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The specific heat, energy, and free energy of an infinitely long, square-lattice ferromagnetic Ising strip
consisting of n parallel layers with free boundary conditions and a surface magnetic field H, =kzTh,
imposed on the last layer, is analyzed for large n in the light of finite-size scaling theory. It is shown
rigorously that the free energy (and, similarly, the energy and specific heat) can be written asymptotically
in the scaling form Af(n,t,h,) ~ n™2(Inm)W, (nt, n"*h,) +n~2W,(nt,n'/2h,), where t = (T - T,)/T,. The
scaling functions W;(x,y) are computed in explicit closed form and shown to verify all the analyticity and
asymptotic requirements anticipated by scaling theory. Furthermore, in the limit 7 = o0 at fixed ¢ # 0,
the bulk and surface contributions to the thermodynamic properties are found to account for all except
a correction of order e”"@/(T) where a is the lattice spacing and £(T) is the bulk correlation length; the
value of the small rational constant p is interpreted in terms of interference effects between the two op-

posite boundaries (or ‘“‘surfaces”).

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

In this article, we consider a two-dimensional
square-lattice Ising model with nearest-neighbor
ferromagnetic coupling of strength J=kzTK. We
study the free energy and specific heat of a “film”
or a strip consisting of z parallel, infinitely long
rows of spins, with two free “surfaces” or bound-
ary rows. On one of the boundary rows of this
nX e~ gystem, a magnetic field H, =kzTh, is applied.
However, no maguetic field acts on the interior
spins or on the opposite boundary. When n— =, the
free energy and specific heat of the film expressed
on a per spin basis must become identical with
those originally found by Onsager! for the bulk,

o X  two-dimensional square lattice. In partic-
ular, the specific heat must diverge logarithmically
as T'—- T., since the surface field H, can play no
role in this limit. However, when # is finite the
specific heat of the strip remains a bounded and
analytic function of 7', although it may display a tall
and relatively sharp peak as shown in Fig. 1 (which
is based on unpublished calculations by A. E.
Ferdinand).

The aim of the present work is to study this
crossover, from the smooth analytic behavior to the
sharp critical behavior, as a function of the “thick-
ness” or breadth L=na (where a is the lattice spac-
ing). In particular, we will check the finite-size
scaling theory of critical behavior initiated by
Fisher and Ferdinand, 2 partly tested by them® in a
discussion of .an m X# square-lattice Ising torus
(with periodic boundary conditions), and subse-
quently developed by Fisher and Barber,*™7 and
Binder and Hohenberg.%® Some exact analyses for
the spherical and ideal Bose gas models'®!! have
tested aspects of this theory, but previous exact cal-
culations have not included a surface field, or stud-
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ied the effect of surfaces on the shift and rounding
of the specific-heat peak. (Note that the specific
heats in the spherical and ideal Bose models re-
main bounded even in bulk systems; these models
also suffer from physically unrealistic effects as-
sociated with the spherical constraint and the con-
stant-density condition, respectively.?''°)

The surface field H, is particularly significant,®~°
since it enables one to study the magnetization
My(T, H,) of the surface layer and the correspond-
ing layer or local susceptibility y,, = (8M,/8H;)y.
In particular, we will test the scaling hypothesis
involving H; and study the subtle features of the
corresponding scaling functions. u

To explain our results, we summarize the scal-
ing hypothesis for a film: it asserts that the re-
duced free energy per spin of the film can be writ-
ten asymptotically as T— T, Hy;—~ 0, and n— = in

6-8

‘the form

f,t,hy)=~F(n, T,H)/ksT
=~ 1ity Fun (T, Hy)/nmb T
ztz""X(L/‘E,hl/l t\Al)“‘fo(n’ T7H1) ’
(1.1)

where F,,(T, H,) is the total free energy of a lat-
tice of #Xm spins and

t=T/T.-1, hy=H,/kyT, 1.2

while L=na is the film thickness. The bulk cor-
relation length, asymptotically given by

§T)~ foa/[t|", 1.3)
may be defined in terms of the asymptotic decay of
the pair spin correlations above 7o, according to

(sgsg)~e /¥ R (1.4)

in which sg=+1 denotes a lattice spin located at
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FIG. 1. Specific heat per spin for nx « Ising strips
with free edges for n=2,4, 8,16, 32, and 64 (based on
calculations by A. E. Ferdinand). Itis instructive to
compare these curves with those for an nx#n torus (with
periodic boundary conditions) shown in Fig. 1 of Ref. 3.
Note that the vertical line indicates the location of the
divergent logarithmic singularity in the bulk lattice
(n—> ).

postion R. The exponent o describes the diver-
gence of the bulk specific heat as C(7)~#*, while
A, is a special surface exponent defined in terms
of the exponent §;, which describes the variation
of the surface layer magnetization according to
M}(T, 0)~ |¢1®1; the required relation® ® is A; =2
—a —v=-p. The scaling function X(x, y) describes
the crossover from bulk to finite-size behavior.
Finally, fy(n, T, H,) represents the “background”
or nonsingular contribution to the free energy,
which is uniformly analytic in 7' and H, as n- .
The main physical content of this scaling hypothe-
sis is that, for a “thick” strip (#>>1), the thick-
ness L should enter into the critical behavior only
via the relation it bears to the correlation length.
In the case of the two-dimensional Ising model we
have'?

@=0(og), v=1, (1.5)
and!®
By=3 , sothat A, =3 . (1.6)

Because of the logarithmic specific heat singulari-
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ty, the general scaling hypothesis (1.1) must be
modified® to read

Af(n, tyhy) = t21n|t| ™ Xy (nt, ny /t1/2)

+t2 X, (nt, hy/111?) | (1.7

where Af = f - f, denotes just the singular part of
the free energy. We have also substituted the ex-
ponent values (1.5) and (1.6), we have removed the
numerical factor 1/f° in replacing L/£ by #t.

[This form for @=0 (log) can be anticipated by
“borrowing” a term to replace £ * by (™ -1)/a,
and letting o —~ 0. ]

The scaling functions X, (x,y) and X,(x,y) are
subject to restrictions as their arguments attain
large or small values. Indeed, one of the purposes
of the exact calculations is to check the validity of
these restrictions. To elucidate the matter, first
note that the free energy of the finite width strip
should on general grounds, be analytic in ¢ and 7;.
Furthermore, the limiting values of these scaling
functions should be in agreement with the exact
closed-form results of McCoy and Wu, ! which will
form the starting point of our asymptotic analysis.*

To impose this analyticity on the scaling form,
we may rewrite (1.7) as

Af (i, t, 1) =~ n2(an) W, (nt, hynt'2)

+ 12 W,(nt, hynt/2) (1.8)
where
W, (x, w) =x2X, (x, w/x'/?) 1.9
and
W, (x, w) = — 2% 1n| x| X, (x, w/x ) + 22X, (x, w/x”z()1 . )
.10

Then the theory requires that W, (x,w) and W,(x, w)
should be analytic functions of x and w.

In the limit when » is very large and 7 is a fixed
distance from 7', the film should behave as a bulk
system with two, independent (infinitely separated)
free surfaces. The total free energy as n—-«
should then assume the form®

Flayt, ) = Ful) + 0 FX(E, O) 4 w50, By)

+0(e*E/Y) (L.11)

where f.(f) denotes the limiting bulk free energy
(independent of %, as explained) while f*(¢, /) is the
surface free energy which, of course, depends on
hy. The last, exponentially small term expresses
the belief>1° that in a film there are no corrections
to the bulk free energy per spin beyond those due
to the surface, which are proportional to 1/#x;
those arising from the “interference” between the
two surfaces at separation L are mediated by the
correlations, and hence should decay exponentially
on a scale set by the correlation length £(7). The
actual value of the parameter p in (1.11), which
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may depend on #,, will be discussed further below
in the light of the exact results found in the present
calculation. However, one would expect simple
integral or fractional values, such as 1, 2, or 3.
To reproduce the asymptotic form (1.11), the
scaling functions must, as x- «, be of the forms

X%, ) =X +x Xy)+0@®), 1.12)

where i=1or 2 and § = f%. The singular part of
the bulk free energy is then described by

