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W e discuss the issue of tem perature chaos in the Sherrington {K irkpatrick spin glassm ean eld

m odel. W e num erically com pute probability distribbutions of the overlap am ong (equilibbrium ) con—
gurations at two di erent values of the tem perature, both in the spin glass phase. T he situation
on ourm edium size system s is clearly non—chaotic, but a weak form of chaos could be em erging on

very large lattices.

PACS numbers: 7550Lk, 7510Nr, 7540G b

T wo years after our paper ir}'] on the sub gct (that we
will quote as (A ) In the Pllow ng) we are com ing back
to the problem of tem perature chaos in spin glasses and,
m orew idely, In disordered and com plex system s. A prob—
Jlem that is, we believe, still a very open one.

In these two years the problem of tem perature chaos
has been studied underm any new lights. O ne can fairly
say that indications are m ixed, w th som e preference for
a no—chaos scenario on m edium size system s: the detailed
discussion of {g] (W here argum ents against the possibility
of a strong chaos picture are given) is probably a perfect
starting point for the reader interested in the details of
the sub Fct.

P erturbation theory in an expansion below T, (in m ean

eld theory @) when pushed to the fth order show s ab-
sence of chaos through highly non-trivial cancelations,
although one nds no general feature that could inply
that these cancelations w ill be present at all orders in
perturbation theory. The naive TAP equations for the
mean eld Sherrington{K irkpatrick m odel, when solved
num erically on system sw ith order of 10° spins, also lead
to exclude the presence of tem perature chaos fff].

Bouchaud and Sales have shown that there isno chaos
In the REM model (put if one sits exactly at T¢) B].
On the contrary Sales and Yoshino have discussed in .E_é]
the case of DPRM (directed polym ers in random me—
dia), and have shown that there is tem perature chaos in
this m odel, and that a tem perature perturbation plays
a roke very sin ilar for exam ple to a perturbation in the
potential: ie. In the case of DPRM tem perature pertur-
bation looks generic and creates chaos. T he recent work
by Sasakiand M artin [_7!] describes situationsw here chaos
is present.

These recent studies add new elem ents to the m any
form er studies of an interesting problem  rst discussed
by Parisi @], and then studied in m any other works (see
am ong others iﬁ{:_lfj']) . Still the presence or the absence

of tem perature chaos is one of the few open problem s
rem aining in the Sherrington {K irkpatrick m odel.

Let us start by rem iInding which were them ain results
of our rstpaper (A ).There we discussed the behavior
of the tw o-tem perature overlap
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for system s with N spins. The overline is for the av-
erage over the quenched disorder, the brackets are for
the them al average, £ iTlg is an equilbriuim con gura—
tion of Ising spins at tem perature T;, whilke f fzg is at
tem perature T,. W e have considered the Sherrington {
K irkpatrick spin glassm ean eld m odel, a diluted nite
connectivity mean eld spin glass m odel, and the 3D
Edwards{Anderson spin glass. In a T chaotic situation
we would expect qT(ZI)TT ) t5 go to zero In the n nite vo:
um e lim i, as soon as T; & T,. W e found however that
for allm odels we studied (on system s with up to 4096
sites) qT(ZI)T(f ) wasnot am allforT, T; niteand reason-—
ably large. To bem ore precise we found that in our data
we had always
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even if the value ofthe 1h s.was decreasing w ith increas—
Ing volum es. The validity of the relation ('_2) is sugges-
tive of a very non-chaotic situation (i would hold for an
usual ferrom agnet), even if from the num erical data of
(A ) i was clear that asym ptotically it m ay wellbe vio—
lated (that is In any case not enough to In ply a T chaotic
behavior).

So (A) was suggesting a clear absence of chaotic be-
havior on m edium size system s, whilk show ing that for
Increasing lattice sizes signs ofa (m odestly) m ore chaotic
behavior were possbly starting to appear. W e note here
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again that system sw ith a not huge num ber of spins can

be relevant to the physics of spin glasses. The exper— 12
In ents of reference l_l-g:] show that the number of spin 0.4000 0.6000
nvolved in the collective behavior cbserved in a typical 1r 0.6000 0.6000 +--xvt 1
spin glass experin ent is of the order of 10°, that is not
so far away from the number of spins we can handle nu-— 08 - B g 1
m erically today. A ccordingly, even if it should em erge S A
that T chaos is asym ptotically present for very large vol- o6t * £ %**x x*** . * o
um es, the present num erical sin ulations could tum out 2 x**x*** 777777 *XM** T
to describe reasonably well the experin ental regin e. o4t . ° “= Eiiij***iﬁii = £
In oxder to get further inform ations on the sensitiv— ¥ o !
ity of the spin glass phase w ith respect to tem perature, 02} * *7
we have decided to m easure the fiill probability distri- L* ZJ
bution of the overlap of con gurations equilbrated at 0 *" : : : .
di erent values ofthe tem perature: P17, (@) (I A ) we . 05 0 05 !
restricted ourselves to the second m om ent of this distri- FIG.1. P (@ i a nondiagonal case (I; = 04 and
T, = 0:%6) and for the two corresponding diagonal cases

