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Equilibrium via multi-spin-flip Glauber dynamics in Ising Model
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Notwithstanding great strides that statistical mechanics has made in recent decades, an analytic
solution of arguably the simplest model of relaxation dynamics, the Ising model in an applied
external field remains elusive even in 1d. Extant studies are based on numerics using single-spin-flip
Glauber dynamics. There is no reason why this algorithm should lead to the global minimum energy
state of the system. With this in mind, we explore multi-spin-flip parallel and sequential Glauber
dynamics of Ising spins in 1d and also on a regular random graph of coordination number z = 3. We
view our study as a small initial step to test the generally implied hypothesis that the equilibrium
is independent of the relaxational dynamics or if it carries some signature of it.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The grand task of statistical mechanics is to explain
thermodynamics of systems with huge degrees of free-
dom. It is evidently a challenging task but made rela-
tively easy in the domain of equilibrium statistical me-
chanics. A large class of isolated systems when left to
themselves settle down in an equilibrium state which is
characterized by small fluctuations with average value
equal to zero on practical time scales. We can ignore such
fluctuations and bypass their complicated dynamics. A
simple overriding principle that a system in equilibrium
is in a state of minimum free energy suffices to explain the
observed behavior. Phase transition points and critical
phenomena remained a challenge in equilibrium statisti-
cal mechanics for a long time because fluctuations at the
critical point occur at all length scales. However, these
too were tamed in recent decades by new techniques of
the renormalization group theory

In contrast, in the domain of nonequilibrium statistical
mechanics, the fluctuations in the system do not average
out to zero as the system approaches equilibrium very
slowly or evolves in an inconveniently sporadic manner
over observed time scales. In this difficult situation there
is evidently no recourse available to us except to solve
the equations of motion for impossibly large number of
coupled degrees of freedom. Even to get a grip on the
general principles of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics
we have to be content only with a caricature of the system
and its dynamics by some toy model. The Ising model
and Glauber dynamics fit this bill . In the following
we describe our model and dynamics in detail. However
it is not out of place here to mention the importance of
hysteresis in our approach.

How do we know when a system has reached equilib-
rium or how far is it from it? This is not an easy ques-
tion. In our approach, we rely on hysteresis for an an-
swer. Hysteresis stands for history dependent dynamics
of a system. The magnetization trajectory in increasing
applied field is distinct from the one in decreasing field.
The difference between the two is a measure of hystere-

sis in the system. The equilibrium state is by definition
supposed to be independent of the initial state of the sys-
tem. Thus hysteresis in the system serves as a signature
of the distance from equilibrium in an evolving system.
We may conclude that a system has reached equilibrium
when it shows zero hysteresis. In our approach we con-
sider two copies of a system magnetized to a saturation
state in opposite directions and let the two copies evolve
at the same value of the applied field for the same length
of time. The difference between the two final states is
taken as the distance of the system from equilibrium at
that applied field.

II. THE MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the 1d Ising model is,
H = —J28i8i+1 —thi;si:il (1)
i i

Here J is ferromagnetic (J > 0) nearest neighbor inter-
action, h is an applied field that is ramped up or down
in suitable steps, s; is an Ising spin at site-¢ on a chain
of N sites, i =1,2,...,N. Periodic boundary conditions
are assumed, i.e. s; = s;4+ . The magnetization per site
is defined as m =), s;/N.

The stochastic single-spin-flip Glauber dynamics asso-
ciated with the Hamiltonian is prescribed as follows. The
effective local field acting on spin s;(t) at site-i at time ¢ is
equal to f;(t) = J[si—1(t)+si+1(t)]+h. The energy of the
spin at site-i is equal to e;(t) = — f;(t)s;(t) i.e. the energy
is negative if s;(t) is aligned along the effective field f;(t),
and positive otherwise. At each update moment the spin
can flip with a probability P;(t) or stay unchanged with
probability 1 — P;(t). The probability of flipping is larger
if it lowers the energy. At temperature T', the probability
of flipping is given by the following expression in terms
of K = J/(kgT), kp being the Boltzmann constant,
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Under parallel dynamics the entire set of spins {s;(¢)}
at time-¢ is updated simultaneously producing m(t + 1)
from m(t) in one Monte Carlo time step or one MC cycle.
Under sequential dynamics the spins are updated one at
a time sequentially starting at site-1 and ending at site-
N. For meaningful comparison with parallel dynamics
we consider the update of the entire chain i = 1,..., N
in sequential dynamics as one MC cycle. We now present
numerical results setting J = 1 and K = 1 for conve-
nience, so that K may be thought of as inverse temper-
ature.

III. SIMULATIONS

A. single-spin-flip dynamics
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Comparison for 1 spin-flip random vs
sequential updating of spins: L = 2000, K = 1.5 and t = 50
averaged over 200 configurations.