Af ()=xTten|t| v X782, (1.13)

as t—= 0. Similarly the singular part of the surface
free energy is given by

AFX(t, 0) + At k) = tin |t X Ry /t1/?)
+1X 5y /tY?) ) (1.14)
for ¢ and 2, small. Since the surface free energy
should be an analytic function when ¢#0, we ex-
pect X{(y) and X%(y) to be analytic for finite y.
Finally, in the opposite limit, where =0 but
h,# 0, the scaling theory requires that Af* ~p%1%
~h?1Ink,, where the scaling relation — 4,5, =2 -«
—v =4, =8 holds. This yields the restrictions
Vi) =V, (3 =32 X1(y)~ vV} (1.15)
and )
Vo) =Vy(y) =2y 2In|y | X {(9) +¥2X3(3) ~ VI,
(1.16)
as y— =, where VJ and V} are finite constants.
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Our exact analysis bears out all of the above
general theory and reveals a number of interesting
further details. In particular, we calculate in
closed form (given as elementary functions plus in-
tegrals over elementary functions) all the various
scaling functions X,(x,y), etc., encountered above.
For convenience in dealing with the Ising model,
we work explicitly with the temperature scaling
variable®

r=n(l - sinh2K)/(2sinh2K)'/2 (1.17)
2K nt~n(T-T,) , '
where
K=J/kyT , K,=tanh™(V2 -1)=~0.4406868 ,
(1.18)
and the surface field scaling variable
o=n'%(1+V2 )}/2tanhh,
~kynt/?n, ~ VnH, , (1.19)
in which
By=(1+v2)/%~1.5537774 . (1. 20)

Then we may write our main result in the form
(1.8) as

fn b, 1) =0 2lnn(r + 12+ 0%) /7 +n2 Y (7, 0?)
(1.21)

where the scaling function ¥(r,0?), related directly
to Wy(x,w), is given by

+n Dy + Do+ foln, t,hy) ,

7¥(7, 0% ={In2 = 1n[1 + (r2+ 1)*/2] } (r + 12+ 0%) = In[1 + (7 + 02) /(2 + 1)1/2 ] 4 rtant(1/7) - & 7|r] +% 2 (1+1n2)

~@+AY2 (r40%) A+5 In2+7/4 - 7/V2 ) —o(0®+ 21V 2 8(r,08) /1 + R(r, 0?) , (1.22)
where 7
1 lcrz+7|> 1+0(0®+27)V/2 (0®+7) +0(0? + 27)1/2
£,2=_(_ +7)+0(0° +27)
(r, o%)=3 [1 et )T “oleFsonT tIn (0*+7) —o(0®+27)172
_ lo?+7] . lo®+ 7l (12+ 1) 2+ 72 4 g(0® + 27)1/ 2 ]
o“+1 1ot T (P ) 2P —g (0P + 212 (1.23)
and

R(7, 02)='£‘1 dt[e® +e + (0% +7) (e - e )/X] +f1“° de{1+[1+(c®+7)/X][1 - (0% +7)/X] e}, (1.24)

in which
X=(r2+ )12, (1.25)

The nonsingular part of the free energy can be writ-
ten as
foln, t, hy)=31n2 + 3 Insinh2 K

+n"! (In coshk, — IncoshK -1 1n2) .
(1. 26)
At the critical point ¢=0, %,=0, the total free en-

T
ergy varies with » as
fom)=fn, 0,0)~ 51n2+Dy +n*[D; —=In(1 +V2)]

+(n/48m 2+, .. ,
(1.27)
where, finally,

Tde
Do:—/u- > In[2 - cosb + (1 — cos8)* 4(3 - cos )M 2]

=2G/m=~0,5831218 (1.28)
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has been given by Onsager, *
constant; while

lez

~ 0. 258 9554 .

[1+V2(1 - cosd)/ (3 - -7z

cosf)

(1.29)

The reduced energy per spin is given by

uln, t, hy)=(sgsp = —n(af)

aT
~ — (m) (Inx) (1 + 27) - n'1<Z—TIC>° —<%£‘0‘>
(1.30)

where 6 denotes a nearest-neighbor lattice vector.
We may note that higher-order terms enter by dif-
ferentiating o with respect to T. At the critical
point, we have
u,(n)=uln, 0, 0)~ 3V2 — (7n) ™ 1nn
—(m) Y (y+351n2 —lnm - 7/4) ,

where ¥y~ 0, 5772157 is Euler’s constant.
The specific heat can be expressed explicitly as®

Cy(n, T, H))/ks=Cln, t, hy)~ Aglnn + B(1, 0®) ,

(1.31)

(1.32)
where
Ag=(8/mK2=(2/7)[In(1 +V2)]?=~ 0. 494 5386 ,
(1.33)
while
B(1, 0%)= 4K2 Y(T o®) -2K2 (1.34)

A more explicit form for B(7, ¢%) is given in (2, 53).
Indeed, this was the first form in which the result
was obtained. At the critical point, one obtains

By(0, 0)=Ag[y +3% In2 - In7 — 14£(3)/7% - 7/4]
~_0.3125538, (1.35)

which may be compared with the corresponding re-
sult for an infinite torus, which is?

Bi™s~ Q, 187 9027 , (1.36)

The difference in values of By is evident on com-
paring Fig. 1 with Fig. 1 of Ref. 3.
The boundary magnetization can be expressed as

M, t, hy)= (si} n(:{l)

=~ 2(1+V 2)n, [1;'1 Inn +<§§g-> :I+h1 ,
T

(1.37)
where so denotes a spin on the boundary row on
which the magnetic field &, is applied. One finds
that the spontaneous boundary magnetization
M;(n, ¢, 0%) is identically zero for a finite strip.

Finally, the boundary magnetic susceptibility

in which G is Gatalan’s

can be expressed as

X1, t, h1)=(—4—215 ) = (Inn)2(1+V2)/1+2(1, %),
1 T
(1.38)

in which the scaling function Z(7, ¢%) is given by

Z(t, 0% =201 +\f§)<¥z—>

T

+4(1+V2)0? <8( )> (1.39)
At the critical point itself, one finds
X11n)=x11(n, 0, 0)= (Inn)2(1+V2)/7
+(y+31In2 - 1nm)2(1+V2)/7 - 3(V2 +1).
(1. 40)

The verification of the analytic properties of the
scaling function ¥(7, ¢%) in 7 and o is presented in
Sec. III. We also show, in Sec. III, that the large
nlimit (7~ =) yields the scaling behavior corre-
sponding to the bulk-plus-surface decomposition
(1.11). In particular, from (1. 32) one obtains the
specific heat, for #;=0, as

Cln, £, 0)= Ag(in|¢| " = InK, +% In2 - n/4)

+ 204 (- K, /mt) + (1.41)

The first term agrees exactly with Onsager’s re-
sult! for the asymptotic behavior of the bulk spe-
cific heat C,(f). The second term represents twice
the leading behavior of the surface heat C*(¢), and
agrees precisely with the exact result found by
Fisher and Ferdinand.? The strong divergence as
t™!is consistent with (1.5) and the general scaling
prediction that surface specific heats should di-
verge®®7 as ™™

In Sec. IV we also show that the scaling form of
the corrections

n2eln, t, hy)= fln, t, hy) - fu
-0+ G )] (1.42)

to the bulk-plus-surface behavior of the free ener-

gy, are given for k;=0 and T> T, by
eln, t,0)=~ Eg(T)e™ +0(e™"/13 )

as 7=, with E4(r)=1/32(2a7)"% This confirms
the theoretical form anticipated above. Since one
has®+12 A

(1.43)

L/&(t)=21 (T>T,), (1.44)

the parameter p in (1.12) is equal to 2. This may
be understood, when it is recalled that the energy-
energy correlations (sjsisasg.;) decay as e 2F/¢,
i.e., as the squave of the spin-spin correlations
{sjsn ).t (This in turn can be seen diagramati-
cally in the high-temperature expansion in powers
of v=tanh K, since the leading long-distance con-
tribution to (sjsz) consists of a chain of bonds
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from 0 to ﬁ, but the energy-energy correlation re-
quires two similar chains to reach the same dis-
tance.) Now the spatial integral (or sum) of the
energy-energy correlations is, of course, just the
total specific heat, which is thus expected to con-
tain terms of order e?*/¢=¢™", Integration of the
specific heat (at constant L=nq) yields the free en-
ergy, which should thus also exhibit similar n-de-
pendent corrections, as indeed observed.

