24]. We remark that our exact approach is orders of
magnitude faster than the Monte-Carlo simulations performed by Pleimling and coworkers
[25], as we can determine the numerically exact free energy of a system with size M x L
in O(M) steps using the principal minor algorithm by Griffin and Tsatsomeros [26], while
the Monte-Carlo approach required a full simulation for each boundary configuration. The
principal minor algorithm has also been successfully applied recently to diagrammatic Monte
Carlo quantum simulations [27].

2 Model and method

2.1 Partition function for quenched surface disorder

The system under consideration is the anisotropic square lattice Ising model on a cylinder with
length L and circumference M, as shown in Fig. 1. Neighboring Ising spins o; ,, = £1 interact
via the reduced couplings K >! in the two directions. While the left side of the cylinder
has open (o) boundary conditions (BCs) for simplicity, at the right side we assume quenched
random disordered (r) BCs, where the surface spins o ,, in layer L couple to frozen fixed
boundary spins €,, = +1 in the additional boundary layer L + 1, with coupling strength K.
Note that this boundary layer acts like a quenched random surface field of strength K. Unless
otherwise stated, we assume K.~ =K.

As we can neither apply symmetry breaking fields nor set certain spins to fixed values in
the exact calculation of the partition function, we instead add an additional coupling term
to the Hamiltonian, that couples the boundary spins €, infinitely strong as required, using
the corresponding bond disorder variables «,, fulfilling «,, = €,,€,,+1- Note that due to the
periodic boundary condition in {-direction, Y.k, must be even, such that there are M — 1
independent disorder degrees of freedom «1,...ky_;. We write K = {kq,...,K_;,0} for
the disorder configuration, where the zero at position M is added for later convenience. The
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reduced Hamiltonian is therefore given by

L-1 M L M
o) (=) —
H( )(K) =—K Z Ol,m01+1,m _KI Z Z Ol,mal,m+1
[=1 m=1 [=1m=1
M M-1
—K7 D) O m€m— ilim KSI Z (Km€m€Ems1— 1) (1)
m=1 Kg—o0 m=1

First we discuss two special cases: for k,,, = +1 all boundary spins ¢,, are forced to be parallel,
which corresponds to the well known plus (e,, = +1) or minus (¢,, = —1) boundary con-
ditions. On the other hand, the case k,, = —1 resembles the two possible staggered bound-
ary conditions (e,, = £(—1)™), which are known to be in the Dirichlet surface universality
class [28].

As the focus of this work is on critical systems, it is useful to describe the couplings in the
following as z = tanh K~ and t = e 2K g Then, the critical point is at

t=g, 2

where the isotropic case K~ = K! is given by the coupling ziso = +/2—1, which was originally
calculated by Kramers and Wannier [29]. In addition to this isotropic critical point we also
consider the Hamiltonian limit [30], where t,z / z?l =1.

The partition function for a system with an arbitrary, quenched boundary condition

Z(O;r)(L,M; ;_(')) = \/C det<e0|TL|eK>5 (3)

can be calculated with a transfer-matrix method, with 2M x 2M transfer matrix 7, similar to
the case for open boundaries [14-16]. The open and the quenched boundary condition of the
considered system are described by the 2M x M block vectors |e,) and |e,.), respectively. The
detailed derivation of the partition function is shown in the appendix A.

2.2 Disorder ensembles and the free energy

In the presence of quenched disorder, the reduced free energy (in units of kyT),
FOI(L, M;®) = —log 2D (L, M; %), )
has to be averaged over the disorder ensemble {x} according to

- > FOOL, M;R)
F(O’r)(L,M) — (F(O’r)(L,M; ’—%)>K — {K} (5)

Z{K} 1

in order to get the proper disorder-averaged free energy [31]. In this work, we will distinguish
different disorder ensembles, discriminated by the boundary magnetization

