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W e study the P arisi overlap probability density P, () for the three-din ensional Isihg ferrom agnet
by means of M onte Carlo M C) sinulations. At the critical point Py, (q) is peaked around g= 0
In contrast with the double peaked m agnetic probability density. W e give particular attention to
the tails of the overlap distrlbution at the critical point, which we control over up to 500 orders

of m agniude by using the multioverlap M C algorithm .

Below the critical tem perature interface

tension estin ates from the overlap probability density are given and their approach to the in nite
volum e lin it appears to be an oother than for estin ates from the m agnetization.

PACS: 0550+ g Lattice theory and statistics (Ising, Potts, etc.), 7540M g N um erical sin ulation
studies, 7510 H k C lassical spin m odels, 75.10 N r Spin-glass and other random m odels.

I. NTRODUCTION

In this paper we nnvestigate the two replica overlap
probability density P, () for the three-dim ensional (3d)
Ising model. On a L° lattice with periodic boundary
conditions g is de ned by

X
q = Ni si(l) si(Z) with N = L3 ; 1)
i=1
w here si(l) and sf) are the soins of two copies (replica)
of the system at temperature T = 1= . The distrbu-
tion ofthe overbp g is ofm a pr in portance n spin—-glass
nvestigations 'Q:{:ff], where it plays the role of an order
param eter, often called P arisi order param eter.

To our know ledge this quantity has never been inves—
tigated for sin ple spin system s like the 3d Ising m odel.
One reason is certainly that one has in that situation
the m agnetization m as an explicit order param eter at
hand and a description ofthe critical properties based on
them agnetic probability density P{" (m ) isbelieved to be
identicalto onebased on Py, (g), in particularhgi= hm i2.
H ow ever, the overlap probability density is an interesting
ob fct for study on its own merits and we nd rem ark—
able di erencesbetween the shapesofP, () and Pi“ m).
Therefore, we nd i worthwhilk to have the properties
of Py, (@) docum ented for the Ising m odel, which is by
orders ofm agnitude easier to sim ulate than spin glasses,
since the dynam ics ism uch faster and only one (instead
ofm any) realization needs to be sin ulated.

In the vicinity ofthe criticalpoint, by nite-size scaling
FSS) argum ents E_E;] Py (@ can, In kading order for L
large, be w ritten as

°%C) wih = — : @)
L

1
P, (@= —P i k!
L

Here P is a universal, L-independent finction and 1,
is the standard deviation of g w ith respect to the prob-

ability density P, @2 [ 1;+1]) (orPp @2 [D;1]) when
appropriate) .

A m apr ocusofour Investigation is on the tails ofthe
Py (@) distrbution, which we control for L = 36 at T,
over 500 orders ofm agnitude by using the m ultioverlap
M C algorithm Ed] This is also of Interest in view of a
con gcture by Bramwe]let al ['l,d that a variant of ex—
trem e order statistics describes the asym ptotics of cer—
tain probability densities for a large class of correlated
system s. Besides the Ishgm odelwith some T L) ! T,
asL ! 1 ,their class lncludes the 2d X Y m odel in the
low tem perature phase, turbulent ow problem s, percola—
tion m odels and som e selforganized critical phenom ena.
For large L the asym ptotic behavior is clain ed to be de-
scribed by an L -independent curve, w hich for the overlap
variable would read ! 1)

h o i
P'=Cexp a ¢ o, &9 %) @)

Here C, a, b are constants and o ,, = Guax= 1, where
Ch ax 1S the position of the m axinum of the probability
density Py, (@) at positive a. Equat:on d) is a variant of
Gumbel's rst asym ptote [@], see {[0/11] for review s of
extrem e order statistics.

However, Eg. 53) is In contradiction w ith the widely
accepted largedeviation behavior, based on the propor-
tionality of the entropy w ith the volum e (2],

Po@ / exp[ N £@]; 4)

w here, for largeN , f () doesnotdepend on N . O urdata
supportEqg. (:_4) . Usihg them ultin agneticalapproach I_l-g.]
a sin ilar study of the tails could be perform ed for the
m agnetic probability density P{" m ), but this is outside
the scope of our present paper.

