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Résumé. 2014 Nous présentons une méthode qui combine les idées de matrice de transfert et de Monte Carlo pour
étudier le problème de la percolation de site en dimension 2 et 3. Nous utilisons cette méthode pour calculer les
propriétés de rubans (2D) et de barreaux (3D). En utilisant les lois d’échelle des systèmes finis, nous obtenons
des estimations du seuil et des exposants qui confirment des valeurs déjà connues. Nous discutons les avantages
et les limitations de notre méthode en la comparant avec les calculs Monte Carlo habituels.

Abstract 2014 In this paper we develop a method which combines the transfer matrix and the Monte Carlo methods
to study the problem of site percolation in 2 and 3 dimensions. We use this method to calculate the properties
of strips (2D) and bars (3D). Using a finite size scaling analysis, we obtain estimates of the threshold and of the
exponents which confirm values already known. We discuss the advantages and the limitations of our method
by comparing it with usual Monte Carlo calculations.
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1. Introduction.

Finite size scaling has become a widely used method
to study numerically critical phenomena [1]. It
consists in calculating the properties of finite systems
(like squares or cubes) or of systems finite in all direc-
tions but one (strips or bars) and in extracting the
critical behavior of infinite systems by looking at the
size dependence of the physical properties.
There exist presently two main approaches to cal-

culate the properties of finite systems. One is the
Monte Carlo method [2] which can be used in a lot of
situations (in particular in any dimension) but has the
disadvantage that all the results are obtained with
statistical errors : these error bars are expected to
decrease only like the inverse of the square root of the
computer time. The other method is the transfer
matrix method [3] which allows to calculate with a
very high accuracy the properties of finite systems or of
strips but has the disadvantage that the size of the
transfer matrix increases usually exponentially with
the physical size of the system. For that reason, most
of the works using transfer matrices were restricted to
two dimensions.
For two dimensional systems, although transfer

matrices limit strongly the size of the systems which
can be studied, the fact that the properties of these
finite systems can be calculated with a high accuracy

gives estimates of the critical properties of infinite
systems which are as good as, and sometimes better
than, the results obtained from Monte Carlo simula-
tions on much bigger systems. It is also possible that
the finite size scaling is valid for smaller sizes when
one chooses strip or bar geometries (transfer matrices)
than when one chooses square or cube geometries
(Monte Carlo).
The idea of trying the transfer matrix method to

study 3 dimensional systems has already been pro-
posed For the 3d Ising model, it seems impossible to
calculate the properties of bars of width larger than 5.
The width 5 is already a very hard calculation [4].
Other 3 dimensional problems like localization [5] and
random resistor networks [6] were also studied by
using transfer matrices. In these cases, there is pre-
sently no way of calculating exactly the properties of
narrow strips or bars. Thus the transfer matrix
method is used to calculate the properties of a very
long sample on which the values of the potentials (in
the localisation problem) or of the resistors (in the
conductivity problem) are chosen at random. If the
sample were infinitely long, the results would be
exact. However the typical length of bars which can
be achieved is 105-108 and all the results are known
with statistical errors. For the localisation problem
and for the conductivity problem, it is possible to
treat bars of width up to 20. Therefore it is possible to
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study bars of larger widths than for the Ising model
but with the drawback of statistical errors.

In this paper, we present a way of extending the
ideas which were used for the random resistor network

problem to the study of 2d and 3d percolation. The
main motivation is the following : since there is no
hope to study exactly bars of width larger than 5 for
the Ising or the percolation problem, we want to see
whether a combination of transfer matrix ideas and
of statistical methods can be used to study bars of
larger widths. In this paper, we shall concentrate our
effort on the site percolation problem because it is
the easiest problem which can be studied by Monte
Carlo methods : the configurations are generated at
once with their good weight and there is no relaxation
time to reach equilibrium. We shall describe a method
which allows us to calculate the properties of very long
strips or bars and then use the finite size scaling to
estimate the percolation threshold and the critical