My®) 1 <
M _MZG’“ ©)

m=1

mp(K) =

of the random surface: (i) the free ensemble average (-),. runs over all 2 disorder configura-
tions, such that —1 < mg(K) < 1, while (ii) the ensemble (-)S(mB:O) is restricted to configurations
with fixed my(K) = 0. Note that in both cases my = 0. Also, (iii) ensembles with fixed mg(K)
to other values than zero are denoted similarly.
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Alternatively to (5), we can introduce the density of thermodynamic states (DOTS),

w©D(L, M; F,My) = (5[ FOP(L, M; %) — F |6 Mg (%) — Mg ), , 7
with Dirac’s delta distribution 6(x), to get
FOI(L, M) = J dF J dMy F 0®?(L, M; F, Mp). ®

In the following, we will analyze DOTS like (7) instead of simple averages (5).

2.3 The excess free energy

As shown in the appendix, we can factorize the M x M matrix in the partition function (3)
according to

(eolTL |e;<> = P(Q + K);

where P contains contributions from the bulk and the open boundary, Q is a skew-circulant
matrix convergent in the limit L, M — oo, and k = diag(x) contains the disorder. Hence we

can define the excess free energy relative to the staggered case k,, = —1,
FEI(L, M;®) = FOI(L, M; &) — FOM(L, M) (9a)
1 1
=—3 logdet(Q + k) + > logdet(Q—1), (9b)

where FOOM(L, M) = F©)(L, M;—1) is the free energy of a system with an open boundary
on one side and a staggered boundary on the other side.

The resulting distribution function of F(®¥ is related to the DOTS (7) of F via a simple shift
by the constant F(®M(L, M),

(L, M; F, M) = w(L, M; F, M), (10)

where the free variables are related according to (9a), F ) —fF_F (O’Tl)(L, M). The resulting
distribution function for M = 40 and L — oo, containing 24° exact free energies, is shown in
Fig. 2. To get a little intuition for this density of thermodynamic states, some distinguished
spin configurations are marked in the figure. From Fig. 2 we can read off the two extremal
cases,

max F(L, M;#®) = FN(L, M), (11a)
K

minF(L, M; %) = FP (L, M), (11b)
K

such that F¥(L, M; %) < 0 for all %.

2.4 Residual free energy and scaling limit

In the thermodynamic limit L, M — 00, the average free energy (5) diverges and needs to be
regularized to get the finite residual free energy

SFOD(L, M) =FOI(L,M)—FOI(L, M). (12)
The leading divergence F, contains the bulk and surface free energies of the system,

FOO(L, M) = LMf,, + M(f* + f1), (13)
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Figure 2: Density of thermodynamic states (10), with excess free energy density f (¢
and boundary magnetisation mg, for a lattice with M = 40, L — o0 and isotropic
couplings z =t = ziso at criticality. Exact calculations were done for all 2™ surface
disorder configurations, with distinguished surface configurations pointed out in the
figure. Also marked are the surface free energies fs(”(ziso), fs(”)(ziso) and fs(r)(ziso)
from Egs. (15a) as (o), (o) and (x), respectively.

where the random boundary needs to be disorder averaged in order to get a well defined limit
for the random surface free energy density,

_ . 1=
£ ==£+ Jim S [FOO(L, M)~ LMf,] as

While the bulk free energy density f;, and the surface free energy densities for open, staggered
and fixed surfaces are known exactly both at and away from criticality [8, 28, 32, 33], the
random surface free energy (14) will be calculated numerically in section 3.2 and is listed
here for reference. The critical values are

1 —(2.)— 1 (7 .
5 log =% ——f rde ifz.<1
— 2 2 21 JO c 15
filz) {_1og ? 1o 7 1 (152)
2
log(‘28) 1 (m . .
fs(O)(zc) _ { l_oﬁ — i fo log[l + 51nw]d<p ifz. <1 (15b)
S -r- z.— 1
. 0.002662(25 + 28) if 2, = z1*°
(r) — c c
fiP ) = { 0.26536(96+10) 2, — 1 (15¢)
£ms=0)(z15°) = 0.00266(42 = 20) (15d)
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with Euler-Mascheroni constant y,; and Catalan’s constant G. Note that for f;,(1) and fs(")(l),
the regularization Z,fil k™! = ygy is used and the angles y, w and ¢ are introduced (B.3) in
the appendix.

