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W e present the results of M onte Carlo sin ulations of two di erent
10-state Potts glasses w ith random nearest neighbor interactions on
a sin ple cubic Jattice. In the rstm odelthe interactions com e from
a J distrbution and in the second m odel from a G aussian one, and
In both cases the st two m om ents of the distrdbution are chosen
tobeequaltoJy= land J= 1.At low tam peratures the spin
autocorrelation function for the J model relaxes In several steps
w hereas the one for the G aussian m odel show s only one. In both
system s the relaxation tim e ncreases like an A rrheniis law . Unlike
the In nie range m odel, there are only very weak nite size e ects
and there isno evidence that a dynam icalor a static transition exists
at a nite tem perature.

PACS numbers: 64.70P £, 7510N«r, 7550 Lk

In recent years generalized soin-glasstype m odels such as the p-spin m odel w ith
p 3 orthe Potts glass with p > 4, have ©und a large attention [, 2, 3,4, 9,
g, 71,%9,19,10, 11,12, 13] as prototype m odels for the structural glass transition
04, 13, 18§, 17, 1§, 19]. In the case of in nite range Interactions, ie. mean

eld, these m odels can be solved exactly and it has been shown that they have a
dynam ical as well as a static transition at a tem perature Ty and T, resgpectively
2,345 678 910,11, 12, 13]. At T, the relaxation tines diverge but
no singularty of any kind occurs in the static properties, whereas at T a nonzero
static glass order param eter appears discontinuously. Close to Tp the tine and
tam perature dependence of the soin autocorrelation function is described by the
sam e type of m ode coupling equations [3, '1] that have been proposed by the
idealized version ofm ode coupling theory M CT) {15, 14] for the structural glass
transition which suggests a fundam ental connection between these rather abstract

FoIn m odels and real structural glasses.
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Now it iswellknown that for rmalglasses the divergence of the relaxation tim es
predicted by M CT isrounded o since them ally activated processes, which are not
taken into account by this version of the theory, becom e in portant [, 16]. This
is In contrast to them ean eld case because there these processes are com pltely
suppressed since the barrers in the (free) energy landscape becom e in nitely high
if T < Tp . To what extend the static transition that exists n mean eld can be
seen also in the real system , is a problem whose answer is still controversial @, 17,
18,191

In the present paper, we nvestigate whether the transitions present In the case
ofamean eld 10-state Potts glass are also found if the interactions are short
ranged. Themean eld m odelhas recently been studied In great detailby m eans
of M onte Carlo m ethods and the results are In good qualitative agream ent w ith
them ain predictions of the one-step replica sym m etry breaking theory {I, 2, 4, 4],
although very strong nite size e ects occur, the nature of which are not fully
understood f12].

T he Ham iltonian of the short range m odel is

1) : 1)

The Potts spins ; on the lattice sites 1 of the sim ple cubic lattice take p discrete
values, ; 2 f1;2;:::;pg, and the index j runs over the six nearest neighbors of

site i. The exchange constants Jj; are taken either from a bin odal distribution
PUy)=x G J)+ QT x) G5+ J) @)

or a G aussian distribution

PUy) =12 (I "epf Ty J0)°=2(J)7g: @3)
In both cases the rst two moments are chosen to be Jy = UishLy = 1 and
(J)%= [Jizj]av UiE, = +1. Forp= 10,asu cintly negative J ; isnecessary to
avoid ferrom agnetic order and we have indeed found that neither them agnetization
nor the m agnetic susceptibility show any sign of ferrom agnetic ordering {[3]).) For
the distribution given by Eq. ) thischoicem eansJ = P andx - a 1= 2)=2
0:146. W e carry out M onte C arlo muns w ith the standard heat-bath algorithm R0]
m aking up to 108 M onte Carlo steps M CS) per spin (or equilbration as well
as production), wih lattices of Iinear dimensions L. = 6, L = 10 and L = 16,

and using periodic boundary conditions. T he average over the quenched disorder



[ av I rmalized by averaging over 100 ndependent realizations of the system for
L = 6 and 10 and over 50 realizations forL, = 16.ForT = 13 and 14 and L = 10
only 10 realizationswere used. In the follow Ing we w ill set the Bolzm ann constant
ks 1 and m easure tam perature n unitsof J.