Fig.1 shows two hysteresis loops using single-spin-flip
Glauber dynamics. A narrow loop obtained by sequential
dynamics is symmetrically nested inside a larger loop for
parallel dynamics. Both loops are for K = 1.5 on a chain
of length N = 2000. At each applied field h, the system
is allowed to evolve for t = 50 MC cycles from an initial
state with all spins parallel to each other. For the lower
half of the loop, the initial state has all spins down and
the field is ramped up in suitably small steps. On the up-
per half of the loop we start with all spins up and decrease
the field till they are all turned down. The incremental
steps for h are chosen sufficiently small so that the data
points for corresponding magnetization m(h) appear as a
smooth curve to the eye. Also contributing to the appar-
ent smoothness of the curves is that each data point is

an average over 200 runs of the stochastic dynamics. We
note that the hysteresis curves look remarkable similar to
the observed hysteresis curves in the laboratory despite
the model being just a toy model. Presumably this is
the effect of the Boltzmann factor used in the Glauber
dynamics. The Boltzmann factor determines thermal re-
laxation in any natural system. Why does the sequential
dynamics yield a narrower loop? This is not too diffi-
cult to understand on reflection. In sequential dynamics
each spin is relaxed in the shadow of its neighbor that
has been relaxed earlier. So effectively the system has
more opportunity to lower its energy in one MC cycle
under sequential dynamics than under parallel dynamics.
We are primarily interested in exploring algorithms that
are more efficient for thermal relaxation. Therefore we
confine ourselves to sequential dynamics in the following
presentation. Of course the order in which N spins are
chosen for updating can be random rather than prefixed.
We may choose the first spin randomly and then update
all other spins sequentially along the chain. Or we may
choose each of N spins in one MC cycle randomly. We
have explored this freedom to some extent but it does
not seem to make a great deal of difference.

As may be expected, the hysteresis loops shown in
Fig.1 become narrower when the system is relaxed for
longer time. At ¢ = 1000 MC cycles the lower and upper
halves of the loop appear to merge with each other on
the scale of the figure. We interpret it to mean that the
system has reached equilibrium. The equilibrium mag-
netization in an Ising chain in an external field A can
be determined analytically. Fig.2 shows that the equilib-
rium magnetization curve is indistinguishable from the
collapsed hysteresis loops. This figure also shows the
results of a simulation based on a two-spin-flip process
which we discuss below. Suffice it to note here that the
curve for the two-spin process at a lower value of t = 500
is already indistinguishable from the single-spin-flip case
at t = 1000. Although the magnetization curves for one
and two-spin flips in the long time limit merge with the
equilibrium curve, it would be wrong to conclude that the
corresponding thermodynamic states are identical. The
equilibrium magnetization is based on a state which is
obtained from the partition function. It takes into ac-
count all fluctuations in the system with corresponding
Boltzmann weights. The long time limits obtained from
dynamics necessarily comprise a restricted class of fluc-
tuations. The correct conclusion to draw from our nu-
merical results so far is that the average magnetization
is not able to resolve the fine differences that must exist.
We must search for other more revealing signatures of
the differences.

B. two-spin-flip dynamics

There is no unique or standard algorithm to extend the
single-spin-flip Glauber dynamics to a more general re-
laxation process. A rather obvious path is to incorporate



simultaneous flips of a pair of neighboring spins or larger
cluster of spins. Even here many variants are possible.
We choose arguably the simplest of possible procedures
which is as follows. Each MC cycle consists of two sub-
cycles. The first sub-cycle implements single-spin-flips,
and the next pairs of neighboring spins. The results are
qualitatively similar to what might be expected from two
successive MC cycles of single-spin-flips but are not iden-
tical to these. Fig.3 illustrates the result of a simulation
for the same choice of parameters as in the earlier fig-
ures. As may be expected, two-flips move the system
closer to equilibrium and consequently the loop narrows
significantly.

Fig.1, Fig.2, and Fig.3 show hysteresis loops at a sin-
gle value of inverse temperature K = 1.5 but obtained
by different procedures as described above. A remark
about qualitative change in the shape of loop with vary-
ing K is in order. At lower values of K and moder-
ate time periods ¢, the loop tends to elongate along the
r—axis i.e. there is significant separation between lower
and the upper halves over a larger range of applied field
and remnant magnetization is relatively small’. This is
understandable because higher thermal energy weakens
the ordering tendency of the applied field at moderate
values of the applied field. At lower temperature and
correspondingly higher K, the loop is elongated along
the y—axis. In principle, hysteresis should vanish in the
limit ¢ — oo irrespective of the value of K. However the
relaxation becomes extremely slow at very large K and
it is difficult to observe the equilibrium limit of magne-
tization approaching a step function jump from m = —1
tom=+1at h=0.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Figure shows the convergence of the
hysteresis loops of Figl to the equilibrium 1d Ising analytical
values on increasing the relaxation time, ¢ = 1000. All data
are averaged over 100 configurations. The curve correspond-
ing to 2-spin-flip for L = 2000, K = 1.5 but ¢ = 500 is also
shown for comparison.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Figure shows the smaller area of

hysteresis loops on implementing 2-spin-flip dynamics com-
pared to 1-spin-flip for the same set of parameters L = 2000,
K = 1.5 and t = 50. All data are averaged over 100 configu-
rations.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The upper half of the figure shows how
initial saturated magnetization in the up direction decays un-
der various relaxation algorithms at zero applied external field
and different temperatures. Similarly the lower half shows the
increase of magnetization with time under relaxation on z = 3
random graph for L = 10° (averaged over 20 configurations).
Other details as indicated in the figure.