exponents.
The paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we

explain why we choose to calculate the moments of
the sizes of clusters instead of the correlation length
and we discuss how finite size scaling can be used to
calculate the critical properties of the percolation
problem. In section 3 we test the method in the case
of the 2D and 3D Ising models for which we calculate,
by the usual transfer matrix method, the second and
the fourth derivatives of the free energy with respect
to the magnetic field. Using the finite size scaling
method described in section 2, we obtain estimates of
the critical properties of the Ising model. In section 4,
we make a standard Monte Carlo calculation of site

percolation on squares and then we use the ideas of
section 2 to calculate Pc and the exponents. In sec-
tions 5 and 6 we describe a combination of Monte
Carlo and transfer matrix methods to calculate the

properties of strips and bars. We then use the scaling
of section 2 to estimate again Pc and the exponents.
In the conclusion, we discuss the advantages and the
limitations of the different approaches.

2. Finite size scaling.

For a lot of models, the easiest way of using finite
size scaling is to calculate the correlation length j
on strips of finite width and then write a phenomeno-
logical renormalization equation [3]. This was already
done for the 2d percolation [7, 8] and led to rather
accurate estimates of Pc and v.
The correlation length ç on strips is defined by the

exponential decrease of the probability PL that 2 sites
at distance L along the strip are connected

If one wants to calculate this length ç by a Monte Carlo
method, one needs to generate a lot of samples. For
most of the samples the two points will not be
connected and only very few events will give a non-

zero contribution to PL. Since PL decreases exponen-
tially with L, the number of samples should increase
exponentially with L in order to have PL with statisti-
cal errors independent of L. One can probably over-
come this difficulty by introducing a bias but this
makes the calculations more complicated.

In order to avoid the difficulty of calculating the
correlation length, we decided to calculate other

quantities for which the finite size scaling is simple.
We have calculated the moments of the distribution
of clusters. For a square of size N x N, let us define

where ni is the number of clusters of i sites of a square
sample of linear size N and the averages are taken over
a large number of samples. For each size N we shall
calculate  M2 &#x3E; and ( M4 &#x3E; as a function of the
concentration p of occupied sites.

Similarly for a strip or a bar of width N and infinite
in one direction one can define the moments m2 and
m4 by

where the nl are the numbers of clusters of size i per
unit length on a strip or on a bar. In principle one
does not need to average in (4) and (5) since strips
and bars are infinite in one direction and therefore

the iii do not fluctuate.
The calculation of similar moments was already

used in Monte Carlo studies of the 2D and 3D Ising
models [9, 10] : in these works the moments  M2 &#x3E;
and M4 ) were calculated, M being the total magne-
tization of a square or a cube of linear size N. Exactly
as in the Ising case one expects that for N large and
p - pr  1, the moments M2 and M4 have a finite
size scaling form

For strips (d = 2) and bars (d = 3) since m2 and
M4 are defined per unit length, the finite size scaling
takes a slightly modified form :
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From formulae (6) and (7), one can find several ways
of estimating Pc and v.

One method [9, 10] consists in drawing the ratio
( M4 )/ M2 )2 as a function of p for several N. If
(6) and (7) were valid for every N, all the curves should
intersect at the same point Pc. However, since finite
size scaling is expected to work only for N large,
the intersections will depend on N and it is only in
the limit N - oo that one shall get Pc. From the
derivative of the ratio, at pr one can also estimate v :

With this first method, one has an estimate of Pc
and v by comparing two sizes N and N’. A disadvan-
tage of this method is that it requires the calculation
of ( M4 &#x3E;. Usually the higher moments are dominated
by the contribution of big, but rare clusters : therefore
one needs the calculation to be rather long in order
to produce enough of these big clusters. However,
since ( M 2 ) and ( M 4 ) are calculated on the same
samples, they are correlated and the error bar of the
ratio ( M4 &#x3E;/ M2 &#x3E;2 is reduced as it is the case in
the Monte Carlo calculations of the Ising model [10].
A second method consists in comparing the ( M 2 )

for 3 different sizes. At p,, one expects from (6) that
( M 2 ) increases like a power of N. A possible way
of finding Pc is to draw the ratios ( M2 &#x3E;2NI M2 &#x3E;N

ï +d
versus p which should be equal to (2) v 

+ d 
at p and to

look for the points where all these curves intersect.
Again since (6) is only valid for N &#x3E;&#x3E; 1, the estimate of
Pc will become better and better as one increases N.