In Fig.7 we show the tem perature dependence of the energy per spn e(T ) and
of the speci ¢ heat c(T ), ©orthem odelgiven by Eq. @) . Both quantities seem to
be essentially Independent of system size, In stark contrast to the resuls for the
mean eld case [12]. Furthem ore we see that for T 2 the energy is basically
constant and we have found that at low T the tem perature dependence of the
speci ¢ heat is ofthe om ( =T) 2exp( =T ), wih 14, ie. a dependence
expected for a twoJdevel system wih asymmetry . Thus we conclude that this
data does not show any evidence that In the tem perature range investigated a
static transition occurs.

A sin ilar conclusion is reached from the T dependence of the soin glass sus—
ceptbilty s = N hfil,=@ 1). Here the symm etrized order param eter q is
de ned as [L1, 12]

_ E 1 X! X

q m— @ )? with g L° Sy) Sy ) 5 o=1;2;:5p 1

;=1 i

4)

and the spIns S;; refer to the sin plex representation ofthePotts spin  ; In replica
P1]. NNote that ;n order to de ne an order param eter it is necessary to consider
two replicas of the systam , ie. two systam s wih the sam e realization of the
disorder.) FigureZa showstheT dependenceof s and we seethat thisquantity
is aln ost independent of L. Furthem ore we recognize that gs¢ r@mains nite
even asT ! O. Fjgure:Zb show s the (scaled) st moment of g and we conclude
that it decreases like l=p F, ie. shows a trivial size dependence forallT . A Iso
an analysis of fourth order cum ulants (nhot shown here) con m s the conclusion
that no static transition occurs [13]. Sin ilar results are found for the m odelw ith
G aussian distroution, Eq. (3).
In order to see whether thism odelhas a dynam ic transition at a nite tem per-
ature we consider the tim e autocorrelation function of the P otts soins:
%
CH=L D' BSi) Si€+ vil, = )

=1
T he tin e dependence of C (t) is shown in Fig.'3a for various tem peratures. W e see
that at Intem ediate tem peratures C (t) has a plateau at around 0.6 w ith a w idth



that ncreases quickly w ith decreasing T . Such a behavior is very rem niscent of
thetin eand T dependence ofglass form Ing system sclosetotheM CT tem perature
Ty B,11,1%,13,14,15,16,17]. However, as we w ill show below , in this case the
reason for the existence of a plateau is very di erent. Interestingly enough C (t)

show s at Jow tem peratures a second plateau, and also its length increases rapidly
w ith decreasing tem perature. Such a multistep relaxation has so far been seen
only for fow glass form ing system s 2] and is a rather unusualbehavior. Below we
w ill com e back to this feature and discuss its origin in m ore detail. That the tine
dependence of C (t) is basically mdependent of the systam size is dem onstrated in
the Inset of Fig.3a. A Iso this behavior di ers strongly from the one found for the
mean eld model fi2].

In order to study the slow ing down of the dynam ics of the system we can
de ne relaxation tines ;viaC (1) = 04,C (,) = 008 and C (3) = 0:05. Thes
de nitions characterize the relaxation tin es for the di erent processes seen in
Fig.3a. The tem perature dependence of ; is shown in Fig.3b. W e see that this
dependence can be descrbed very well by an A rrhenius Jaw wih an activation
energy around 282 and 14.6 (straight lines). Such a T dependence is not in
agream ent w ith the expectation from M CT which predicts around Tp a pow er-law
dependence. T he observation that the activation energies are close topyJj 14:1
and 2p{Jj 283 suggests instead that the relaxation of the spins is given by the
breaking of one and two bonds, respectively. T his interpretation is also supported
by the tim e dependence of the autocorrelation function of individual spins {13],
since these functions typically 21l In three classes: Those that are rlaxing fast
(spins that have only negative bonds), those that relax on intem ediate tin es (one
bond needs to be broken) and those that relax slow Iy (owo bonds that have to be
broken) . U sing these argum ents and the concentration of ferrom agnetic bonds, x,
one can estin ate also the height of the plateaus {13] which is predicted to be 0.61
and 013, which is In very good agreem ent w ith the height that can be estim ated
from Fig.3a to be 059 and 0.12, respectively.