W e lke to point out that for the overlap distribution
of spin glasses the status ofEqg. (4 is unclear due to the
quenched average. Our previously reported result [14]
dem onstrates that for the 3d EdwardsA nderson Ising
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soin glass a probability distribution ofthe form 6'_3) gives
an excellent description of the tails of the P arisi overlap
distrbution. Because of the special nature of its phase
transition, Eqg. (:4) m ay also be questioned forthe2d X Y
m odel, where the extrem e order asym ptotics (:_3) (m ore
precisely a variantofit) wih a= =2 isfound In the spin
w ave approxin ation ij. ,rg]. H ow ever, the range of validity
ofthis perturbative argum ent isunclear, at leasttous. It
m ay be worthw hilke to em ploy them ethods ofR ef. [_l-g'], or
those of the present paper, to perform a carefilnum eri-
cal nvestigation ofthe the 2d X ¥ m odelw ith respect to
these questions.

W e have perform ed sim ulations at and below the criti-
cal (Curie) tem perature T, ofthe Isihgm odelphase tran—
sition. W e approxim ate T, by the value of Ref. fl5]

c = i = 0221654 ®)
[¢]

and present our results for T, in Sect. E-:I B esides address—

Ing the question ofthe asym ptoticbehavior ofthe overlap

distrdbution, we estin ate the criticalexponent ratio 2 =

from the F SS behavior ofthe standard deviation 1 . For

the tam peraturesbelow the Curie tem perature we choose

1 = 0232 and , = 03: (6)

For = 0232 mulin agnetical results are available {_l-g'],
which determ ine the probability density P[" m ) of the
m agnetization overm any orders ofm agniude.

Our num erical results were obtained wih the spoin—
glass code of the investigations of E;;ié,:_ij] by sinply
choosing all the exchange coupling constants to be equal
to +1. A ocode which is specialized to the Ising m odel
would be farm ore e cient. T herefore, we have lim ited
our present sin ulations to sm all and m ediuim sized lat-
tices. A s the results appear already quite clear, there
seam s to be no particularly strong reason to push on to—
wards (much) larger system s.

II.RESULTS AT THE CRITICAL
TEM PERATURE

Figure -], show s our overlhp probabiliy density re—
sults Py, (q) at the critical tem perature 6) They rely
on a statistics of 32 Independent runs (W ih di erent
pseudo random num ber sequences) for lattices up to size
L = 30 and on 16 independent runs for our largest lat—
tice, L = 36. A fter calculating the m ulttioverlap param —
eters E_é] the follow Ing num bers of sw eeps w ere perform ed
per repetition (ie. independent run) : 2'° orL = 4, 22!
frlL = 6,22 orL = 8,2%° prL = 12; 16, 2?* r
L = 24,2% forL = 30 and, agai, 2?¢ forL = 36 @wih
the present com puter program this lattice size becam e
too tim e consum ing to scale tsCP U tim e properly). Not
to overload Fjg.:]: error bars are only shown for selected
valies of g, whereas the lines are drawn from all data.
T he probability densities are nom alized to
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FIG.1l. Overlap probability densities at the critical point
c= 1=T. = 0221 654.

Z 1

dgPr @ = 1; (7
1

andwe show only theq 0 partbecause ofthe symm etry
Py, ( 9 = Py (@. W e cut the range at g= 035, because
for L 8 the probability densities are alm ost zero for
g 05.

Som ew hat surprisingly we nd the maximnum of our
P (@) probabilities at , 1x = 0, In contrast to the m ag—
netization where one nds a doublk peak at T, see for
Instance num erical data In Ref. f_l@l] and analytical re—
sultsofRef. [19], both w ith periodicboundary conditions.
In our sinulation we kept a tin e series for the m agne—
tization, which reproduces the expected double peaked
histogram s at T. (as the accuracy of our m agnetization
histogram is lower than that of results in the literature,
we abstain from giving a gure). Such di erences are
expected. For instance, whilk the two low -tem perature
m agnetization valuiesm = 1 correspond to four overlap
con gurations, twowith gq= +1 and wowith g= 1,
the inverse is not true. There are altogether 2V overlap
con gurationswith g= + 1 and another2¥ wihg= 1.

Fjgure-'_Z showsIn Py, (@) ] versus g. T he ordinate is cut
o at 1000, to cover a range w ith resuls from at least
two lattice sizes. The L = 36 lattice continues to exhibit
accurate results down to 1200, thus the data from this
system cover 1200=In (10) = 521 orders ofm agniude.