Once Pc is estimated, the slopes of the curves will
give v and the value of the ratio at the intersection will
give y/v. With this method, one needs only to calculate
the moments ( M2 ) which are less sensitive to big
clusters. However, its disadvantage compared with
the previous method is that it requires the comparison
of 3 different sizes.

Lastly since the values of the critical exponents of
percolation are known (or at least conjectured) in two
dimensions, one can use this information to get better
estimates of Pc : one knows [11, 12] the value of
2b/v) + 1 and therefore one can estimate Pc by looking
at the value of p where ( M2 )2N/ M2 &#x3E;N crosses

this value.
It is easy to generalize each of these methods to the

case of strip or bar geometries. The only difference is
that the ratio ( M4 &#x3E;/ M2 &#x3E;2 has an extra factor N
and becomes m4/[(m2)2 N].

3. The 2D and 3D Ising model

In this section we present the results obtained by using
the first method in the case of strips and bars for the
usual Ising model.
We consider an Ising model on a square (2D)

or a cubic (3D) lattice in a uniform field h whose

Hamiltonian is

The free energy f per site on a strip (d = 2) or on a
bar (d = 3) of width N is given by

where A is the largest eigenvalue of the transfer matrix.
Let us call K = J/ T.
From the knowledge of A, it is easy to calculate m2

and m4 :

where m2 and m4 are related to the total magnetization
M of a strip of length L by

Technically, the largest eigenvalue A of the transfer
matrix m(K, h) can easily be obtained by constructing
the sequence of vector Vn(K, h) defined by

where Vo is chosen arbitrarily and by using the fact
that

In (13) and (14) one needs derivatives of A with
respect to h. Numerically it is always a problem to
obtain derivatives with accuracy. To avoid this

difficulty, we did a perturbation theory. We wrote :

and

and we wrote the recursion formula (15) order by
order in h. This technique, which was also used to
calculate susceptibilities in another problem [13], .

gives the derivatives of A with the same accuracy as
A itself.
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Knowing the values of m2 and m4 as a function of
K for each N, we could calculate the ratios

and we could get estimates of Kc by solving the follow-
ing equation

In principle one can compare two arbitrary sizes N
and N’ but in order to have the best convergence
when N and N’ increase, the best choice is N’ = N - 1
(see Ref [8]).
The values of Kc(N) obtained by solving equation (20)

are given in tables I and II for the 2d and 3d Ising
model.
Once Kc(N) was calculated, we could estimate v

and y/v using the following formula

The results are given in tables I and II.
One sees that in 2 dimensions the results converge

quickly to the exact known values and these calcu-
lations using the ratio m4/m22 are as good as the calcu-
lations using the correlation length [14].

In 3 dimensions, the results are not very far from
those expected but the sizes (N  4) are too small
to allow any extrapolation.

4. The site percolation on squares.

In this part, we report the results of a standard Monte
Carlo calculation done for the site percolation problem
on squares of linear size N with periodic boundary
conditions.

Squares were generated with a pseudo random
number generator used by Ogielsky [15, 16] and
we used a known algorithm to calculate the sizes of
all the clusters of each sample [17]. For several sizes
N, we give the values of ( M2 ) and ( M4 ) and of the
ratio ( M4 )/( M2 )2 as a function of p in tables IA
and IB of the Appendix.