In the scaling limit, with fixed aspect ratio p = L/M, the average residual free energy
(12) at criticality becomes asymptotically equal to the Casimir amplitude of the considered
boundary conditions,

ALY (p) ~ GFOI(L, M). (16)

The corresponding average residual excess free energy (9a) is then given by

SFEI(L, M) = FOI(L, M) — F&I(L, M), (17a)
F_'(()eox)(L,M) _ M(]Es(r) _fS(Tl))’ (17b)

fulfilling
A(Cex)(p) ~ 51}(ex)(L’M) (18)

in the scaling limit. Note that the bulk contributions in (17b) cancel out.
In addition to (18), the surface disorder averaged Casimir amplitude is given by

A&(p) = a2 M) + A (p), (19)

with A(Co’m(p) as Casimir amplitude for a system with open boundary on one side and stag-
gered boundary condition on the other. Hobrecht derived a formula for the Casimir amplitude
with open boundaries on both sides

o (=1,e7™) . n(ip)n(4ip)

(O’O)
A =— =
¢ (P)==75 78 ), T8 T iy

, (20)
and showed that A(Co’m(p) = Aéo’o)(p) is in the Dirichlet surface universality class [28]. In
(20), (...)oo denotes the g-Pochhammer symbol and n(x) stands for the Dedekind eta function.
Note that the relation n(—%) = +/—ix n(x) leads to the non-trivial symmetry for the Casimir
amplitude with open boundaries

(0,0) -y _ A00), 1
ACOO (P) - ACOO (%) (21)

The other well known surface universality class is (0, +), with corresponding Casimir ampli-
tude [28]

ogz (e_znpﬁ e_47tp)00
—log .
2 (_e—27rp 5 e4mp )oo

1
AL(p) = AL (p) + (22)
Note that not only the boundary with all spins up, but also the one with all spins down is
in this universality class due to the Z,-symmetry. Further, boundaries like first-half spins up,
second-half down belong in this class too [34].

2.4.1 Casimir force

With the free energy as thermodynamic potential, a number of different quantities are now
accessible. In the following, we look at the critical Casimir force in L-direction [35]
o,

1
LM;¥)=———F(L,M;& 2
fC( > 7K) M@L ( > :K)J (3)
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with corresponding scaling function

0 _
Hp) = —p%AC(p) = LMFc(L,M) (24)

in the thermodynamic limit L, M — 00. At criticality, where we restricted our calculations to,

the force becomes significant for different applications, such as colloidial aggregation [36].
We declare the matrix G(x) as the matrix dual of xQ,

1—
G(x) = Q.
1+xQ
With that, the excess Casimir force is given by

120 —F® (L, M; *)_ﬁTr[(G( )—G(— 1)) Q ] (26)

(25)

(ex) -
FoU(L,M;K) =
¢ (LMR)==3r37

and contains all disorder contributions. The corresponding scaling function reads
L 0
#¥(p)= lim ——n[@cm» —GG&O Q } 27)
LM—oco 4

Note that the ensemble-averaged matrix (G(x)), is skew-circulant and skew-symmetric for
every well defined ensemble, therefore having only M /2 independent matrix elements.