In the presence of a nonzero magnetic field #,,
above T,, the form (1.43) still applies but with
Ey(7) replaced by a function E*(0% 1), with E*(0, 7)
= Eg(1). Since the field H, is applied only to a sin-
gle surface, this is consistent with our previous
interpretation. However, had a field been applied
to both surfaces one would expect the spin-spin cor-
relation function to come into play (along with sin-
gle chain diagrams stretching across the film), so
that corrections of order e™*/*=¢"%" should appear.

For T<T,, the asymptotic behavior is quite dif-
ferent: more explicitly, for zero field, %,=0, one
finds

eln, 1,0)=2|7]e®" +0(e¥™) . (1.45)

But for T <T,, one has (for the net correlation
function (S§s3) ~ (s§sz) ) the result!’!?

L/E(T)~47 (T<T,). (1.46)

Thus the correction is lavger than the expected
eT/t= ™" and the parameter p in (1. 12) is only
3. At first sight this slower decay of the surface-
to-surface interference term is quite puzzling.
However, the presence of a (single) surface field
H; removes this slow decay and yields instead

e, t, )~ E"(0% 1)e™'™ ,  (n,#0) (1.47)

as 7—°, This now has the decay expected on the
basis of the previous energy-energy correlation
arguments, since, below T, both spin and energy
correlations'™!® decay as e /¢ =¢™!"!| leading to
p=1. As o~ny;~0, the function E*(o% 7) (which is
given explictly below in Sec. IV), diverges so that
the more complete expression must be used and
(1. 45) results.

The removal of the slowly decaying interference
term by the surface field suggests that its role is to
stabilize the magnetization of the film in, say, the
“up” direction, In a thick film, long-range order
would set in below T,, and with overwhelming prob-
ability the whole sample would point up, provided
hy is not too small. When %;,~ 0, the film may
break up into two or more domains spontaneously
magnetized in opposite directions and separated by
a fluctuating domain wall or interface. The short-
est domain walls will be those of length ~ L, which
stretch across the film from one boundary to the
other. Such a wall has a free energy X(7') per unit
length. The probability of a single wall dividing the
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strip into one “up” and one “down” domain, is thus
proportional to e™E, However, the exact re-
sults®'" show that the interfacial free energy var-
ies as

3(T)~ 4K -K,)/a~2|7|/L (T<T,).  (1.48)

In conclusion, then, we may, when 2=0 below T,
expect corrections to the free energy which decay
as e just as found in (1.45). Note that as soon
as ,#0 a “down” domain stretching over half the
strip becomes improbable, because of the large en-
ergy (~ hyX«) associated with the field acting on the
domain at the surface. Diagramatically, below T
the interfacial free energy is described in leading
order by a chain of bonds, but the spin-spin, and
all other correlations of local quantities require
two similar, but nonintersecting chains. This
provides an understanding of the difference be-
tween (1.41) and (1. 44), and of the result p=3.
Finally, in summarizing our results, we dis-
cuss the numerical form of the specific heat in
more detail. In Fig. 2, we plot, for o=#4,=0,

B(t, 0) - B(0, 0)~C(n, t,0) - C(n, 0, 0) , (1. 49)
F1 T I + T 4
. R
7R —
0] } + (0]
i
_EAO —
A, T T T
-1 0] 1 2

T ~ nAT/T,

FIG. 2. The asymptotic specific heat of a finite strip
B(1,0) = B(0,0)~ C(n, t,0) = C(n, 0, 0), relative to its crit-
ical value C,(n)=C(n, 0, 0) vs the reduced temperature
variable T ~nAT/T, (solid curve), and the reduced spe-
cific heat of a semiinfinite Ising lattice B(T)= C,(f)
+2n~1 C*(t) = C,n), relative to C,(z) (broken curves) in
units of Ag=(2/m [In(1 +v2)]%=~ 0,494358.
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FIG. 3. Plots of the asymptotic field~dependent spe-
" cific heat B(r, 0% —B(0,0%) ~ C(n, t, hy) = C(n, 0, k), rela-
tive to its value C(n, 0, ky) at T=T, vs 7, for o?
=(1+V2Z)mh}=0,%,1,4, and =, in units of 4,.

which represents the asymptotically rounded form
of the specific heat relative to its finite critical
point value C,(n)~C(, 0,0). Also shown in the fig-
ure is the difference

B(1)=C. (1) +2n1C*(¢t) - Cn, 0, 0) , (1.50)

which represents the contributions to B(7, 0) of the
bulk and surface specific heats [ as given by
(1.41)]. As expected, the two curves coincide
asymptotically for large 7 (n—=), A striking fea-
ture of Figs. 1 and 2 is that the specific-heat max-
imum is displaced below T, to the point

T,~-0,7868771 ., (1.51)
This means that the fractional shift in the -
pseudocritical point, 357
€=1=Tpun)/ T, -c/t*, (1.52)
is described for 7,=0 by
A=1/v=1, ¢=0.8927850 . (1.53)

The first exponent relation again confirms the scal-
ing predictions. %7 On the basis of a numerical
study of small finite strips Fisher has estimated®
c¢=0,900+0, 007, which compares quite well with
our results. (This estimate utilized unpublished
numerical work by A, E. Ferdinand and M. N.
Barber. )

The curves in Fig., 3 show the effects of impos-
ing the surface field H;. The predominant feature
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is that the maximum in the specific heat moves
closer to T, as the field increases. This is intu-
itively correct since the field aligns the spins near
the surface, which, in turn, then tend to align
themselves and nearby interior spins more strong-
ly. An argument based on the Griffiths inequali-
ties!® strengthens this intuitive approach. By set-
ting to zero the interactions between the nth and
(n - 1)th rows, and with the field %, acting on the
first row, an nXx% strip is reduced to an (x —1)x®
strip. The Griffiths inequalities then suggest that
the ordering temperature T ,, satisfies the rela-
tion: Tpa (e, ky)> Trag(r — 1, k). But via the scal-
ing relation, we have T, (n =1, hy)= Ty, (n, hY),
where h{=nhy(n - 1)1 2/nt 2~ p,(1 = in)<hy. Thus,
we conclude that Ty, (1, y)> Tpoy(n, 1)) for hy> hj.
In the limit #;~, one finds that the fractional
shift € vanishes to the order n*=#"t, (Of course
there are still higher-order corrections which we
have not elucidated.) Ferdinand and Fisher® found
a similar result for an infinitely long torus with
periodic boundary condition (£ =n/m -« in their
notation®). In Fig. 4, we compare their result
with ours for two free surfaces on one of which the
spins are fully aligned (k,==); the two curves co-
incide asymptotically for large 7. This is an ex-
pected result for the following reason. In the lim-
it that 7 is very large, the film should behave as a

0.2 = 1
C(T) -A énn

-0.2

-0.6

-08

-05 0] 1 2

FIG. 4. Comparison between the asymptotic specific
heat of an infinitely long, nx« torus (dashed curve),
and of an Ising strip with two surfaces, on one of which
the spins are fully aligned (solid curve), relative to
Aglnn. (The curves are symmetric about 7=0 and
asympototically equal as 7 —«.)
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bulk system, plus a free surface, and a ferromag-
netic surface. It was found by Ferdinand and
Fisher? that the leading term of the surface specif-
ic heat for a ferromagnetic wall is

Claro~ Ko/t , (1.54)
while, for a free boundary, it is
C)f‘rne~ —Kc/ﬂt . (1. 55)

Consequently, the total surface specific heat van-
ishes identically! Thus for large 7, the film be-
haves as a bulk system when %, = Since there is
no surface free energy for a Ising torus, it also
should behave as a bulk system when 7 is large.
This means that the two curves, which are sym-
metric about the point 7=0, should coincide
asymptotically for large 7.

In the remainder of the article we establish the
asymptotic results quoted here, starting with the
exact expression of McCoy and Wu'®* for the free
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energy of a nX* strip with a field H, imposed on
one boundary. The arguments are quite intricate
in places so that various details have been rele-
gated to appendices. The main analysis is per-
formed in Sec. II. In Sec. III, the properties of
the scaling function are studied, and Sec. IV is de-
voted to the correction term to the bulk plus sur-
face behavior for large 7.

II. FREE ENERGY

We consider a nX« Ising strip with magnetic
field H, applied on the first row. The reduced free
energy per spin will be written

fln, t, hy)=1im (2 mn)™ 1nZ

=f0(7’l, T, H1)+Af(ny t} hl) ’

where Z is the partition function.