These quantities were averaged over 105 samples
for N  16 and 104 for N &#x3E;, 24.
To estimate the error bars on ( M2 ) and ( M4 )

we divided our samples into typically 10 subsets.
We calculated the averages for each subset and then
estimated the variance assuming that the distribution

Table I. - Estimates of K (N) 1 and I obtained using
formulae (20), (21) and (22) for various sizes N for the
2d Ising model. When N increases, the results converge
well to the exact known values.

exact values 0.440687 1.75 1.0

Table II. - The same as table I in dimension 3. The expected values are those given in reference [10] or [24].
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of these subset averages were Gaussian. To estimate

 M4 &#x3E;/ M2 )2, the strictly correct procedure is to
combine the final averages of M2 and M4. This gave,
within the error bars, the same result as averaging
these ratios over the 10 subsets. This procedure is a
better way of estimating the error bars on  M4 )/
( M2&#x3E;2 than by simply combining the error bars on
 M4 &#x3E; and M2 &#x3E; because the fluctuations of
these two quantities are highly correlated

All these error bars are also given in table IA, IB
of the Appendix. (As they are only crude estimates
we have just given one value for all values of p.)
As discussed in section 2, we can now use several

approaches to estimate Pc’ y and v from these data.
The first one consists in drawing the curves

 M4 &#x3E;/ M2 )2 versus p for each size N. The finite
size scaling tells us that these curves for different N
should intersect at pc. In figures 1 A and 1 B, we have

Fig. lA. - The ratio  M4 )/( M2)2 as a function of

p for different sizes. (N = 8, 16, 32, 64, 128) of the square.
The error bars are given only on the left points of the figure.
For sizes N = 8 and N = 16 they are of the size of the
points. One can see two intersections for 32-64 and 64-128.
As expected these intersections approach the estimated
value of the threshold when N increases.

Fig. 1 B. - The same as in figure 1 A but for sizes (N = 12,
24, 48, 96). One has two intersections for 24-48 and 48-96.

drawn these curves. We see that for small sizes the
curves do not intersect, or intersect rather far from
the expected value Pc = 0.59277 ± 0.00005 [18] but
clearly when one increases the size the results become
better and better, the finite size scaling becoming
asymptotically valid. The intersection Pc(N, N’) of
the curves for N and N’ gives an estimate of Pc.

In part 3, we compared two neighbouring sizes
i.e. N’ = N - 1. This is expected to give the best
convergence of the results when N increases. In the

present case, since all the quantities are known within
error bars, one cannot determine the intersections
accurately when N and N’ are too close. Therefore,
we have chosen the following compromise N’ = 2 N
which seems empirically reasonable.
The values Pc(N, 2 N) estimated from our data are

given in table III. We have extrapolated these values,
assuming a power law convergence N - x. The best
choice for x to extrapolate the data of table III was
x = 2 and leads to

However the result (23) depends weakly on the
choice of x (I  x  3). The error bar given in (23)
contains a contribution due to the extrapolation
procedure and also a statistical part.

Once Pr was estimated, we could measure the slopes
of the curves at pr. As explained in section 2, these
slopes are proportional to N’lv.
As before, comparing the values of these slopes for N

and 2 N, gives estimates for y(N, 2 N ) 1/v( 1 N, 2 N)v

reported in table IV. As before, these values become
better and better when N increases and the same

extrapolation procedure gives

Table III. - Successive estimates of Pc and y = I/v
deduced from the intersection of the curves

 M4 &#x3E;/ M2 )2 for N and 2 N, and from the compa-
rison of the slopes at PC. The extrapolation was done
assuming a power law convergence N -x with x = 2 in
each case. The final error bars contain a statistical part,
and a subjective contribution due to the extrapolation
procedure.
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Table IV. - Value of  M4 )/ M2)2 at the p,.
The extrapolation procedure is the same as for table III.

We have used the same value for x (x = 2). However,
the final result does not depend much on the value of
x around x = 2. This means that our results do not
allow us to measure x.

Our calculation gives also an estimate for the value

lim  M4 &#x3E; (pc). We have given our successive esti-N-+oo M2 
mates of this ratio at Pc as a function of N in table IV.
Our final extrapolated estimate is

The second method consists in comparing the curves
 M2 &#x3E;2NI M2 )N (Figs. 2A, 2B). The intersections
of these curves should also converge to Pc when N
increases. We give in table V the values of the inter-
sections of these curves for N and 2 N, i.e. the inter-
sections of  M2 &#x3E;4N/ M2 &#x3E;2N and of  M2 &#x3E;2N/
 M2 &#x3E;N. This leads, after extrapolation to

Table V. - Successive estimates of Pc deduced from
the intersection of the curves  M2 &#x3E;2N/ M2 &#x3E;N and
 M2 &#x3E;4N/ M2 &#x3E;2N. The extrapolation procedure is
the same as in table III.