In order to precisely calculate the excess Casimir force scaling function (27), reducing
finite-size corrections becomes neccessary. For that, the trace is taken over the eigenvalues

oL

since all matrices can be diagonalized with (B.1). Next, the thermodynamic limit L, M — oo

(ex) ) L 1o
) (p) = L ]}/[1900 _Z Tr A(G(K)),‘. - A’G(—l) —A‘QT (28)

. . . aA .
is taken for the disorder-independent part a—LQAQT which leads to

. 2mup z
#9(p)= lim — (A — g ) (29)
) L,M—o0 ; cosh? (mup) 1 + 22 tanh? (Tr,up) (GG 61

Note that the eigenvalues Ag(,) of every G is purely imaginary.
Then, the disorder averaged Casimir force scaling function is given by

1?(o,r)(p) — ﬁ(o,Tl)(p) + ﬁ(ex)(p)‘ (30)

For the staggered case, it reads

iLCX Tl)(p) HLC o)(p) o (94( —ZTtp) 94(6—2719)) (3D

as derivative of the Casimir amplitude for open boundaries (20), with elliptic theta constants
2 2
03(q) =222, (=1)"q" /P and @4(9) = 1+23, 2, ¢"

2.5 Algorithms

In order to simulate the with M exponentially increasing many systems, two kinds of algo-
rithms can be used. One algorithm based on the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury identity [37]
is used to calculate the free energy and the Casimir force for all systems, whereas the princi-
pal minor algorithm [26] is faster, but limited to free energy calculations. In comparison to
calculating each determinant, which would have complexity O(M32M), both algorithms are
considerably faster, with complexities O(M?2M) for the Woodbury method, and O(M2¥) for
the principal minor algorithm, respectively.

Both methods were implemented in C/C++ on CPUs [19-21], and the principal minor
algorithm has also been implemented on GPUs using TensorFlow [22]. However, due to the
required high numerical precision, even with 6 NVIDIA Tesla V100S GPUs the calculations
took approximately the same time as with two AMD EPYC 7742 64-Core processors.
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2.5.1 Woodbury algorithm

Instead of calculating the determinant det(Q + k) repeatedly for each €, the idea is to update
the determinant consecutively based on its previous value using the Woodbury identity [37].
One update should correspond to a single boundary spin flip and every system should be
calculated exactly once. These requirements are fulfilled by using the Gray code sequence [38]
as boundary spins €, which is a binary sequence that forms a Hamiltonian cycle while changing
only one spin in each step.

By flipping one boundary spin ¢; at position i, the elements k;_; and «; will change, leading
to a slightly changed matrix k. The free energy difference of one update is then given by

R 1 Q+k
AF(L,M;%)=—=1logd 32
(L, M;®) 5 108 etQ+K (32)
= _% logdet(l + % (kK — l)G(K)): (33)

where the matrix % (kx —1)is -1 at positions (i—1,i—1) and (i, ), and O elsewhere. Therefore
the determinant can be reduced to a 2 x 2 minor by a Laplace expansion,

AF(L,M;K) = —log(kG(K))i—1,;, (34)

where the skew symmetry of G(x) simplifies the determinant to only the (i—1,1) element of
G(x).

For an efficient update of G — G = G+ AG the Woodbury identity is used. Due to the skew
symmetry of G, the rank-2 update of G can be considerably simplified. Defining the M x 1 row
vector |g,,) as the m-th row of the matrix 1+ G, the increment AG is simply given by

_ |g:)(gi—1l — Igi—1) (&l

AG
(G)i—1,

(35)

The Casimir force (23) is updated in a similar fashion according to Fc — Fr = Fc + AFc,
with increment

AT =—4LM Tr[AGQTE;—(L)]. (36)

2.5.2 Principal minor algorithm

The principal minor algorithm is based on the publication by Griffin and Tsatsomeros [26] and
calculates the 2M principal minors of a given M x M matrix in O(M2M) operations. By using
G(1), the algorithm calculates its principal minors which correspond directly to the update
increments for the free energy (32). To avoid the Pivot-corrections mentioned in [26], we can
use in our case the Schur-complement of G(1) to get the same free energy increments in less
computation time.
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3 Results

3.1 Free energy histograms

We start with a motivation for log-normal form: Define the marginal distribution of the residual
excess free energy DOTS 6w,

5w®(L, M;5F()) = fdMB §w®(L, M; 5F), My) (37
SFEI(L, M) = JdéF(eX) SFE) 5L, M; 5F)). (38)

We know that
AS(p) = (SFI(L, M; %)), (39

is universal. We now assume that the scaling form of the DOTS & w(®¥(L, M; 6 F(*0) is univer-
sal, too.