(2.1)

The nonsingular

_ contribution to the free energy as given by McCoy

and Wu, 2 is

foln, T, Hy)=71n2 +3 Insinh2K + 7" (In coshk, —Incosh K — £ 1n2) , (2.2)
where the singular part of the free energy, Af, can be written as

Af(n, t, hy)= i’[ _ﬂ’rﬂf In[\} v, + Ao+ 224 (A0 =AM, (2.3)

m™m (1 -0

in which,

A(w)=(1+27% 72+ 20%) £ 2(70 2 + )Y 31 + P02 + WPV 2 (2.4)
and

0.(0)= 1 (122 + 1)V {10 4+ P [ (T2 4+ 2)M 2 = 7 )} (P22 4 0B) YV (1 4 7302 4 0?) /e . (2.5)
we also have

z =tanhh, (2.6)
and

w(w=(1 -1+ 2+ 1)V Y (221 2)12 - ™ 202 4 02) V2 (1 4+ T2 4 ?) 12 2.7

The scaled temperatuve vaviable T was defined in
(1.17). The differences of notation between this
article and McCoy and Wu’s™ are outlined in Ap-
pendix A,

It is evident from (2. 4) that X.(w)> A_(w) for
T+ T, Hence whenn-—=, T#T, the term \(w)
in (2.3) is negligible compared to M}(w); this yields

1
f —*—2—17-2- InA, + f ——0217-2— Inv, .
mly (1-w®
(2.8)
The first term here gives the bulk free energy
fo(7), and one finds! for T near T, that f..(T)
~t%Inl ¢l; the second integral gives the surface free
energy®® (T, h,) with £*(t)~ ¢1nl ¢| for t— 0. How-
ever for a finite strip, # is finite and one can no
longer drop the A% term. We shall now show that
the “singular” part of the free energy, Af, for a

]
finite strip, given by (2. 3), is in fact, analytic.
The integrand of Af can be written as

In {7+ A%+ (0 =270 [ (v, —v.) + 2%u]} . (2.9)
One finds, from (2.6) and (2.7), that

22u(w)=0 for welo,1], (2.10)
and, by (2.5), we have
|4, -2)| <1 or o) -vl)]> 1.  (2.11)

On combining the above two inequalities, we get

AT+ O = AD) 3 (0, —v) +2%u]= 207, (2.12)

Since *.(w)> 0 for all w and 7, this shows that the
argument of the logarithm in (2. 9) is positive. We
shall next show that it is an analytic function of 7
and w. It can be seen from (2. 4) that A, (w) = A_(w)



3476
contains the singular term (2" +wz)1/z The first
term of the argument Af+ I contains only even
powers of A (w) —A_(w). Hence it is analytic. The
second term is a product of (\} —") and [3 (v, —v.)
+z%u). Because X\ —\" contains only odd terms in
(A, —A), and [$(v, — v_) +2%] contains (72172 + w?)/2
in its denominator, one concludes that the second
term is also analytic, Since the argument of the
logarithm in (2.9) has been shown to be positive and
analytic, we find the integrand of (2.3) is an an-
alytic function of 7 and w. This means the free en-
ergy of an finite strip is an analytic function of T,
as it is to be expected on general grounds.
Consider now the ratio A_/A,=2(w) =12 (w).
Since A,(w) of (2.4) is an increasing function of w,
this ratio is a decreasing function of w. For
w=~c/n<1, we find

e = (/N (2.13)
~[1-2(7%+ AV P x exp[ - 4(12 + )/ 2] me™te
(2.14)

We shall choose ¢, such that ¢>> 1, so that ™ is
negligible. A suitable choice proves to be ¢ =nl/2,
This means that when w is larger than c¢/z or of the
order of ¢/n, the ratio (A_/X,)"=e™™ is negligible.
For this reason, we separate the interval of inte-
gration into two parts [0, c¢/#] and [c/r,1]. In the
interval [c/n, 1], the ratio (x_/X,)" is initially ne-
glected, and so the basic expression (2.3) can be
written

Af(n,t,h) =1, +L,+I; +E, , (2.15)

where
! dw
Ii=7 lf 1- 2)17 InA ( ) (2.16)
c/n dw
I= 'if
=M T
x1n[v, +v_e™ +22u(l —e™™)] , (2.17)
and
-1 dw 2
I, = (mn) T“—T)‘ﬂ_ In (v, +2%u) . (2.18)

The correction term

1 dw
- -1
El (7m) c/n (1_("’ ) 2

—1n(v, +2%u)}

(2.19)
can rigorously be shown to be of the order e™* (see
Appendix B). The function A, (w) in (2.16), defined
by (2.4), a singular at the origin w =0 for 7=0.
Therefore, the dominant contribution to I;, comes
from the interval where w is small. For small w,
the integrand of I behaves as 2(12n2 + w%)!/2, Let
us therefore write

x {ln[v, +v_e ™ +22u(l — e™™)]
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1
Il=7r'1f do 2(T2 +W?) 24171 2 (m™h) | (2.20)
(]
It is shown in Appendix C that the function
1
=, (tnh) =f dw (1 - w?)t210n,
0
1
_2f dw (12172 + W7)1/2 (2.21)
o

is well behaved, and has the asymptotic expansion

’ ‘Ca/n4) b
(2.22)

72 () =Dy + 732 Dy + O(1 /nc®

with
1
=%,(0) :f dw 1 = w?)/21n[1 +2?

0

+2w(l +0?)3] -1

=2G-1~0.831931188 , (2.23)

where G is Catalan’s constant, and

1
(0) = zf dww [(1 - w*)2 - 1]=1n2 .
0

, (2.24)
The integral in (2.20) can be written as a sum of
two integrals, namely,

1/n
I —W'IZI(M'I)ZZ‘H'I—[ dw (1372 + w?)!/?

1
+21r'1f dw (1372 + ?)1/2 | (2.25)
1/

n

The second integral can be performed, and is

[ dw2(T3? + w2 =1+ 7% 2 lnn +n2P(1) ,

(2.26)
in which
P(r)=37% = (L+ 7)Y 2 72 {In2 - In[(+2+ 1)/ 24 1]} .
(2.27)

Substituting (2.22) and (2.26) into (2.25), we get
1
L= -zf de2(T2 + &)Y2 (13 /M2 Inn + 7 02 P(T)

+2G/m+57% %07 In2 + O(n~%/2) | (2.28)

where £=nw, and following (2.22), we have choser
¢=n''? to optimize the error term.

Analogously, the function v, (w) +z%*u(w) in I; is
singular for w=0 and 7=0. When w is small, we
have

v, (W) + 22u(w) 1+ (1 + %) (T2 +n2w®) /2 | (2.29)

in which, recapitulating (1.19), we introduce the
scaled surface-field variable

=n'/2(1 +v2)/2 tanhpn, .

Hence, we write
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On expanding Z,(tn!, 0%2!) as a function of n™?,

1
ol -1 2) (+2,8,2)1/2
L=m"n . dwlnf1 +(7+0%) (7% +nff)™ 2] and following arguments similar to those used in
Appendix C (which we will not present in detail)
+77 i Sy (7t o) (2.30) one finds,
&
112, (n, 0207t) =Dy +n 7 (02 + T)Dy + E5 + 0% /2) | (2.31)
where
1
7D, = 2,(0, 0) :f dw (1 = w?¥)™/21n[1 +vV2 w(l +w?)/3]~0.813532308 (2.32a)
0
and
1 1
7D, =f dw W [(1 +w?)3(1 - )12 -1]-V2 f dow (1 —w?)yV2=11n2+5G3-V2)7, (2.32b)
0 0
with
c/n
E, =—f dw (1 = )72 101 +VZ w(l +w?)1/2] 2.33)
0
The integral in (2. 30) may be written as
1 c
L -1 St o) =1t | dwln[l + (0% +7) (12 +n2w?) /3] - n'ln'zf dtln[l+(T+0?) (72 +£2)1/2] |
1/n 1
(2.34)
On integrating by parts, the first integral becomes
1
dwlnfl + (02 +7) (72 +n20®) /3] ={w In[1 + (02 +7) (72 +n2w?)"V /2] }},,
1/n
1 d
- f dww—{In[1 + (02 +7) (12 +n?w?)"/2]} . (2.35)
1/n dw

