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W e present the results ofM onte Carlo sim ulations oftwo di�erent

10-statePottsglasseswith random nearestneighborinteractionson

a sim plecubiclattice.In the�rstm odeltheinteractionscom efrom

a�J distribution and in thesecond m odelfrom aGaussian one,and

in both cases the �rsttwo m om ents ofthe distribution are chosen

to be equalto J0 = �1 and �J = 1.Atlow tem peraturesthespin

autocorrelation function for the �J m odelrelaxes in severalsteps

whereas the one for the Gaussian m odelshows only one. In both

system stherelaxation tim eincreaseslike an Arrheniuslaw.Unlike

the in�nite rangem odel,there areonly very weak �nite size e�ects

and thereisnoevidencethatadynam icalorastatictransition exists

ata �nitetem perature.

PACS num bers:64.70.Pf,75.10.Nr,75.50.Lk

In recentyearsgeneralized spin-glass-type m odelssuch asthe p-spin m odelwith

p � 3 orthe Pottsglasswith p > 4,have found a large attention [1,2,3,4,5,

6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13]asprototype m odels forthe structuralglasstransition

[14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19]. In the case of in�nite range interactions, i.e. m ean

�eld,these m odelscan besolved exactly and ithasbeen shown thatthey have a

dynam icalaswellasa statictransition ata tem perature TD and T0,respectively

[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13]. AtTD the relaxation tim es diverge but

no singularity ofany kind occursin thestaticproperties,whereasatT0 a nonzero

static glass order param eter appears discontinuously. Close to TD the tim e and

tem perature dependence ofthe spin autocorrelation function isdescribed by the

sam e type of m ode coupling equations [3, 7]that have been proposed by the

idealized version ofm ode coupling theory (M CT)[15,16]forthe structuralglass

transition which suggestsafundam entalconnection between theseratherabstract

spin m odelsand realstructuralglasses.
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Now itiswellknown thatforrealglassesthedivergenceoftherelaxation tim es

predicted byM CT isrounded o�sincetherm allyactivated processes,which arenot

taken into accountby thisversion ofthetheory,becom eim portant[15,16].This

isin contrastto the m ean �eld casebecause there these processesarecom pletely

suppressed sincethebarriersin the(free)energy landscapebecom ein�nitely high

ifT < TD . To whatextend the static transition thatexistsin m ean �eld can be

seen also in therealsystem ,isa problem whoseanswerisstillcontroversial[9,17,

18,19].

In thepresentpaper,weinvestigatewhetherthetransitionspresentin thecase

ofa m ean �eld 10-state Potts glass are also found ifthe interactions are short

ranged.Them ean �eld m odelhasrecently been studied in greatdetailby m eans

ofM onte Carlo m ethodsand the results are in good qualitative agreem ent with

them ain predictionsoftheone-step replica sym m etry breaking theory [1,2,4,6],

although very strong �nite size e�ects occur,the nature ofwhich are not fully

understood [12].

TheHam iltonian oftheshortrangem odelis

H = �
X

hi;ji

Jij(p��i�j � 1): (1)

ThePottsspins�i on thelatticesitesiofthesim plecubic latticetakep discrete

values,�i 2 f1;2;:::;pg,and the index j runsoverthe six nearestneighborsof

sitei.TheexchangeconstantsJij aretaken eitherfrom a bim odaldistribution

P(Jij)= x�(Jij � J)+ (1� x)�(Jij + J) (2)

ora Gaussian distribution

P(Jij)= [
p
2�(�J)]�1 expf�(Jij � J0)

2
=2(�J)2

g: (3)

In both cases the �rst two m om ents are chosen to be J0 = [Jij]av = �1 and

(�J)2 = [J2ij]av� [Jij]
2

av = +1.(Forp= 10,asu�ciently negativeJ 0 isnecessaryto

avoid ferrom agneticorderandwehaveindeed foundthatneitherthem agnetization

northem agneticsusceptibility show any sign offerrom agneticordering[13]).) For

thedistribution given byEq.(2)thischoicem eansJ =
p
2and x = (1� 1=

p
2)=2�

0:146.W ecarry outM onteCarlo runswith thestandard heat-bath algorithm [20]

m aking up to 108 M onte Carlo steps (M CS) per spin (for equilibration as well

as production),with lattices oflinear dim ensions L = 6,L = 10 and L = 16,

and using periodicboundary conditions.The average overthequenched disorder
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[� � � ]av isrealized by averaging over100 independentrealizationsofthesystem for

L = 6and 10 and over50 realizationsforL = 16.ForT = 1:3and 1.4 and L = 10

only 10realizationswereused.In thefollowingwewillsettheBoltzm ann constant

kB � 1 and m easuretem peraturein unitsof�J.