bution). In tem s of Pr,;r, (@), tam perature chaos just
meansthat Imy, 1 Pr,;r, @ = (@, Prany T, 6 T, .
A more com plte inform ation lke the one contained in
the full probability distrdbution of the order param eter
can indeed allow a m ore detailed analysis of the scaling

(le T, = 04 a.ndT1= T, = O:6).HereN = 64.

behavior, m aking possible to uncover a w ider range of 1o
phenom ena. 14l 0.4000 0.6000 —— i
Since the three m odels studied In (A ) were show ing 12l 0.6000 0.6000 -+ |
a very sin ilar behavior, we focus here on one of them,
nam ely the Sherrington {K irkpatrick m odel. 1t 1
T he num erics are very sim ilar to the ones of A ), and
we refer to ] for a discussion of the details of the sin — 08T ]
ulations. W e use binary quenched random ocouplings, 06 1
J = 1. Here we have studied systemswih N = 64, 04l I |
N = 256, N = 1024 and N = 4096 spins, down to ’ i i
T = 04 = 04 T.. We have used a multi spin (di er o2t ii ]
ent spins are encoded In the sam e com puter word) ver- j,_f ‘ ‘ ‘ k%N
sion [_l-é] oftheparalleltem peringM onte C arlo algorithm . 0.1 .05 0 05 1
Two coples ofthe system at each one ofa set oftem pera- FIC.2. Ash g—ure:l__:butﬁ)rl\] = 256.
turevalues (04;04+ T;04+2 T ,with T = 0025
but or N = 4096 where T = 0:0125) are brought to
equilbriim (in the sam e realization J of the couplings)
and are used to com pute thePT(f;)T] @) m oreprecisely the 25
subset w ith tem peratures 0:40;0:45;0:50; ) . An aver— 0.4000 0.6000 ——
age over 1024 di erent realizations ofthe quenched disor- 26 0.6000 0.6000 - ,
der 256 for N = 4096) is taken to com pute the average
P, (@ . This is an order of m agniude m ore disorder
sam ples than in i:_l:]. For each realization we have per— 1571 i
form ed 400K sweeps for equilbrium plus 1000K sweeps
form easurem ents (520K only orN = 4096). 1t 1
05 |
0 s s s
-1 -05 0 05 1

FIG.3. Asi guredbut orN = 1024.
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FIG.4. Ash QUIe:lJbuthrN = 4096.

W e show at rst th(I—;‘{lprobaijjty distrbutions them —
selves (nom alized by ) P (@dg = 1). This distrbu-
tions have been symm etrized, although they are quite
sym m etric, even sam ple by sam ple. In each of gures-'_]:,
:_2,-’3 and:_4 we show threePr,;r, (@ : the non-diagonalone
that gives the probability ofthe overlap ofcon gurations
at T = 04 (the ower tem perature we equilbrate) w ith
con gurationsatT = 06, and the two diagonalprobabil-
ity distrbbutionswih T; = T, = 04 and T; = T, = 06
resgpoectively. In gure :}' we have data from our sm allest
latticewih N = 64, in gured from N = 256, in gure
:_j from N = 1024, and in g‘ure:fi we have data from the
largest Jattice, with N = 4096.

O n the an allest lattice ( gure:!:) the peak of the non-
diagonalP (g) is higher than the one ofPg.;0:6, and is
position is basically at halfway between the positions of
them axin a OfP0;4;0;4 and Po;g;o;g . This jstypjcaJJywhat
would happen In a ferrom agnet. For increasing volum es
the position ofthis peak ism oving (very slow ly) to lower
values of g, but doesnot seem to approach g= 0 wWewill
discuss in detail this point in the follow Ing).
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FIG.5. P (g for the non-diagonalcase only (T; = 04 and
T, = 0:6) for di erent lattice volum es. For giving m ore infor-
m ation about the actual form of the m easure curves we only
plot errors in the g> 0 part of the plot.