Fig. 2A. - Plot of  M2 &#x3E;INI M2&#x3E;N for N = 2P.4 in the
problem of squares. The error bars are indicated only for
the left points. One can see the intersections 4-8, 8-16, 16-32
and 32-64.

Fig. 2B. - The same as in figure 2A but for sizes N = 2P. 6.
One sees the intersections of 6-12, 12-24 and 24-48.

The values of these ratios at Pc are related to y/v
as explained in section 2. They are given as a function
of N in table VI leading to the estimate

Our last approach is based on the exact knowledge
of the exponents [11, 12]. In principle since v = 4/3
and y = 43/18, the value of ( M2 &#x3E;2N/ M2 &#x3E;N at

Pc should be

We can obtain estimates Pc(N) of the values of Pc for
which  M2 &#x3E;2N/ M2 &#x3E;N is equal to 13.84. The

Pc(N) are reported in table VI. After a power law
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Table VI. - a) Successive estimates of Pc knowing the
presumed exact exponents i.e. the value of
 M2 &#x3E;2N/ M2 &#x3E;N at Pc when N -&#x3E; oo. b) Conversely,
successive estimates of  M2 &#x3E;2N/ M2 &#x3E;N at our

estimated value of Pc. The extrapolations are done as
before.

extrapolation one gets

which is our third estimate of Pc.
One sees that our three estimates (23), (27) and

(30) of Pc are compatible together and with the other
values in the literature (Pc = 0.59277 ± 0.00005 [18],
Pc = 0.5927 ± 0.0002 [8], Pc = 0.5923 ± 0.0007 [19],
Pc = 0.5927 ± 0.0001 [26], Pc = 0.5925 ± 0.0003 [22],
p = 0.5929 ± 0.0003 [25]). Our best value is given by
the third method, which can unfortunately work only
if the values of the exponents are known exactly (i.e.
in dimension 2).
Our estimates (25) and (28) of the exponent v and

of y/ v are not very accurate but in agreement with the
conjectured values v = 1.3333 and y/v = 1.79166.
We believe that the method we have used in this

section has two advantages in comparison with the
method [17, 18, 20] which consists in calculating the
probability that there is a cluster connecting the two
opposite sides of a square. The first advantage is that
we work with periodic conditions and therefore the
finite size effects are not affected by surface effects.
The second advantage is that our results show that,
with relatively small sizes, one can determine rather
accurately Pc and the exponents. We think that our
results could be improved by better statistics more
than by increasing the sizes of our samples.

5. The site percolation on strips (2d).

Let us first describe the algorithm we have used to
study the site percolation problem on strips. This
algorithm enables us to calculate the moments m2

and m4 for strips or bars of finite width but of arbi-
trary length.

Suppose that we have constructed a strip of finite
length L and width N with periodic boundary condi-
tions. We then add to it a new column (the column
L + 1) and each site on this column is either occupied
with probability p or empty with probability 1 - p.
What information [8] should be kept to calculate the
properties of the strip of length L + 1 knowing those
of the strip of length L ?
One can easily see that the following properties

are sufficient. If we know how all the sites of column L
are connected together by the strip of length L and
the size of the clusters they belong to, in the strip of
length L, it is easy to compute these properties for
the strip of length L + 1. At the same time we can
find the sizes of all the clusters which end at column L.
So at column L, there is a finite amount of information
to be kept : the connections between the sites of
column L and the sizes of the clusters which have at
least one site belonging to column L.
At each column L, one has a contribution coming

from the clusters which end at this column L. By
adding all these contributions, one gets m2 and m4.
We have calculated estimates of m2 and m4 by

constructing long strips (typically L ~ 10’). Our
results are reported in table II of the Appendix.