The oo]Japse oftheP; (g) functions 62) on oneuniversal
curve P %) is depicted in F ig. d The gure showssome
scaling violations, which becom e rather sm all from L
24 onwards. The standard deviation 1 behaveswith L
according to

./ L% 1+gL '+ oan: 8)
Note that the ratio = is de ned for the m agnetiza-
tion, and by FSS theory ] T / L holds fr the
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FIG . 2. Logarithm of the overlap probability densities at
c= 1=T. = 0221654.
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FIG . 3. Rescaled overlap probability densities P 0(qo) =
L P (@) versus q0 = ¢g= ; at the critical point.

standard deviation of the m agnetization. The factor of
two di erence In the exponent ofEqg. (6) com es from di-
m ensionality. Scaling relations and estin ates of the Ising
m odel critical exponents are reviewed in Ref. I_ZC_;] In

particular, 2 = = d 2+ holds. Our estin ate of
2 = from a fourparameter t ofEqg. 6'_3) to our data
forthe standard deviation  is2 = = 1:0293 (28) with
Q = 031 the goodness of t (see t_Z]_J'] for the de nition

ofQ ). Restricted to cur L. 24 lattices the m ore stablk
tw oparam eter t to the kading behaviorofEqg. (:_d) gives

2

— = 1030 0005 wih Q = 036 : )
The m ost accurate estin ates of the literature 1_2-(_5] clus-
ter artound = 0:036 with an error of a few unis in
the last digit. W ihin the conventional statistical un-
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FIG .4. Logarithm ofthe rescaled overlap probability den—
sities P O(010) = 1 Pp (@) versus qo = g= ; at the critical point.

certainties this is consistent with our 2 = wvalies. The
tw oparam eter tbecom es quickly nconsistent when the
an aller Jattices with L < 24 are included, w ith a trend
towards an allervaluesof2 = . T herefore, we con gcture
that there w illbe a slightly increasing trend when larger
Jattices should becom e available. Because its larger er—
ror bar re ects to som e extent system atic uncertainties,
wepreferEq. Q:Si) over the fourparam eter tasour nal
estin ate.

TABLE I. Deviation pointsfor4 3¢ hP? @)1= 0:5 ofthe
L = 4 to 30 Jattices from the L. = 36 resul.

L | 4 6 8 12 16 24 30 |
o | 227 | 246 [ 265 [ 295 [ 325 | 383 | 454 |
q | 0781[ 0580|0472 0351 | 0288 | 0225 0212

In Fig. 4 we show the logarithm InP °@)] of the
rescaled overlap probability densities and we see a break—
down of scaling for su ciently large g °. The ordering of
the lattices is that the rightm ost curve corresponds to
the L = 36 lattice. The an aller lattices deviate from it.
From the left: First, the L = 4 lattice (hot visbbl), next
theL = 6,thenL = 8,L = 12,L = 16,L = 24 and last

= 30. T he agreaem ent is over a lJarger and larger range
in . However, scaled back to g, it concems the vicinity
of g= 0. To quantify this, we have collected In Tab]e:_i
the o® and corresponding g values at which the deviation

43P’ @] hPY@)] hP’@)]

becom es 1/2, a deviation too sm all to be visble on the
scale ofFjg.:ff. T he o values are seen to increase, w hereas
the corresponding g valies decrease.

Tt is well known that the requirem ent of consistency
of a universal probability density (:2) w ith the functional
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FIG.5. The functions f; (@), extracted from E(g. (:4) for
various Jatthe sizes, are plotted togetherw ith a t according
to Eq. Qll

form {-fJ:) determ ines the function f (). Nam ely, to lead-
ing order the scaling of the finction @) P (@) inplies
that

Lf L *7 =g 10)

is an L-independent function. T herefore,

f@ / o 7 1)

holds. N ote that the non-critical G aussian behavior is a
special case, obtained ford =2 = 2.

T contrast to Egs. @) and (L1, the functional form
(:fl) is expected to hold for allg, when L becom es large.
T his is easily tested by plotting

f @ = Ni InPL @] 12)
asisdone in F jg.lr_ﬂ, and seeing if f;, (@) is L-independent
up to O (1=N ) tem s as i should. N ot to cbscure the be-
haviorby too large sym bols, the lines are plotted w thout
error bars. A t of the scaling form Q-]_;) to our f3¢ (@)
data rg< 02, £(@ = 0000049 0073 =2 with
2 = = 1030 friom Eq. {9), isalso incluided in the qure.

W e see excellent convergence towards an L —indepen-—
dent function, where the higher lying curves corresoond
to the analler lattices L = 4 beJng the one on top).
However, the scaling behavior Cll ) only holds in the
vicihity of g = 0. To make this quantitatively m ore
precise, we subtract the function f3¢ (@) from the oth-
ers and plot the di erence in Fig. '§ (at selected values
of g we now inclide barely visble error bars by plot—
ting f;, @) 4 f1 @ £f36(@)). In the lJarge volum e 1im it
(for both of two lattices) the di erence ¥, @ fu, @3
should be bounded by a constant
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FIG.6. The functions f;, (@), aswellasthe tto Eq. (il}),

with f36 (@) subtracted (error bars are indicated at selected
values of qg).