The second term in this equation is an integral over a rational function R(wz,X), where X = (72 +n?w?)"/2,
It can then be broken up by partial fractions into terms of the types

fde'l , f dwXa? +w?)?, f dw (@® +o?)? . (2.36)
These elementary integrals can be evaluated, 19 and (2. 35) become
1
f dwln[l + (0% +7) (12 +n2w?) ™ 2|2 (1 + 0¥ Inn + Q(7, 0%) , (2.37)
1/n
in which
Q(1,08) =(7+0%) =1n[1 +(7+0%) (L +78)"2/2] 4 (1 + %) {In2 = In[1 + (7% +1)! /3] }
+7ltan™(1/7) - sgn()7n/2] = o(0? +27)1 /2 £(1, 0?) , (2.38)

where £(7, 02) is the function defined by (1.23). Consequently, Eq. (2.34) becomes
'C
L=- ﬂ'ln-zf deIn[l + (02 +7) (72 + )12 w1 (7 + 022 lnn + 70 72Q (1, 02)
1

+n7'D; +n3(T+0%)Dy+ E3+ O(n™%/2) , (2.39)

Finally, we turn to the integral I, given by (2.17). Note that the integration is from the origin to ¢/ =n"1/2,
and n~'/2 « 1, In this interval, one can write

v,=1x7(r2+ E&YY2 L 0 | (2.40)
1/2

o™ = pratr2 4 ed) [1+0(m™)], (2.41)

u=0%(r%+ &Y% Lo | (2.42)

and
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1-w¥2=1+06") . (2.43)
Hence
[ . T+02 -4(r24¢2)1/2
I =T n f d&‘ln[l +-(m17§ + (1 (—2?17") +E2 . (244)

The sum of the correction terms E, and E 4 is shown, in Appendix D, to be of the order n™%/2, Let us make
the abbreviations

X&) =(r2+ )2, (2.45)

p(E)=1+(r+0?)/X(2), (2.46)
and

q(8)=1-(1+0%)/x(¢) , (2.47)

so that we may write (2.37) as

L~m"n f dg1n[ p() +q(8) e O] w17y f dgln[ p(§) +q(8) e ] . - (2.48)

Now consider the sum of the integrals in (2. 28),
(2.39), and (2.48), namely,

Rir, %)= ae 2x(0) - [ atal p©)+ [ dt 10l ple) + =T [ aE 1L p(6)+ (01 ),
1 0 1

= fo CaE 1] p(£)e O +g(£)e O+ fl “aEm[1+ ()5 (D) T ] (2.49)

On expanding In(1+p~ g e™*) in powers of ¢™*, one sees that

f “dEIn(l+pge™)=0(e™), (2.50)

e
so that we find

R(r, 0®)~ R(r, 02)=f01d§ In(pe™ +qe™)+ [ deIn(1+pTige ™). (2.51)

1

On combining (2. 28), (2.39), and (2.48), and using (2.51), we get finally,

Afln, b, 1) =1, +I+ L= 2G/m+n ™Dy + (12 + T+ 02 w2 1w +n 207 [R(7, 02) + Q(7, %) + P(7)

+372In2+ (7+0%)(31n2 + 71/4 - $1V2)]+ 0 ™'%) . (2.52)

The functions R(7, 0), Q(1, 0?), and P(7) are given by (2.51), (2.38), and (2. 27), respectively. If we
define

Y(7,02)=[R(1, 03 +Q(1, 02) + P(1) +37%In2 + (1 + 0 2)(z In2 + n/4 - 7v2)]/7, (2.53)

then the free energy is indeed in the form quoted in the Introduction.
At the critical temperature in zero field (T=T,, H;=0), we have

1 ©
R(o, o):zf d£§+f dt In(1+e™)=1+17%/48 (2.54)
0 0
Q(0,0)=0, (2.55)
PO)=-1, (2.56)
and
IncoshK,=3In(1+V2) -%1n2. (2.57)

Hence the free energy (2. 1) at the critical point is
£ln, 0,0)=f,(n)~ £ In2+2G/7+n™ [D; — 5 In(1 +V2)] +n%(n/48), (2.58)

where D, was defined in (1.29). The reduced energy per spin is given explicitly by

uln, t, hy)=~ — n(%) ~+ coth2K - inttanhK — (mn) (27 +1) Inn — (ur)™ [% In2+7/4 —57V2+71In2
0]
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+ @2+ 1){In2 = In[1+ 2+ 1)*?} +tan™(1/7) - sgn(r)n/2 - o(c 2+ 27) V2L (1, 0 %) + (%%) ] . (2.59)
At the critical point, itself, we have
] 1 w
2 R(0, 0) =f dt £ tanh2t — zf dE £ (e* +1) =y +31n2 — Inn, (2. 60)
o 0 A
and so
uln, 0,0)=u,(n)~ V2~ (m) inn - (un) (- 1/4+% In2+v - In7). (2.61)

The specific heat can be written as

Cln, t, )~ Aglnn+Ag{In2 = In[1 + (72 + 1)V2]} + 3A4o(In2 = 7/2) = 3A4(1 + 72)! = A2 [ (2 + 1)V2 4+ 14+ 722
X[1+(02+27)1) =3400 202+ 27) T2+ 1+ (0% + 7)(r2+ 1)¥7]

+3A00(0%+27)%22(7, 0%) +34, (22‘1%21)‘) ’ (2.62)
] 02=0

-1/2

where A, was defined in (1. 33) and the corrections are of order »™*/2 or smaller. At the critical tempera-

ture in zero field, we have

2 1 © 1 ©
3-12—(:}9 = 2fo dt £ tanh2¢ -4f1 dt £ (e + 1) —fo dt £7%tanh?2¢ + sz dt £73(e* +1)2
=2(y+31n2 - Iny) + 1 — 28¢(3)/7* (2.63)
and
C(n, 0,0)=C.(n)=Aglnn+Ay[y +% In2 — Iny — 14£(3)/7% - /4], (2.64)

where £(3)=~ 1, 2020569 is the Riemann ¢ function and y= 0, 577 2157 is the Euler’s constant.
We define the boundary or surface layer magnetization by
My(m, t, 1) =n<§’{—) ~h+2(1+V2 )ﬂ'lhl(lnn +1n2 —1n[1 + (72 +1)}2] = (02 + 7)o" (02 + 27) Y2 £(7, 0?)
1
3R(t, 02)
—z /.

+3In2+7/4-31/2 + Py

(2.65)

We find from the above expression that the spontaneous boundary magnetization M, (, ¢,0) vanisheé idrérnrtir-
cally for all ¢ (as expected for n <x),
The boundary susceptibility is likewise given by

9
X1, £, By) = %(—Zz—tﬂl ~1+2(1 +V2)7! [lnn +1n2 - 1n[1 + (1% +1)/2] = (0% + Do~ (0% +27)"1/2 £ (7, 0'2)
1

+31n2 +7/4 = 3mV2 = 2(0%+ )P+ 27) {1 = [ +T)V2 1 74 02}

9 2 2
+272(02 +27)%/26718 (1, 0%) + _ﬁé%:z"_) + 202<f§(—s:§-)%—)—)] . (2.686)
In particular, at the critical point T=T,, k=0, we have
X1102,0,0)=2(1 +V2)7 Inn + 20 +V2 )7 (y +L In2 - In7) - 3(2 + 1). (2.67)
' .
III. PROPERTIES OF THE SCALING FUNCTION [ 1P 7) 4 (1B 1)) @.1)
We shall first show that the scaling function
Y (7, 0%) of (1.22) is analytic. It is obvious from and with respect to o2, to obtain
(1. 22) that the only possible singularity of Y(7, c2)
can come from the function £(7, (rz) and the inte- 0L(T, 02) - .
IGLT )_ - -1/2. 2 1 2 -1
gral R(7,0%), We differentiate £(7, o) with re- a0z ¢ (% +27)31 -~ [(r2+ )2+ 0%+ 7]},
spect to 7, and find 3.2)
2 . . 2 ,.
3L(t, 0 )=c (0242712 fr (124 1)/ 2 1] Using these relations and the fact that £(7, 02) is

57T odd in (02+27)!/2, one can show that the deriva-
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tives of ¢ (02 +27)1/28(7, 02) with respect to 7 and
to 02 are analytic functions in T and ¢, Hence
o(0?+27)1/28(1, 02), itself, must also be analytic,
The function R(7, 02), given by (1.24), is a sum of
two integrals, whose integrands contain the term
X(£) = (7% + £%)1/2 which has branch points at &=+,
However, as the integration in the second integral
runs from 1 to «, one concludes that it is analytic
for all real 7and o%. As for the integrand of the
first integral, one can see that it is analytic in
X=X(£). Moreover, since (¢®¥+¢2%) and (e2¥
- ¢?X)/X are even functions of X, one finds that
the integrand has a convergent Taylor expansion
in X2=(12+ £8), This shows that the first integral
is also analytic in 7 and 02, Hence, we have
shown that the scaling function is analytic, as ex-
pected on general grounds.