In Fig.1 weshow thetem peraturedependenceoftheenergy perspin e(T)and

ofthespeci�c heatc(T),forthem odelgiven by Eq.(2).Both quantitiesseem to

be essentially independentofsystem size,in stark contrastto the resultsforthe

m ean �eld case [12]. Furtherm ore we see thatforT � 2 the energy isbasically

constant and we have found that at low T the tem perature dependence ofthe

speci�c heatisofthe form (�=T) 2exp(��=T),with � � 14,i.e. a dependence

expected fora two-levelsystem with asym m etry �. Thuswe conclude thatthis

data does not show any evidence that in the tem perature range investigated a

statictransition occurs.

A sim ilarconclusion isreached from the T�dependence ofthe spin glasssus-

ceptibility �SG = N [hq2i]av=(p� 1). Here the sym m etrized orderparam eterq is

de�ned as[11,12]

q=

v
u
u
t

1

p� 1

p�1
X

�;�= 1

(q��)2 with q
��
� L

�3

X

i

(~Si;�)
�(~Si;�)

�
; �;� = 1;2;:::;p� 1 ;

(4)

and thespins~Si;� refertothesim plex representation ofthePottsspin �iin replica

� [21].(Notethatin ordertode�nean orderparam eteritisnecessary toconsider

two replicas ofthe system , i.e. two system s with the sam e realization ofthe

disorder.) Figure2ashowstheT� dependenceof�SG and weseethatthisquantity

is alm ost independent ofL. Furtherm ore we recognize that �SG rem ains �nite

even asT ! 0. Figure 2b showsthe (scaled)�rstm om entofq and we conclude

thatitdecreaseslike 1=
p
L3,i.e. showsa trivialsize dependence forallT. Also

an analysis offourth order cum ulants (not shown here) con�rm s the conclusion

thatno static transition occurs[13].Sim ilarresultsarefound forthem odelwith

Gaussian distribution,Eq.(3).

In orderto seewhetherthism odelhasa dynam ictransition ata �nitetem per-

atureweconsiderthetim eautocorrelation function ofthePottsspins:

C(t)= [L3(p� 1)]�1
L3

X

i= 1

[h~Si(t
0)�~Si(t

0+ t)i]av : (5)

Thetim edependenceofC(t)isshown in Fig.3aforvarioustem peratures.W esee

thatatinterm ediatetem peraturesC(t)hasa plateau ataround 0.6 with a width
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thatincreasesquickly with decreasing T. Such a behaviorisvery rem iniscentof

thetim eand T dependenceofglassform ingsystem sclosetotheM CT tem perature

TD [3,11,12,13,14,15,16,17].However,aswewillshow below,in thiscasethe

reason forthe existence ofa plateau isvery di�erent. Interestingly enough C(t)

showsatlow tem peraturesa second plateau,and also itslength increasesrapidly

with decreasing tem perature. Such a m ulti-step relaxation has so farbeen seen

only forfew glassform ingsystem s[22]and isaratherunusualbehavior.Below we

willcom eback to thisfeatureand discussitsorigin in m oredetail.Thatthetim e

dependenceofC(t)isbasically independentofthesystem sizeisdem onstrated in

theinsetofFig.3a.Also thisbehaviordi�ersstrongly from theonefound forthe

m ean �eld m odel[12].

In order to study the slowing down ofthe dynam ics ofthe system we can

de�ne relaxation tim es�i via C(�1)= 0:4,C(�2)= 0:08 and C(�3)= 0:05.These

de�nitions characterize the relaxation tim es for the di�erent processes seen in

Fig.3a.The tem perature dependence of�i isshown in Fig.3b.W e see thatthis

dependence can be described very wellby an Arrhenius law with an activation

energy around 28.2 and 14.6 (straight lines). Such a T�dependence is not in

agreem entwith theexpectation from M CT which predictsaround TD apower-law

dependence.Theobservation thattheactivation energiesarecloseto pjJj� 14:1

and 2pjJj� 28:3 suggestsinstead thattherelaxation ofthe spinsisgiven by the

breaking ofoneand two bonds,respectively.Thisinterpretation isalso supported

by the tim e dependence ofthe autocorrelation function ofindividualspins [13],

since these functions typically fallin three classes: Those that are relaxing fast

(spinsthathaveonly negativebonds),thosethatrelax on interm ediatetim es(one

bond needsto bebroken)and thosethatrelax slowly (two bondsthathaveto be

broken).Using theseargum entsand theconcentration offerrom agneticbonds,x,

onecan estim atealso theheightoftheplateaus[13]which ispredicted to be0.61

and 0.13,which isin very good agreem entwith theheightthatcan beestim ated

from Fig.3a to be0.59 and 0.12,respectively.