Numerical evidence shows that —F () /M (and therefore also —6 F(®¥) /M) is asymptotically
log-normal distributed, with cutoff f,,, and that the width scales like o(M) =~ o¢/(f;M)"/?,
such that

S (L, M; 5F)) ~ L on (,u(L,M),G(M);

(40)
foM

f2

with yet unknown constants f; 5. The first moment of LA/ (u, 0'; x) is known to be (x) = eHto?/2,
Expanding around M = oo and comparing to the scaling prediction (39) leads to the conclu-

sion that u(L, M) ~ uy(p)/(f; M), with constants f, = f; = f;, such that the resulting scaling

form reads

fo—6FE /M)

1 uo(p) o 5F)
5L, M;6F ™) — LN ( , ;1— ; (41)
foM foM ’ \Jfo M foM

and the excess Casimir amplitude becomes

1
A (p)=— (uo(p) + 503) : (42)
The remaining unknown f,, can be adjusted to compensate for remaining leading order cor-
rections. For p = oo we find f, = 0.07(?).
3.2 (ritical random surface free energy

For the determination of the leading surface divergence fs(r)M from (14), we calculate the
finite difference of (9a) in M, leading to a sequence converging towards

@) 70 p) — gy FOUL— 00, M +1)—FI(L — 00, M —1)
fs _fs _fs _Ml_l;noo 2

(43)

in the thermodynamic limit. Note that here L — oo is used as these semi-infinite systems
show the smallest lattice corrections.
When using a sequence a,, of exactly calculated values, the convergence can be accelerated
with for example Aitken’s delta squared process [39]
2
Apn410p—1 — 4y

S[a,]= 44
[an] Api1 — 20, + Ay 44
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or the Levin-U transform [40]
k ik (b+n+)F2  anyj
2i—o(=1Y(5) -
_0( b IO Gy i—ay_145
u(knl)7 an — ] J ( +n+ ) a +Jj a 1+j , (45)

ko 1yifk)(b+ntj)k—2 1
Zj:o( 1) (J')(b+n+k)"*1 Aptj—Ap—1+j

where we use in the following b =1, and k up to k = 12.

Another method to get closer to the limit is by canceling out higher order corrections. By
assuming that these corrections follow some type of taylor expansion like Y. % in the limit
M — o0, the k-th term can be canceled out by applying the generalized difference operator

(Tl - 1)kan+1 B (Tl + 1)kan—1
(n—1Dk—(n+ 1)k

Y la,]= (46)
to the sequence a,,. Note that in terms of free energy, a, = F(M) and n = M. Also, equation
(43) can be expressed as W[ F(*9(L — oo, M)].

In order to determine the surface free energy densities f; shown in table 1, the computed
free energies are either extrapolated with a classical fit method or with one of the three meth-
ods (44), (45), (46) mentioned before.

We find fs(r) = fs(mBzo), where the deviation between different methods is slightly larger in
the (o, mp = 0) ensemble than in the ensemble (o,r). Also, the surface free energy density in
the hamiltonian limit z. — 1 is about 100 times larger as in the isotropic case.

Table 1: Surface free energy densities calculated with before mentioned methods.
Note that the mean for fs(mBzo)(ziso) is taken only over the W-Method and the Levin-
U transform value. For fs(r) (ziso), we neglected the classical fit value, as in both cases
the not included methods have too large error margins to be representative. Further,
we come to the conclusion fs(mﬁzo)(ziso) = fs(r)(ziso).