When 7~n/&~nt>1, we rewrite (2.30) and (2.44)
in the form

L+I3= (nﬂ)qfldw In[1+ (0%+ 7) (12 + Pw?) /2]
0
(3.3)

+ ()12, (7/n, 02 /n) + n 2 (T, %),

J

1
Af”(t):w‘lf Z(Tzn'z+wz)1/2+21(7n'1)z2G/7r+71'1(1+1n2)2Kit2—ﬂ'14Kit21n\Kct‘ .
0

Thus the bulk specific heat diverges as C*(¢)= — (8K2 /7) lnlt

HELEN AU-YANG AND MICHAEL E. FISHER

where e(7, 02) is the correction term,
e(r, o) =r" [ agmn[1+ 5 ()g(8) ¥ ®] . (3.4)
0

Since X(£)= (7% + £2)1/2 and ¥ < ™", one expects
the term e(7, o2) to be exponentially small in 7,
The detailed analysis of e(7,0?) is described in
Sec. IV. _

Consequently, the free energy Af of (2.15) can
be written as

Af=L+L+I;

=AF° () + [ AL*(E, 0) + AFX(t, hy)]+ n2e(T,02)
(8.5)
where the bulk free energy is given by

Afw(t):ll ’

and the boundary free energy by

(3.6)

Af*(E, 0)+ AF*(Et, hy) =nl 3 +13) —nte(T, 0?).
8.7
By (2.10) and (3.6), one finds that the bulk free
energy can be written explicitly as

(8.8)

. This is identical to Onsager’s result.’

The boundary free energy Af*(z, k,), given by (3.7) and (3.3), is an integral:

1
Af*(ty,0)+ AfX(E, y) = n'lf dwln[1+ (@2 + 7)(T2 + 2?) 2+ 1712, (T, 0207t
0

(8.9)

This integral is identical to that in Eq. (2.37), except that the lower limit of integration is changed from
n™! to zero. Hence it can be evaluated in closed form, and we find

Af*(ty, 0)+ AfX(ty, ) = 712K, tIn| K, ¢ [ X (0/7V%) + 17 2K 1 X0/ 7'/ *)+ Dy

where D, is given in (1.29), while
X1(p)=1+47

and

(3.10)

(8.11)

X5()=Q+3In2+7/4 =37V 2)(1 +9%) - zmsgn(n) + 7 | y(= 2 = )2 |0 (- y2)O (1 + ?)

-2y +2)Y%{In[1+y%+y (y2+2)1/2] = In[1+ y2 — y(y2+ 2)12]} .

(3.12)

Note that y2=02/7 may be positive or negative. In (3.12), O(x) is the Heaviside function defined by

o) = 1 for x>0,
*=Y0 for wx<0.

When the boundary field vanishes (02=y%=0),
one finds

(3.13)

X%0)=1 and X}0)=1+3In2+7/4-mv2
- zwsgn(7) . (3.14)

Hence, the boundary free energy in zero field can

[
be written as
27%(7,0)=2AF%(¢,0)+215(¢,0)
=1"2K, ¢In| K, ¢ |
+2K t[7 '+ 7 51n2+ 5 — 3V2 - 3 sgn(7)]
- coshK—31n2+ D, . (3.15)

At the critical temperature (T'=T,), the boundary
free energy of a semi-infinite lattice is given by
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27X(T,,0)=D;-31In(1+V2) . (3.186)

This is identical to the result found by Ferdinand
and Fisher.? It is obvious from (3.15) that the
derivative of f*(T, 0) with respect to temperature
not only has a logarithmic singularity at 7,, but
also has a superimposed discontinuity there.'
The boundary specific heat, which is proportional
to the second derivative of f*(T, 0) with respect to
T, diverges linearly as

(T~ -1'K, 1", (3.17)

This is identical to the results of McCoy and Wu,*?
and of Ferdinand and Fisher,?

In the limit y%=02%/7 <13 /t -, we find from
(8.1) and (3.12) that

V,(0)=1limy2X}(y) =1 (3.18)
-
and
V2(0)=1im{2yIn 3| X {6) + X))
=1+31n2+7/4-37V2 . (3.19)

This agrees with the scaling prediction of (1.15)
and (1.16). For small y~! we can write

V() =X (™) =1+0* withv=y", (3.20)

and

V,(v)=20%1n|v| X () + 02X 3 (™)
=(1-3In2+7/4-3m1V2) = A3 In2+ 7/4 - 7V2 ]

(3.21)

Hence the boundary free energy of (3.10) can be
written as

~3m|v?| -0 Inv?+ Ov?) .

Afx(t) 0)+ Afx(t, h1)zD1+ W-l(l +‘/_2-)Zz
x{-1nz?-1n(1+vV2)+1+%1In2
+m/4-371V2} +O@) . (3.22)

The boundary or surface layer magnetization'® of
a semi-infinite lattice behaves at T, as

9
MT(Tc;hl): fx(t: hl)
ahy #=0

24 (14+v2 )zlnz= - 7741 +V2), Ink, .
(3.23)
In the other limit, when #, is small but nonzero,
such that 02/27~12 /2t << 1, Eq. (3.10) yields

AFX(t, h) = 2L V)R |tV 20 (- t)z =1t

-1 1 +V2)PIn| K t|+[1 G2 - 1)+ § - 5V2 |22
(3.24)
This then gives the surface-layer spontaneous
magnetization of a semiinfinite Ising model, name-
1y,
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X : a X
M(t, 0)=1im W[f (tihy)]
hy=0 1
=2(L+V2)2K 2| ¢|V%0(~¢t),  (3.25)
while the boundary susceptibility behaves as
. 9
X>1(1(i, 0)= 1lma—h—‘M>{(t, hy)
1
~=2(1+V2)rtnlt| . (3.26)

These results agree with the computation by
McCoy and Wu,'®

IV. CORRECTIONS TO THE BULK-PLUS-SURFACE
BEHAVIOR

In this section, we consider the correction term
elr,0®)=n"t [ atinlls p(B)g(6) V] (@.1)
0

to the bulk and surface behavior for large 7. In
(4.1), we have

pE)=1+(1+0%)/X(8) @.2)
and

q(§)=1-(T+0?)/X(¢) . 4.3)
For large 7, one may write

X @) _ It 21T o(&8/|7]%)] @.4)
and
(T+0%)/X (&) =[sgn(1) +0%/| 7|]

-z 87 sgn()+ o/ [ T[]+ O(&Y/| 7] . @.5)

When T>T, (7>0), it is obvious from (4. 2) that
p(£)=1. Hence, p-lge™X is small for large T.
On expanding the logarithm in powers of plqe™¥,
one finds

e(1,0%) = w"f dtplget* 1 0(e®) for T>T,.

0 (4.6)
We may substitute (4.2)-(4.5) into this equation
to get

e(T, 0.2) — Tr-le-4lfl
© 2 2
-o/T 1+02/7 2
% 2m=2| =28°/17TI
j(; d£[2+02/7+(2+02/TF£T ]e (4 7)
These Gaussian integrals can be evaluated easily,
and we find

e(r,0%)= e E(T,0%/7) @.8)
in which
E*(7, p%) = 8m) P 713 (= y3) (@ + p?)t
+T V(1492424 92) 2] @4.9)

When the external field %, vanishes (y=0), we
have
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E*(1,0)=E}(T) = (32)1(2n7)1/2 @.10)
and the leading correction term is simply
e(T,0)= (32)"1@2nT)/2 ™7 | 4.11)

When the field is nonzero (y#0), we find from
(4.9) that
E*(1, %)= @8m) /2 (= y®) @+ y?) T3 [1 4+ O(T7Y)],
4.12)
Hence, the leading term of the function e(7, 0'%)
for large 7is

e(1,0%)~ 8 /2 (- p?)@+y?) T2 e | (4.13)

When the temperature is below T, (7 <0), one
finds from (4. 2) that

p(&)=0?/|T|+387 21 +0%/T)+ O T™) .