In gure-'_s we show in the same plt the four non—
diagonalPy.;0:6 OrN = 64,256, 1024 and 4096. These
Po.;0:6 @ are nom alized and are drawn on the same
scale, so that a visual com parison of the four curves is
meaningfil. Herewe seethat theg$ 0 peak ofP.4;0:6 @)
do increase as function of N (out for a negative analy—
sis of this statem ent see Jater in the text and gureil),
and that itsposition shifts only very little towardsg= 0.
Them ass carried by the distrbbution P (@) ing 0 seam s
to be increasing on the largest lattice, but this e ect is
a ected by a large statistical error. Figure 4 shows in—
deed wiggles in Po.4;04 (@ that are known not to exist in
the in nie volum e lim i, and are accordingly to be at-
tributed to the lin ited num ber of disorder sam ples. The
bum p popping up around g= 0 In g‘ure-'_S is com patble
w ith the statisticalerror. It is not visble In our data for
larger T, values (0:45;0:50; ).
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FIG.6. Thevaliesofgwhere P (q) ism axin um , gm ax, for
the diagonal and non-diagonalP (q) as function of N =3,

In gure:_é we plot the valuiesofgwhere P () ism ax—
Inum, dn ax, for the diagonal and non-diagonal P (q)
at di erent N valies. The two ponts at N = 1 for
P 0.4 (@ and P06 @ have been cbtained {17] using
the m ethod of [18]: they show how reliabk is a linear t
NN 3 ofourdata r the diagonal distribbutions. The
points ©rPg.4;0:6 (@ show som e curvature, but the e ect
isnot dram atic, and a nonzerovalue in the lim itN ! 1
is surely favored.
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FIG.7.P (gn ax) asa function ofN 3 forthe three di erent
P @-.

A swe have already shown, the peaks ofthe (tem pera—
ture) non-diagonalP (q) Increase when N increases, but
not as fast as the ones of the diagonalP (). In g‘ure:j
we show the value ofP (gn ax) forthe di erent N values
and for the three P (q) we are discussing. T he height of
the peaks of the two diagonalP (q) Increases exactly like
N 5 as it should. The two contiuous straight lines are
the best linear t to the diagonaldata: the tstum out
to be very good.

From qure:j the situation of Pgu;0:6 (@ looks quite
di erent. Here the growth slowsdown at N = 1024 and
is really am allon our largest lattice size with N = 4096.
W e do not believe that one can draw precise quantitative
conclusions from gure-'j: a (weak) non-chaotic picture
ocould survive In the in nite volum e lim it, or chaos could
appear very slow Iy (only on very large volum es). Let us
spell clearly, in any case, that the m echanisn that will
govem a possble appearance of chaos w ill be based on
the Pr,;r, @ havihgtwog= 0O and andatg= g > O,
and by having the g = 0 peak grow ing for increasing
volum e at the expense of the g peak. In any case our
num erical results appear to support the idea that tem -
perature chaos w ill not be e ective on the typical sizes
that are relevant In spin glass experin ents I_l-ﬁ]
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FIG .8. R asde ned in equation (:gx') as a function of N %.

In order to bem ore quantitative we have also looked at
the ratio of the m ass carrded by Pou;0:6 (@) closeto g= 0
as com pared to the m ass carried by the large g region.
W ede ne

R
""P @ dg

1 ’
% ax P (q) dq

R k (3)

where k is a nom alization constant, and we takem =
005 (@ very sin ilar picture would be obtained for any m
not too large). R decreases wih N if the m ass of the
peaks at large g dom inates, while it Increases when the
dom nating contrbution isthe oneatqg 0.

Weplt R OrPguy;06 (@ versus N B qure -rg R
is constant on the sm aller lattices, but starts increas—
Ing on the largest lattice size. T he error due to sam ple
to sam ple uctuations is here very large (the sin ulation
at N = 4096 have been very costly in com puter tin e),
and the growth of R isnot signi cant at m ore than two
standard deviations, but an e ect isvery plausbly there.
A gain, this isprobably an indication tow ard the fact that
tem perature chaos could eventually em erge on very large
system s.

Tt is worth noticing that if tem perature chaos is
(slow Iy) em erging when increasingN this isprobably not
happening w ith the position of the two peaks at large fj
shifting to g= 0, but wih a third peak n g= 0 em erg—
Ing and eventually becom ing the only contribution, and
accordingly a discontinuity i qgn ax as fiinction of N 173
F igureid) .

The problm of tem perature chaos, already at the
mean eld lvel, is tuming out to be a hard problem :
this is true both for analytical and for num erical com pu—
tations. Here we have provided som e further hints about
the behavior of the system in the In nie volim e I it:
the very large scale, state of the art sin ulations we have
been able to run, give som e suggestions, probably hinting
In favor ofa very weak chaos that would em erge only for
very large lattice sizes.
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