FO (i) FIm=O (i) lim, _, £9(z.)
mean 0.002662(25 +28) | 0.00266(42 +20) | 0.26536(96 £ 10)
classical fit 0.00266(11 £ 30) 0.002(71£12) 0.26536(91 + 32)
W-Method + fit | 0.002662(6+7) | 0.00266(48 £24) | 0.26537(08 +22)
Aitken’s 0.002662(10 + 18) 0.0026(5 £ 6) 0.265369(2 + 7)
Levin-U 0.002662(0+4) | 0.00266(37 +32) | 0.265369(15 + 33)
maximum M 48 48 54

3.3 The Casimir amplitude

The computationally obtained free energies can be transformed with the operator ¥ to a se-
quence that converges towards the Casimir amplitude

lim @ [F(L,M)] = AT (p)

L,M—0o0

(47)

in the thermodynamic limit with the advantage that the surface divergence cancels out exactly.
Further, the four methods classical fit, Aitken transform (44), Levin-U transform (45) and
a combination of the ¥-method (46) and fit are used to calculate the Casimir amplitudes for
different ensembles.
In figure 3, the excess Casimir amplitude (18) is plotted in dependence of aspect ratio p.
The values from different methods scatter around zero, where the deviation shows a minor
logarithmic dependence on p. Most likely, this is an error occurring from finite-size effects

10
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Figure 3: Excess Casimir amplitude (18)

for small p = L/M and L as M is fixed due to the computation time. Further, Diehl and
Niisser [41] derived a Harris criterion for surfaces with conclusion that surface disorder with
mean zero becomes irrelevant in the Ising universality class for arbitrary dimensions d # 2.
that AT (p) = AP (p) — AL (p) =0.

For the case d = 2, there could not be made a prediction, but our data 3 lead to the hypothesis
For p — oo, we find for isotropic couplings

ze=2%: lim A (p)=(2.8+5)x 107
p—><>o
and in the hamiltonian limit

(48)
ze—1: lim Al%(p)=(1.9£3)x107°
p—)OO

via combination of ¥-method and fit. Note that the Casimir amplitude is a universal quantity
and therefore cannot depend on the coupling. Rather, both Casimir amplitudes seem to be

(49)
zero and the deviation occurring from finite-size effects is coupling-dependent.
3.4 Casimir force scaling function

Next, the Casimir force scaling function will be discussed for arbitrary p and different en-
sembles. Although the algorithm that is used to calculate the force, is slower than for the
free energy and thus reducing the maximum system size to M = 40, we achieved roughly the
same precision for the Casimir force scaling function due to an analytic reduction of finite-size
effects, see (29). The determination of Casimir force scaling functions 1 is done again via
combination of W-method and fit. Figure 4a shows ¢{>" and #©™:=9 with analytic known
#(©°) (31) as reference.

The deviation of 4" from 9(°° is again visible for small p < 0.3 and should be an error,
resulting from finite-size effects. The force scaling function for the ensemble (o, mgz = 0) devi-
ates more from (% as ("), On the one hand, the ensemble already showed larger finite-size
corrections for the surface free energy density (1), which makes it likely that this deviation is
in fact an error that cannot be estimated. On the other hand, this could be a new surface uni-

versality class as the ensemble (o, r) can be imagined as a grand canonical ensemble, whereas
the ensemble (0, my = 0) would represent a canonical ensemble.

11



SciPost Physics Submission

| - 1.2¢ __ glot) , gloms=3/4) ||
0.0 B
-0.2} -
> . -
-04} o0
_O.G’V 19(010) ( O) i
$ ,19 o,mp=
-0.8} - | | |
0.1 0.2 0.5 1
P P
® (®)

Figure 4: The dots represent Casimir force scaling functions that are calculated with
the U-method. Lines are analytically known scaling functions.

Additionally, we find the sign change of the Casimir force scaling function at pgo’mBzo) ~ 0.52,

éo’o) = pgo’r) = 1/2. The Casimir force scaling function

in comparison to the open cylinder p
for the ensemble (0, mg = 3/4) is shown in figure 4b.