Therefore p(£)! can be very large when £ and o2/
| 7| are sufficiently small. For this reason, we
may not use the expansion of the logarithm, as

@.14)

we did for T >T,. We integrate (4.1) by parts,

and find
2 2 =4X
e(t,02) = w'lf dgi p4—4r3qee
o1 27 201 +0'z/‘r)e
f at S 2o — @.15)

When 7 is large, we may make the following ap-
proximations:

prge¥=o?/| 7|+ 38721 +0%/7)+ @+0%/T) e,

4.16)

pro?/|7|+3E27" 214 02/T), @.17)

~@2+0%/7) - 327121+ 0%/7), @.18)
and

g2/x=~£2/|7|, E1/X°~-£%/7? 4.19)

Substituting (4.16)—(4.19) into (4.15), and then
neglecting the term of the order ¢-®'"', we find

e(T,oz)=4(e'4'”/1T|1'l)fw (2672 — £ — 292072 (% + 62 4 £20 2)"1] o281l dt |

+4(e-4|1'|/.”)f (y +52 £2 2)1 -252 lTldE ,

+4(e'4'”yz/1152)f [(y%+ 0%+ E22)1 = (924 £202) e-lellTldxg» ,
0

where we have written

yi=a?/|7|, 4.21)

R a.22)
and

=@-y%e? . 4.23)

Let us define a function
J

e(T, 0.2)z4 Pl (Z‘H’I T| )-I/Z(x-z -

(4. 20)
I
w e-MF
q:(x):fo £ —au. 4. 24)
It is easy to show that
®(0)=7/2, (4.25)
®(\)=3(0)+O0(/%) as -0, 4.26)
() =z(@/N)2+037?) as A~ @.27)

Now, the integrals in (4.20) can be written in terms
of the function & yielding the final result

| 7|/8) = 8™ y2r-1x=3(y% 4 62)1 /25 (2(y 2 + 6%)/| T|x?)

+4 e-4l'rl7r-1x-1(y2+ 62)-1/24)(2(3,2_‘_ 52)/| T‘x2)+4e-4lflﬁ-1y2x-l

X6 (y2+ 6% /28(2(y%+ %)/ | 7| %2) - | v| @292/ | T|x?)]

When the field is zero (2,=0=y=0), we have

&(26%/|7|x®)=1/2+0() . (4.29)
Hence (4.28) becomes
e(r,0)=2| 7] + O(e™*'™) . (4.30)

When the field is nonvanishing, we find 62~ ¢=4!"!

« 92 for large 7, and we can make the Taylor ex-
pansions

@.28)

I
(9% +62)1/2= | y| 1= 48| y|= 2+ 0(8Y), (4.31)

8@2(y%+0%)| 7| 2) = 8@2y?| 7| 1x?) + 28| 7|x 2

X8 (2y2| 7| 1) = (] 7] /2129 + 00"
@. 32)
In (4.32), we have used the identity

8 1
n2M=20)- (/M2 (4.33)
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Substituting (4.31) and (4.32) into (4.28), we get

e(t,0%) = e E (T, 0%) , @.34)

where )
E~(T,0%) == @m) 12| 7|2 s 27 x 1y ~1a (2 92| 7] 'xB) L
(4.35)

When y2>3, the argument of the function & is
large, that is,
2y%| 7| P-4 7]y - pP) 1, (4.36)
so that on using (4.29), we find
E~(1,0%)~ - 8m)1/2| 7| /3(y2-2) 9% for yE>3.
4.37)

In the limit %, ~y-0, the second term in (4.35) di-
verges, so that the more complete expression
(4.28) must be used and (4. 30) results.
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APPENDIX A: COMPARISON OF NOTATION

In this article, we use the notation
M) = 2711 - 23 1+ 2,20 (6) (A1)
and
A(w) =271 = 28 1+ 26|20 (0) (A2)
in which the variable w is defined by
w=sin(6/2) , (A3)

and the functions A,(w) are defined in (2.4), and
A(8) and A\’ (9) are given® by Eq. (3.14) in McCoy
and Wu’s paper. We also write

v.(w)=20%(8) , (A4)

v.(w)=20"%(0) , (A5)
and

u(w) = = 20(v")z5let (A8)
with

(:=Zz'sim9|1+ew|'2 s (A7)

where v,(w), and u(w) are defined in (2.5) and (2.6),

while v(6) and o' (6) are given by Eq. (3.19) in Ref.13.

APPENDIX B: THE CORRECTION TERM E,

The correction term E, defined in (2.19) can be
written as

SCALING FUNCTION FOR A STRIP 3483

E,=(m)! ' dw(l = 0?2101 + x(w)e™], (Bl1)

c/n
where
X(w) = (v = 22u) (v, + 22u)™t . (B2)

Since z%«(w) is nonnegative for all w and 7, one
finds

[x()|<|v./v.] . (B3)

Furthermore, one can readily establish the in-
equality

3(v, - v)= = | 7] (24 nPu?) V2, (B4)

' Combination of Eqs. (B3) and (B4) yields

[x(w)|<4+7%2. (B5)

Because X(w) is bounded, we can expand the log-
arithm in (B1) to find

E,= (1m)'1f1 dw(l = W) 2x(w)e™ + 0(e2) .

/n (BG)
From (2.14) and (B5), we find that
E,< (2n) '@+ 1%c)e ¢+ 0(e”®) , (B7)

so that E, is of the order e™*°.
APPENDIX C: ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF X, (tn™')

Since A,(w, T#7Y) is even in 777!, the function

1
= (tnY) =j dw(l = w?) 121, (w, T27Y)
0

1
—2[ dw (T2 + W?)V/2 (C1)
0

is also even in mz"!, Therefore, it has the asymp-
totic expansion

() =2,(0)+ 3720722 (0) + R(TwY) (C2)

in which

1 1
>,(0) =f dw(l - 0?21, (v, 0)—2f dww
o 0

1
=f dw( - w?)"21n[1 + 20 + 20 (1 + w?)1/2] - 1
()

=2G-1 (C3)
and

B10)- [ doli- oD (0, 0/, 0] -2 v
0

=2f1dw w @A - t2-1]=1n2 . (c4)
A ;

The remainder R(7#"!) in the expansion (C2) can
be put in the form

1
R(rwt)= [ doT (o, Tn), (c5)
0
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in which
T (w, 71"t = (1 = W®)V3Inn, (w, T7Y) = 10, (w, 0)

- 372 (0, 0)/2.(w, 0)]

- [2(7%% + ®)/% = 20 - T¥%w™Y] . (C6)
Consider first the contribution due to the integra-
tion over the interval [0, ¢/z], namely,

c/n
R1=f do T (w, ™) . 1)
0

In this interval, X = (7222 + w?)'/2~¢/n is much
less than unity and so we can expand In),(w, T7"%)
as a Taylor series in (724772 + w?)!/2, (Note that
In), is analytic in X.) This yields

InX, (w, Tr ) = 2(7307% + P/ 24 R (72072 4 ?)P/2
+0(c*n™) , (C8)
and, in particular,
In,(w, 0) = 2w+ $w?+ O(ctn™) . (C9)
- On substituting (C8) and (C9) into (C6), we get
T (w, Tu )~ (1 = w?) V2 B[(13172 + 0%)*/% - )
+2[(1 = M2 1)[(T20 2+ WB)M2 - W]

- 373 20[(1 - W) V2 1]}~ BT
(C10)
Therefore R, defined in (C7) is of the order #n-*c?,
so that

Ry~ for c=n''%, (C11)

Consider next the contribution due to the rest of
the integration range, namely,

1
Ry=| dwT(w, ™).
c/n

(C12)

When w = ¢/n, we may expand \,(w, 7/x) as a Tay-
lor series in 7/x to find
Xw, T/n) = X, (w, 0) - 372172 (w, 0)

=2(T2 2+ )21+ T2+ WP)/2

- 201+ W®)2 = 72572 (1 + 0?) 2w (14 200)

U e I (C13)
We also find
2(702 + W)/ = 20w - TE 2wt~ P~ 2
(C14)

Consequently the balance of the remainder satis-
fies

(C15)

This shows that the total remainder in (C5), which
is a sum of R, and R,, is of the order #™°/%, Thus
we have established the result

R2~n'5/2 .