Because our strips have finite lengths, the values
of m2 and m4 have error bars that we estimated in the

following way. We have cut a strip of length L into
10 parts (of length L/10). We calculated m2 and m4
for each part and we estimated the error bars assuming
that the distribution of m2 and m4 were Gaussian.

Here, as in section 3, the fluctuations of the ratio

1 m4/m22 were calculated with the distribution of theN M4 2

subset estimates rather than combining the error bars
of m4 and m2. To eliminate the boundary effect due
to the beginning of the calculation, we always cons-
tructed a strip of length L + Lo and we started to
count the clusters only after the Lo column (we choose
typically Lo = L/10).
The results given in table II of the Appendix can be

analysed in different ways as we did in part 4 for the
problem of squares.
We have plotted the ratio m4/Nm22 versus p for

different sizes N in figure 3. These curves intersect
at values of p which converge quickly to Pc. If we
want to compare as in part 4 the results for N and
2 N we have just two values P,(N, 2 N). This makes
the extrapolation impossible. We have adopted the
following non rigorous procedure. We have first
measured the slopes in the range 0.5920  p  0.5940,
which gives 3 values of y(N, 2 N) which are reported
in table VII. These values are extrapolated assuming
a power law

Here the results seemed to converge like N - 4 although
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Fig. 3. - Plot of m 4/Nm2 for different sizes versus p in
the site percolation problem on strips. Here the moments
are given per unit length. The error bars are indicated at
the left points of the figure. One can see two intersections.

Table VII. - Successive estimates from Pc and y
deduced from the curves m4/ N mî for N and 2 N. The
extrapolation is done versus n-x with x = 4.

the value of x = 4 cannot be taken seriously. We
then have plotted our two values of Pc(N, 2 N) versus
N ^ 4 which gave

In this strip calculation, it is difficult to estimate error
bars. We see that curves for different sizes (6, 8, 12)
intersect at the same point which is not Pc. If we expect
a good convergence of Pc(N, N’) toward Pc when N
and N’ increase, this seems incompatible with our
error bars. We think that the reason for that is the

following : for this problem of site percolation on
strips, the sizes of the clusters can be arbitrarily large.
The distribution of the number of clusters is such
that very big and rare clusters contribute to the
moments. Therefore the strips have to be long enough
in order to have a sufficient number of these clusters.

Table VIII. - Successive estimates of the ratio M41N 2
at Pc for the problem on strips. The extrapolation is done
versus n-x with x = 4.

For a width &#x3E; 8 we think that an L ~ 108 would
be a good value. Note however that, because of the
correlations in the moments, this effect has a smaller
influence on the ratio m4/Nm22 than on m4, and also
probably than on m2.
From the curves m2(2 N)/m2(N) versus p, our

results were rather bad and we could not deduce
estimates of critical properties from these ratios.
We see that, from a statistical point of view, these

calculations on strips (2D) are more difficult than the
calculations on squares but that the results converge
more rapidly to their asymptotic values when N increa-
ses. The statistical problem is less serious in the 3D
case that we shall discuss now.

6. The site percolation problem on bars (3D).

To study the 3D problem, we have used again the
algorithm described in 5. The only difference is that
we now study bars, which have square sections of
linear size N i.e. section of N 2 sites. Our results for

M2 and m4 are given in table III of the Appendix, with
the error bars calculated exactly with the same pro-
cedure as in part 3.
We have first plotted the curves m4/Nm22 versus p

for different sizes N in figure 4. We see here that the
intersections of the curves converge monotonically
and rather rapidly to the expected value of p,
0.3117 ± 0.0003 [21]. We give the successive estimates
Pc(N, 2 N) in table IX and extrapolated these values
assuming a convergence N -x (x = 2 seemed the
best possible choice). Our estimate of Pc follows

We have then measured the slopes of the curves at
Pc. Our estimated values y(N, 2 N) are given in
table IX and, when extrapolated versus n-x with
x = 1, give the following estimate

Note we have taken here a different value of x as for

Pc(N, 2 N). (The extrapolation seemed to be more
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Fig. 4. - Same thing as in figure 3 but for the site perco-
lation problem on bars. The error bars are indicated for
the points at the left, but for the sizes 10 and 12 we have
made more iterations for the points 0.310, 0.3125 and 0.315.
The error bars are indicated for 0.310. One can see 3 inter-
sections 4-8, 5-10, 6-12.