As predicted from field theory, the scaling function #(>™:=3/4) seems to be in the (o0, +) uni-
versality class in realm of the error margin. Again, there is a larger deviation for the smallest

value of p = 0.1 which is due to finite-size corrections.

4 Conclusion

We presented an exact solution for the free energy of a square lattice Ising cylinder with one
arbitrary quenched boundary and focused our work on surface disorder effects for different
couplings at criticality.

The probability density function of free energies in the disorder ensemble (o, r) of all possible
boundaries turns out to behave like a log-normal distribution, a property that could also be
shown recently in the framework of a random-matrix-theory approach of the same model [42].
Further, multiple quantities are calculated in the thermodynamic limit by using various se-
quence acceleration techniques to reduce finite-size corrections.

The surface free energy densities for the disorder ensemble (o, r) and for the ensemble (0, my = 0)
with fixed boundary magnetization my = 0 are shown to be equal for isotropic (ziso) and max-
imal anisotropic (z. — 1) couplings with a precision of 6 digits after the decimal point.
Unlike with the free energy surface density, it turns out that the Casimir amplitude, the finite-
size scaling function of the free energy, is the same for open boundaries as it is for the disorder
ensemble (o,r). Therefore, we verify the predictions from conformal field theory with our ex-
act solution of a quenched boundary for p — oo and see slight deviations in dependence of
P, possibly due to finite-size corrections.

At last, we proved with calculations of the Casimir force scaling function that the ensemble
(0o, mp = 3/4) with fixed bounary magnetization to mg = 3/4 turns out to be equal to the
boundary (o, +) of all spins pointing up on one side. Further, finite-size corrections occurred
for the different ensembles for small p. Whereas the ensemble (o, r) shows again to be equal
to (0, 0), the ensemble (o, my = 0) deviates in a way that there cannot be made a statement
whether or not this are large finite-size corrections or if this ensemble belongs to a new uni-
versality class.
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A Derivation of the partition function

The partition function in (3) is based on the transfer matrix method from [14], except the
transfer matrix 7 = U, U, used here is Wick-rotated. It consists of the following 2M x 2M

dimensional matrices
Ht,HT iH t_ z, —iz_
U =( 7 , U, = °F , (A.1)
—it_H t, iz_  z,

which are each describing one layer of bulk couplings in t- or z- direction respectively. The
M x M diagonal matrices t. = diag(t.) and z, = diag(z,) are defined by couplings t and 2
and the dual transformation (x), = % (x + %) The M x M matrix H is given by

0 1 0 - 0

H=| : -~ -~ - ol (A.2)
0 .o
-1 0 -+ - 0

With that, the partition function of the open cylinder is given by

7(0,0) — \/2M+1C det(eolTLUtleo) (A-3)

with constant C = 2+DM=1(_g LM anq the 2M x M boundary vector

1 1

which describes the open surface and its effects on the bulk.

In order to get a system with a quenched boundary condition on the right, the boundary cou-
plings KSI’m = 1<mKSi have to be infinitely strong, where each coupling sign x,, = £1 can later
be chosen independently to create arbitrary boundary conditions. For that, the correspond-
ing limit limKS¢_>C><3 U, has to be regularized by multiplying with (¢, )~ in order to get a finite
matrix

. ey _ 11
th—l?oo(br) U, =2le,)(e.], les) = 7 (iKH)' (A.5)

The new block vector |e,) corresponds to a quenched, arbitrary boundary condition with
x = diag(x). Exchanging the matrix U, on the right of the transfer matrix in (A.3) with
the regularized terms from (A.5), results in the partition function for an arbitrary, quenched
boundary

ARRES Q %det<e0|ﬂ|e,<> det(2(e,le,)) = /C det(e,|T|e,) (A.6)

13
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M

as presented already in (3). The determinant det(2(e,|e,)) can be identified as 1+ [ [ x,,, = 2,
k=1

as the product over all k,, is always one per definition. Note that from (A.3) to (A.6) are

multiple changes in prefactors. Due to the quenching, M previously free spins become the
arbitrary boundary which results in a reduction of the partition function by a factor of 2M/2,
Furthermore, one arbitrary boundary condition characterized by coupling signs x,,,, represents
not only one corresponding spin configuration but also its Z,—symmetric one, resulting in an
additional factor of 1/2 in the partition function to get to (A.6).