C. hysteresis on regular random graphs

A more promising route to explore the role of relax-
ation dynamics on the nature of equilibrium state which
is eventually obtained is to go beyond a one dimensional
Ising model. The one dimensional Ising model does not
have a finite critical temperature. In other words, it does
not order spontaneously below a finite temperature T..
The simplest model which has a finite critical tempera-
ture T, whose value can be obtained analytically is the
Ising model on a Bethe lattice with coordination num-
ber z > 2. In this case the inverse critical tempera-
ture is given by the equation tanh K. = 1/(z — 1)". For
z = 3, we get K, = 0.5493 approximately. The theory
on the Bethe lattice can be checked quite effectively by
simulations on regular random graphs. It is difficult to



pin point the critical temperature exactly using dynam-
ics but the presence of a watershed between high K and
low K behaviour is easily spotted. Initial studies sug-
gest the critical value K. obtained from 1-flip dynamics
is in close vicinity of the analytical value K. = 0.5493
obtained from the equilibrium partition function. There
may be some reason to expect K. obtained by dynam-
ics to increase slightly as we go from one-flip to two-flip
dynamics. This is because a combination of one and two
spin flips may be able to explore deeper energy minima
of the system. However we do not see a clear indication
of this effect in our numerical work so far. Fig.4 presents
the results of simulations at external applied field h = 0,
and three different values of K = 0.65,0.5493, and 0.45.
At each value of K, two sets of magnetization trajecto-
ries are shown in the same color, one starting with all
spins down and the other with all spins up initially. At
K = K, the magnetization approaches zero relatively
slowly irrespective of the initial state. For K < K, it
does the same but much faster as may be expected. For
K > K., the system relaxes very slowly as may be ex-
pected and the magnetization remains close to the initial
value over much of the observed times. We examined
more closely the cases K < K. in the long time limit.
Here the magnetization reaches a value nearly equal to
zero within statistical fluctuations and the system may be
said to be in a state of equilibrium. We examined if the
fraction of neighboring spins parallel to reach other were
in a higher proportion with two spin flips than with one
spin flip dynamics. But we did not find any significant
difference.

IV. FUTURE PROSPECTS

Our main concern in this article has been to investigate
the equilibrium state of an isolated thermodynamic sys-
tem. As Feynman ' put it, equilibrium is when fast things
have happened and slow things have not. Thus equilib-
rium necessarily implies a separation between short and
long time scales. Let us say I' is the characteristic time
that separates these two. Then a system in equilibrium is
thermalised with respect to fast relaxation processes with
characterises time v << I' but not for slower processes.
A great fortune of equilibrium statistical mechanics is

that in the limit I' — oo, properties of a system can be
deduced from a knowledge of its partition function with-
out knowing the dynamics. However a misfortune is that
we can hardly ever evaluate a partition function exactly.
Also experimental observations are obtained necessarily
at a finite I'. Thus we must resort to solving the dynami-
cal equations which are not only too complex and coupled
but also not known exactly for an extended complex sys-
tem. We have to work with a set of model equations that
hopefully might be tractable. Some hope in this direction
is provided by a few models whose partition function or
critical temperature has been evaluated exactly”. These
are Ising models in one and two dimensions and on Bethe
lattices of a general coordination number z. The Hamil-
tonians of these models are not true Hamiltonians in the
sense of classical mechanics. The so called Hamiltonian
does not generate Hamilton’s equations of motion. We
have to put in a stochastic dynamics like Glauber’s dy-
namics by hand. Such dynamics can have different vari-
ants, e.g. single-flips or two-flips etc. There is no reason
to expect if any of these variants would yield the same
equilibrium state as the partition function. This is in-
deed a conundrum. On one hand we are accustomed to
the belief that dynamics is unimportant in determining
the properties of a system in thermal equilibrium. On
the other hand it does look reasonable that the state of
the system after a long time may retain some signature
of the dynamics that brought it there. The preliminary
work presented above is unfortunately not very conclu-
sive in resolving this issue. One and two spin flips both
appear to lead to equilibrium states that are hard to dis-
tinguish from each other. This may be an artifact of the
Bethe lattice or may indicate a deeper truth of statisti-
cal mechanics. Nonetheless in our opinion it does raise
an issue which has not received sufficient attention so far
and needs to be explored further. We hope it is a small
first step on a fruitful path.
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