W e em phasize that the occurrence of several plateaus in the soin autocorre—
lation function F ig. Ea) is an Imm ediate consequence of the bond distrbution,
Edg. £), and hence no such plateaus are expected to occur for the G aussian bond
distrbution, Eq. (). This expectation is indeed bom out by the num erical data
shown in Fig."4a sihce C (t) does not show any sign for a plateau for any of the
tam peratures investigated. If one uses again various de nitions of relaxation tim es



;1 (T), thistine thevalues 01, 005 and 002, their T dependence is found again
to be A rrhenis lke, see Fjg.f4b. However, in contrast to the results forthe J
distrbution the activation energies depend continuously on the de nition of ;.
Thusone ndsthat the dynam ical transition that the sam e m odelexhibits for the
in nite range of nteractions is com pletely w jped out for the nearest neighbor case
and we oconclide that neither a ram nant of the static glass transition nor of the
dynam ic transition exists.

O bviously the dynam icalbehavior ofthe present m odel isnot sim ilar to the one
of a supercooled liquid close to its glass transition. But such a sin ilarity can be
expected to occur if we consider a variant of the m odel that Interpolates between
the short range version of the Potts glass and is In nite range version. E g. we
could choose iInteractions that have a nite range but that extend further than the
nearest neighbors. For such a m odel we expect that a \rounded" version of the
dynam ic transition w ill occur, ie., the autocorrelation function develops a long—
Iived plateau and the relaxation tim e exhibits the onset ofa power law singularity,
before it crosses over to a sin plk A rrhenius behavior. This is the behavior found
for argebut nitemean el systems @3, 11}, 12, 13]. M uch less can be expected
to be seen In the static properties of that m odel: For any nie range of the
interaction, no nonzero order param eter can appear R3], and a Jmp shgulariy
In ¢ cannot occur etther. A llwhat ram ains is a rounded kink In the entropy vs.
tam perature curve at the rounded static transition, thus avoiding the K auzm ann
P4] catastrophe of a vanishing con gurational entropy. In fact, this description is
nicely consistent with allknown facts about the structural glass transition. T hus,
if the analogy between the latter and the behavior of m edium range P otts glasses
goes through, the ssarch for a static glass transition w ill rem ain elusive! This is
a som ew hat surprising conclusion, since forp = 2 the m odel reduces to the Ising
$oIn glass, where one know s that a (sscond-order) glass transition tem perature
occurs at T, > 0 5], and also forthe p= 3 Potts glass there seem s to be at kast
adivergent ¢ asT ! 0 8, 27]. However, for large values of p the static and
dynam ic properties seem to be very di erent.
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FIG . 1l: Tam perature dependence of the energy per soin e(T), @), and speci ¢ heat per
sodn, ). The di erent curves correspoond to di erent lattice sizes L.
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FIG . 2: Tan perature dependence of the soin glass susceptibility sg, @), and scaled
rst m om ent of the order param eter gil.,, (). The di erent curves corresoond to

di erent lattice sizes L.
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FIG.3: (@) T nedependence of the spin autocorrelation finction C (t) for tem peratures
(left to right) T = 24,22,20,18,1.7,16,15,14,and 13 (L = 10). The horizontal
dashed lines are used to de ne the relaxation tin es ; (see text for details). In the Inset
weocompareC () orL = 10 and L = 16 at T = 16. (o) Symbols: A rrhenius plot of
the relaxation tine ; (see text Por de nition). Straight lines: F its to the data w ith an

A rrhenius law . T he num bers are the activation energies.
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FIG .4: (@) T in e dependence of the spin autocorrelation function C (t) for tem peratures

T =28,26,24,22,and 20 (eft to right) for the G aussian m odel. T he horizontal

dashed lines are used to de ne the relaxation tin es ; (see text for details). (o) Symbols:

A rrhenius plot of the relaxation tine ; (see text for de nition). Straight lines: F its to

the data w ith an A rrhenius Jaw . T he num bers are the activation energies.