Now, further focus will be laid on rewriting (A.6) to handle the exponential growth of the
elements of 7 in L. Its block matrix representation

71 =( T, iTz) A7)

T T
—1T2 T1

becomes useful with T; as real M x M matrices that can be calculated analytically from (A.1).
The partition function (A.6) simplifies to

T;+T, T;+T,
ZOND(L, M; k) =1| Cdet ————«H (A.8)
by carrying out the block matrix multiplications. Further simplifications lead to
ZOD(L, M; k) = 4/C detPdet (Q + k), (A.9)

where the M x M matrix P = %(Tl +T§ ) still grows exponentially in L, but the matrix elements
of

pT

Q=—H— (A.10)

P
are in the order of one for arbitrary L and M. As the diverging determinant of P is not depen-
dent on x, one can divide the partition function by a reference partition function, to cancel
out the corresponding determinant like done for the free energy in (9a).

B Analytic calculation of matrix Q

The derived matrix Q from (A.10) is of great interest, since it connects the pure boundary
condition given by x with the Ising model via det(Q + k). As Q is skew-circulant, it can be
diagonalized with a discrete Fourier transform, like

1 i M
imly
F = [_ET] , (B.1)
VM [=1,u odd

where u runs here and in the following over the odd integers between —M and M. The
analytical calculation of Q from (A.10) leads to its eigenvalues

iplt (sin w + iz cos w) tanh (Ly)

Aou=(F'QF),, =—e (B.2)

1 + (sin w —iz cos w) tanh (Ly)

14
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for even M and arbitrary L = }LpM > 0. The three angles introduced in (B.2) are all
dependent on u and given by

y = sgn(y)arccosh (t, z, —t_z_cosp) (B.3)
tiz_—t_
w = arctan ( % ,Z+ o5y ) (B.4)
t_singp
T
=—. B.5
[Y; (B.5)

The hyperbolic angle y is linked to the eigenvalues A, = e of transfer matrix 7 and via the
Onsager dispersion relation coshy+t_z_cos ¢ = t,z, to angle ¢. The latter one is connected
to the eigenvalues of a transfer matrix that would propagate in J-direction [14], where the def-
inition from (B.3) is only valid for the cylindrical geometry. For the Ising rectangle, it is given
in [16]. The definition of w serves aesthetic purpose and fulfills the relation itan «w = cosh 6,
with 6 as relevant angle for the Ising rectangle [16].

For the hamiltonian limit lim, , »;, Q has to be series expanded around 6 — 0, with t,z =19,
leading to

+0(58)2. (B.6)

) el? +iel? tanh (2pMsin £)
lim AQ,M = —
6-0 —1 +ie'2 tanh (ZpM sin %)

In order to calculate the critical Casimir force in (26), the derivative ‘2—? is needed, which can

be expressed as

O%ou _ (f’*‘a—Qf) _ 2ie¥yzcosw ( — L )2 (B.7)
oL OL" Juu  cosh?(Ly) \i+(isinw +zcosw)tanh(Ly)

for arbitrary t,z and as

. 2
A 2ipMe'? si 1
lim L — 2 = 2O C TNY - +0(5)? (8.8)
§-0  OJL cosh® (2pMsin %) \ i + €% tanh (2p M sin £)

. . .. . ax T . .
for the Hamiltonian limit. Note that the eigenvalue a%" has to be multiplied with L first

before taking the limit, in order to get a finite result.
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