HELEN AU-YANG AND
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E(Tn1)=2G-1+37%21n2+ 0(n%/?) ,
quoted in (2., 22),
APPENDIX D: THE CORRECTION TERM E,

(C1e)

The correction term E,, defined in (2.44), can
be decomposed as

Ey = (m®) ™ (Ef + E3) , (1)

where
£p= [ ael( - Enty e - 1]In(pr g ), (2)
0
and, with w=£/n,
EB= cd 1 - 2, =2\=1/2
; fo £ (1 - £n)

x{In[v,+ v ™+ 2%u(l - e™)] - In(1 + p~1q &%)},
(D3)
Evidently one has the bound
Cc
|Eg | <[ = P12 - l]f dg[In(p+qeh)]| .
0

. (D4)
Let us define

Po(€)=1+7/X(£) and qo(§)=1-7/X(£) . (D5)

One sees that p, and ¢, are nonnegative for all 7
and £, Since (1 -¢™**)<4X and ¢2/X>0, we find

In(p+qge™) =1n[ po+ go e + 02/X(1 - e™*¥)]
<In(po+qo+40?%) =In(2+40?) , (D6)
Moreover, as ¢, is also nonnegative, we have

In(p+qe™**)=1np, . (D7)

When T> T,(7>0), we can see from (D. 5) that p,
exceeds unity, so that Inp,= 0. Therefore
lIn(p+qge™™) =In(p+qe™) for T>T,. On substi-
tuting (D. 6) into (D.4), we get

|Ef| < c*n?(1 = Pn?) /2 In(d + 20%) . (D8)

On the other hand, when T<T,(T <0), we have p,
<1, so that

—-Inpy=0. (D9)
The bounds (D6), (D7), and (D9) yield

|in(p+qe**)| <In(d+202) —Inp, . (D10)
A straightforward integration then leads to
[
f dtInpy=—c(c'Inc) as c—=, (D11)
0

Hence, when 7'<0, the error term E# of (D4) sat-
isfies
|EZ| < (1 = *n®)/?[In(2 + 40%) + O(c™' Inc)]
~nt/2 (D12)

To discuss EZ we put
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Q(E, T)=Q(wn, T)=v,+v ™ + 2%u(l — ™) , in which
@ (£)=Q(&,0), (D13) ‘Ui(w) =0, (w,0)=1:VZw(l+ wz)-1/g ) (D16)
and
= : -1 17
R(E, T):p+qe“*x , R, (£)=R(£, 7). (D14) ) YI(E) Qo(g)/v +(£/”)Ro(§) 5 (15) )
an

Consequently, we can write E£ in the form

Y5(£) = Q(E, )R (8)/Qu(E)R(E, ) -1, (D18)

) We shall consider first the contribution to E7
+1n[1+ Y, (¢, DI, arising from the integration of In[1+ Y,(£)]. By
(D15) (D17) we have

J

B - [ “aE(l - B2 {ngd(E/m) + 1nl1+ Y,(8)]

Y,(8) = Ro(6) [ (10 /0% = 1) ¥ + (10 /22) €™ (%" = 1) + (22°/00 - o2/ £) (1 = )+ (02/8) e (e~ 1)],

where ¢° and «° denote ¢(w, 7) and u(w, 7) evaluated at 7=0. It is easy to show that (b19)
|Ry(8)|=1, o2/0%<1, , (D20)
[0 /8 -1|<2v2¢/n, (D21)
and |
22u0/18 - 03/E=02/E{(1 - W®)/[(1 + ?)/2 4V 2 0] - 1} = (62/E)V2w=V2(0%/n) . (D22)
I
Furthermore, when #'X is small, the function On substituting (D20)-(D22) and (D24) into (D19),
¥ given by (2.13) and (2.14), has a conver- we have
gent Taylor expansion, Therefore, one finds l Yy( E)ls Bt o 4 g3 ot
e Fmt—1 +2(0%/n) +n2EMo? | (D25)
=exp{4X —2n1n[1 + 2n72X2% 4 271X (L + 72X 32 - 1 Because £e¥<1, and £ <c2=u, we see that |Y,(¥)!
L2t o(txY) . (D23) is of the order n!. Therefore
This implies that there exists a positive constant fcln[l +Y(B)]dt|=c| Y (&)~ ent=ntl2
M, such that 0 (D26)
We shall next show that Y,(£) of (D18) is also of
|e X _ 1| <n2X3M (D24) the order n*!, We write Y,(£) as
|
Yo(£) = Q&) 'R(E) ™ [(2%u - /X)L = &™) + (0%/X )e ¥ (1 - **) R (£)
+ Q&) R(E) Y [v,+ 0™ = (p+ g e Ry(8) - [0+ 10 e — (L+ eH)R(E, 7)}
- Qo) (2% =02/ )(1 - &™)+ (07/8) e (1 - )] . (D27)
As Py, gy, 02/X, and (1 - e*¥) are all nonnegé.tive, we find
R(§)=p+qe™*=0*(1-e™)/X, (D28)
R(&)=po+qoe™* = ¥, (D29)
and
R(§)=>py>38/X2 . (D30)
Using (2.6), we can show
|22ux/o? = 1| < P [L+| et ]+ (P22 4 2)V/%) 4 2| o7t |+ 273072 ~ 7t (D31)

Moreover, from (D23) we find

l-e™<(i-e), (D32)
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and by (D28), (D31), and (D32), we have
|RY(E)(2%u - 02/X)(1 = &™) | ~n7t .
Using (D24) and (D29), we find

|R™(E, 7) e 02 (1 - ™) /X | < 02 Mn2X? < Mo?n 2 (1% + ) ~n™t .

Furthermore, it is trivial to establish
QUE) <1 and |Ry(&)|<4+202.
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Combining (D33)-(D35), we find that the first term of Y,(£, 7) in (D27) is of order nt,
Similarly, we can show that the last term of Y,(%, 7), in (D27), is also of the order ™,
Since (v, — pp) =— (v. = qo), and Q3'(£) <1, the second term in (D27) becomes

Qo) R(E, T Ro(B) (0, = p)(L = €™) + go(e™™ = e™)] = R(7, £ (0= 1)(L = &™)+ (" = )]}
<oy =po =204 1|+ RUE, ) |0, = po|[| A+ )X = &) = (1 =" Y (L+e™) |
+1=e™)o?(1-e)/E+ X 0%+ | 7)1 - e‘"‘o)(l - e )]+ (e‘“'"‘:0 1R, 7T)
X[|e¥ = e |+ e |7 + 02| (1 = e ¥)/X |+ ™ R(E, 7)™ [| 7| X (e = 1) | Ry (8)|

+(1+ e-4X)le4X-nt - e4£~n&’°|+0.2(e4x-nt -1)(1- e-4€)/£] ]

From (2.5) and (D5), we can show

|0, = po+ 22 = 1| <2027 + 2| 7| w4 O(®) ~ 2™t (D37)

and

|v, = po| < 2n71E2X 1, (D38)
Using (D30) and (D38), we find,

|R(E, T) @, po) | 47X . (D39)

Because £e~'<1, and X <|7|+ £, we have

[A=-e™)Q+e®) -1 - %) (1 + )| s 4 < x1,
(D40)
Furthermore, we can write

(1 - e-45)£-1= (1 - 2-45)(X-1+ 5-1 _X-l)
erl_‘_ E-lX-sz(l - 6-467)7$X-1(1+4T) .

(D41)
By (D25) and (D30), we get
FIR(E, T) (M — 1) <2Mu2X2~pt . (D42)
We also have the bound
gl — e | <28 <1, (D43)

Finally, by (D23), we have R(%, 7)'e™** <1 and also

(D33)
(D34)
(D35)
(D36).
|
find
PAX-nE _ e4e-n:0z%n-z(Xs - &) <ZpiXir ~yt
(D44)
The bound (D24), leads to
X-l(e‘ix-n! - 1) < Mn-ZXZ ~n—l R (D45)
and, with (D41), to
(1)1 - e )/ E~nt . (D46)

This shows that every term in (D36) is of the or-

der #n*!, Therefore we have Y,(w, 7)~#"!, and

hence obtain

c
f dE (1= Ex?)In[1+ Yy(w, T)]|~ent~nt/2 |
0 (D47)
Consequently, we have established the estimate

c/n
Ey= (wn)‘lf dw (1 - w210, (w, 0)+ 0(™'?) ,
’ (D48)
and, since by the definition (2.33), we also have

c/n
Ez=— ()™ fo dw (1 = w?)%1nv,(w,0) , (D49)

we conclude that (E,+ Es) is of the order »™/2,
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