Table IX. - a) Successive estimates of pr deduced
from the intersections of the curves m4/Nml for N and
2 N. The extrapolation is made versus n-x with x = 2.
b) Successive estimates of y deduced from the compa-
rison of the slopes of the curves m4/(Nm’) for N and
2 N at pr. Here x = 1.

sensitive to x in this 3D case than in 2D on squares or

strips.) Finally the successive estimates of m4 atNmi
Pc are given in table X and extrapolated with x = 1 to

give

We can now turn to the ratio m2(2 N)/m2(N). The
curves showing this ratio versus p are given in figure 5.
We see that we have an intersection at a value

Pc(5,6) = 0.3145 ± 0.0004. The values of the ratio

at Pc are given in table XI and extrapolated with x =1
to give the estimate of

Table X. - Successive values of m4/Nm2 at the
estimated value of PC. The extrapolation is made
versus n-x with x = 1.

Fig. 5. - Plot of m2(2 N)/m2(N) versus p in the site perco-
lation problem on bars. One can see the intersection (5-6).

Table XI. - Successive values of the height of
m2(2 N)/m2(N) at our estimate of p,. The values are
extrapolated versus n-x with x = 1.

Our determination (34) of pr is in good agreement
with the work of Heermann and Stauffer [21]
Pc = 0.3117 ± 0.0002 (see also Ref. [22]). Concerning
the exponents we find v = 0.90 ± 0.02 in agreement
with v = 0.89 ± 0.01 [21] and our value (37) agrees
also rather well with the series estimate y = 1.74 [23].
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7. Conclusion.

In this paper we have shown that one can use the finite
size scaling properties of the moments of the sizes of
clusters instead of the correlation length to calculate
critical properties. We have calculated these moments
by standard methods for the two dimensional site

percolation problem on squares and developed an
algorithm combining transfer matrices and Monte
Carlo sampling to calculate the properties of strip (2D)
and bars (3D).
Our calculations on squares gave results compatible

with those already known in the literature. Our
results for strips were difficult to interpret probably
because for strips, there are large but rare clusters
which contribute to the moments in a significant way.
It is then necessary to construct strips long enough
to have a representative number of these clusters. We
think that L = 4 x 107 was slightly too short and
that strips 10 times longer would improve our results
a lot. However one should notice that the results for

strips converge more rapidly with the size of the sys-
tem.

For example the curves m4/Nm22 for N = 6 and
12 intersect at p - 0.594 for strips whereas for the
squares the first intersection of the corresponding
ratio is at p - 0.587 for the sizes 24 and 48. In the
3D problem, this is a very important advantage. The
problem of large clusters seems less serious for the
3D problem than for the 2D problem. This can be

seen in particular in the values of the ratios m4/Nm22
given in equations (33) and (36). Since the ratio is
smaller in D = 3 than in D = 2, this means that in
D = 3 the contribution of large clusters is less impor-
tant With bars of length L = 10’ and sizes N  12
we were able to obtain results perfectly compatible
with those of Heermann and Stauffer, confirming in
particular a higher value of the exponent (v N 0.90)
than was found in previous calculations (v N 0.80
[17]). Note that our method is just limited by the avai-
lable computer time and not for example by technical
problems of memory size.
We think it would be interesting to carry out a

similar calculation in the case of the Ising model. Note
however that the MC sampling would be more difficult
than for the site percolation problem, the configura-
tions having now to be constructed with their
Boltzmann weight.