W e em phasize that the occurrence ofseveralplateaus in the spin autocorre-

lation function (Fig.3a) is an im m ediate consequence ofthe bond distribution,

Eq.(2),and hence no such plateausareexpected to occurfortheGaussian bond

distribution,Eq.(3). Thisexpectation isindeed born outby the num ericaldata

shown in Fig.4a since C(t)doesnotshow any sign fora plateau forany ofthe

tem peraturesinvestigated.Ifoneusesagain variousde�nitionsofrelaxation tim es
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�i(T),thistim ethevalues0.1,0.05 and 0.02,theirT�dependence isfound again

to be Arrheniuslike,see Fig.4b. However,in contrastto the resultsforthe �J

distribution the activation energies depend continuously on the de�nition of�i.

Thusone�ndsthatthedynam icaltransition thatthesam em odelexhibitsforthe

in�niterangeofinteractionsiscom pletely wiped outforthenearestneighborcase

and we conclude thatneithera rem nant ofthe static glasstransition norofthe

dynam ictransition exists.

Obviously thedynam icalbehaviorofthepresentm odelisnotsim ilartotheone

ofa supercooled liquid close to itsglasstransition. Butsuch a sim ilarity can be

expected to occurifweconsidera variantofthem odelthatinterpolatesbetween

the shortrange version ofthe Pottsglassand itsin�nite range version. E.g. we

could chooseinteractionsthathavea�niterangebutthatextend furtherthan the

nearest neighbors. Forsuch a m odelwe expect thata \rounded" version ofthe

dynam ic transition willoccur,i.e.,the autocorrelation function develops a long-

lived plateau and therelaxation tim eexhibitstheonsetofapowerlaw singularity,

before itcrossesoverto a sim ple Arrheniusbehavior.Thisisthe behaviorfound

forlargebut�nite m ean �eld system s[3,11,12,13]. M uch lesscan be expected

to be seen in the static properties ofthat m odel: For any �nite range ofthe

interaction,no nonzero orderparam etercan appear[23],and a jum p singularity

in �SG cannotoccureither.Allwhatrem ainsisa rounded kink in theentropy vs.

tem perature curve atthe rounded static transition,thusavoiding the Kauzm ann

[24]catastropheofa vanishing con�gurationalentropy.In fact,thisdescription is

nicely consistentwith allknown factsaboutthestructuralglasstransition.Thus,

iftheanalogy between thelatterand thebehaviorofm edium rangePottsglasses

goesthrough,the search fora static glasstransition willrem ain elusive! Thisis

a som ewhatsurprising conclusion,since forp = 2 the m odelreducesto the Ising

spin glass,where one knows that a (second-order) glass transition tem perature

occursatTc > 0 [25],and also forthep= 3 Pottsglassthereseem sto beatleast

a divergent�SG asT ! 0 [26,27]. However,forlarge valuesofp the static and

dynam icpropertiesseem to bevery di�erent.
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FIG .1:Tem peraturedependenceoftheenergy perspin e(T),(a),and speci�cheatper

spin,(b).Thedi�erentcurvescorrespond to di�erentlattice sizesL.
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�rst m om ent ofthe order param eter [hqi]av,(b). The di�erent curves correspond to

di�erentlattice sizesL.



9

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

10
4

10
5

10
6

10
7

10
8

t [MCS]

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

C
(t

)

10
0
10

1
10

2
10

3
10

4
10

5
10

6
10

7

t [MCS]

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

C
(t

) L=16

L=10

L=10

T=1.6

(a)
±J model

0.40 0.50 0.60 0.70 0.80
1/T

10
1

10
2

10
3

10
4

10
5

10
6

10
7

10
8

τ i [
M

C
S

] C(τ
1
)=0.4

C(τ
2
)=0.08

C(τ
3
)=0.05

slope 14.6

slope 28.2

(b)

±J model
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the relaxation tim e �i (see textforde�nition). Straightlines: Fitsto the data with an

Arrheniuslaw.Thenum bersare the activation energies.
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