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Fig. 1. A typical time-evolution of the magnetization M(¢) for L =7, K =1/T=0.5. Here K. = 1/T, ~ 0.44.
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Fig. 2. A typical data for the autocorrelation function
MOM@e) forL=7,K=1/T=0.5.
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Fig. 3. The size-dependence of the relaxation time 7. The symbols 4, o, o and & correspond to K = 0.45, 0.46, 0.48 and 0.50,
respectively. We maintain this notation throughout this letter. Bars denote ambiguity in each estimation.
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Fig. 4. The size-dependence of 7L % (z = 2.2, see the text).
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The slope a(K) corresponds to the factord|e(” in eq. (7)
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