This method seems however to be a good way of
studying some 3D models by the finite size scaling so
successfully used in two dimensions and to overcome
the difficulties related to the size of the transfer
matrices involved in exact calculations.
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Table Ala. - Results for squares of size N x N. In a) are given the moments  M 2 &#x3E; and their error bars, in b)
the moments  M4 ) and in c) the ratios  M4 ) /  M2 )2. The results are obtained with 104 samples for the dotted
points and 105 samples for the others.
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Table AIb. - The same as in table Ala but for other sizes.
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Table All. - Results for strips of transversal size N. In a) are given the second moments m2 per unit length and
their error bars ; in b) the fourth moments and in c) the ratios m4/m2.
The strips are 107 unit long for the dotted ( +) points, and 4 x 107 long for the others.
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Table AIII. - Results for bars of transversal size N x N. In a) are given the second moments m2 per unit length
and their errors bars ; in b) the fourth moments and in c) the ratios m4/m22. The strip are 5 x 106 unit long for the
dotted (+) points and 107 long for the others.

References

[1] BARBER, M. N., 1983 in Phase Transitions and Critical
Phenomena ed. Domb and Lebowitz, Vol. 8.

[2] BINDER, K., Applications of the Monte Carlo Method
in Statistical Physics, (Springer Verlag, Topics
in Current Physics) 1984, Vol. 36.

[3] NIGHTINGALE, M. P., J. Appl. Phys. 53 (1982) 7927
and references therein.

[4] HAMER, C. J., J. Phys. A 16 (1983) 1257.
[5] PICHARD, J. L. and SARMA, G., J. Phys. C 14 (1981)

L127; J. Phys. C 14 (1981) L617.
[6] DERRIDA, B., STAUFFER, D., HERRMANN, H. J. and

VANNIMENUS, J., J. Physique Lett. 44 (1983) L-701.
DERRIDA, B., ZABOLITZKY, J. G., VANNIMENUS, J. and

STAUFFER, D., J. Stat. Phys. 36 (1984) 31.
HERRMANN, H. J., DERRIDA, B. and VANNIMENUS, J.,

Phys. Rev. B 30 (1984) 4080.
[7] DERRIDA, B. and DE SEZE, L., J. Physique 43 (1982) 475.

[8] DERRIDA, B. and VANNIMENUS, J., J. Physique Lett.
41 (1980) L473.

[9] BRUCE, A. D., SCHNEIDER, T. and STOLL, E., Phys.
Rev. Lett. 43 (1979) 1284.

BINDER, K., Z. Phys. B 43 (1981) 119.
[10] BARBER, M. N., PEARSON, R. B., TOUSSAINT, D. and

RICHARDSON, J. L., preprint LT.P. 1983.

[11] DEN NIJS, M. P. M., J. Phys. A 12 (1979) 1857.
[12] PEARSON, R. B., Phys. Rev. B 22 (1980) 2579.
[13] YEOMANS, J. and DERRIDA, B., J. Phys. A (1985) in press.
[14] NIGHTINGALE, M. P., Physica 83A (1976) 561.
[15] MARSAGLIA, G., in Encyclopedy of Mathematics. The

algorithm is xn+1 = xn-5 + xn-17 mod (231- 1).
[16] OGIELSKY, A., Seminar given in Orsay 1984.
[17] KIRKPATRICK, S., Ill condensed matter, Les Houches

1978 eds. R. Balian.

MAYNARD, R. and TOULOUSE, G. (North Holland).



1057

[18] GEBELE, T., J. Phys. A 17 (1984) L51.
[19] DJORDJEVIC, Z. V., STANLEY, H. E., MARGOLINA, A.,

J. Phys. A 15 (1982) L405.
[20] STAUFFER, D., Phys. Rep. 54 (1979) 1.

[21] HEERMANN, D. W. and STAUFFER, D., Z. Phys. B 44
(1981) 339.

[22] WILKINSON, D., BARSONY, M., J. Phys. A 17 (1984)
L129.

[23] GAUNT, D. S., WHITTINGTON, S. G., SYKES, M. F.,
J. Phys. A 14 (1981) L247.

[24] LE GUILLOU, J. C., ZINN-JUSTIN, J., Phys. Rev. Lett.
39 (1977) 95.

[25] SAPOVAL, B., Rosso, M. and GOUYET, J. F., Preprint
1985.

[26] RAPAPORT, D. C., J. Phys. A 18 (1985) L175.