W eseein Fjg.:_é thattheL = 24 and 30 curves fallalm ost
on the I = 36 one (the zero line). Note that the gure
iscut o at g = 062. The number of sweeps needed
to propagate the system over the fill adm issible grange
scales in the m ultioverlap ensam ble at least proportional
to the systam size N . Ain ing at a com parable statis—
tics for all system sizes, the required com puter tin e thus
grow s at Jeast proportionalto N 2. T herefore and because
ofnum ericalproblem sw ith the oating point representa—
tion caused by the extrem e sm allness of Py, () org! 1
when L is Jarge, we restricted the overlap sin ulations to
g2 [ 07;+0:7] for the lattice sizes L. = 16;24, and 30,
and to g2 [ 0:62;+0:62] or the L = 36 lattice. Nev—
ertheless the an allest values of Py, (@) we sam pled were
those ofthe L = 36 lattice.

On thebasisofEq. ) theplots ofF igs.§ and & had to
be expected. The concture @) of Bramwellet al ﬁlé]
appears to be ruled out for the Ising m odel. Nam ely,
when Eq. @) with ¢, = 0) and Eq. {I4) are both
valid in som e region oflb’ = bL? = , one nds to leading
order

bgl’~ = dh@©)+ hE@]; 13)
and f (q) can only be L -independent ifb isnot a constant,
but dependson gand L.

ITII.RESULTS BELOW THE CRITICAL
TEM PERATURE

Below the critical tem perature we m ade 16 indepen—
dent runs per lattice size w ith the follow ng num bers of
Sweeps per repetition: 2 forL = 4,27 orL = 6, 28
rL = 8,27 orL = 12,2%° HrL = 16 ( = 0232)
and 2°! orL = 16 ( = 03). The overlap probability
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FIG . 8. Logarithm s of the overlap probability densities at
= 0232.
densities P, () 'J‘br = 0232 and = 03 are shown

together in F ig. -j . C Jearly, the peaks m oved away from
zero and are now at g, ax = 03408 L = 16; = 0232)
and ¢ ax = 08237 (L = 16; = 0:3). In Figs.id and 4
we show the logarithm s of these probability densities at

= 0232 and = 03, respectively. The scales In these
two gures are chosen to accomm odate all the Py (0)
data, but not their tails, which continue down to m uch
lowervalues. Forthe largest (L = 16) di erence between
Py (0) and them axinum ofPy (), we seethat it increases
from about four orders of m agnitude at = 0232 to
about 65 orders ofm agniude at = 0:3.

Note that the most lkely P (0) con gurations are
those w here one replica stays around m agnetization m =
0 and the other around the m axinum of the m agnetic
probability density at positive or negative m agnetization
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FIG . 9. Logarithm s of the overlap probability densities at
= 03.

TABLE II. E ective interface tension (16) resuls, .,
from the overlap parameter at = 0232 and = 03. At
= 0232 resuls for the sam e quantity obtained in Ref. Eé]
from the m agnetization density are included for com parison.

L = 0232 = 0232 Ref. [L6] =03 |
4| 000962 (27) 0.05297 (29) 023490 (33) |
6| 001416 (12) 0.03403 (15) 026325 20) |
8 | 0.016740 (82) 0.02779 (13) 028457 (20) |
12 | 0020281 (64) 0.02485 (12) 029751 A7) |
16 | 0022715 (34) 002521 (11) 029959 (1) |

m . It ©llow s that the ratio

Py (0)
Ry = ———; 14)
PL (Ch ax)

where Py (G ax) is the maxinum ofPy (g), is related to
the interface tension Fg according to the Hmula intro-
duced in [1§] orthe ratio PM (0)=P™ (G ax)/

R; = CLP exp 2L%F, + :::: (15)

Here C, p are constants and p =
capJJJary wave approxin ann [22:] or one—loop

1=2 in the one-loop
*the-
loop 4—‘cheory is considered in Ref. £6]. The oortectjon
is Jarge and it appears that a reliable estin ate of p does
not exist.

To determ ine the Interface tension onem ay rst calcu—
late the lattice size dependent e ective interface tensions

1
Fsr = 12 IRy ; (16)
and then make an extrapolation of Fgy or L | 1 .

Table I collects our Fg; results where the error bars



w ith respect to the last digits are given in parentheses.
For the sake of easy com parison, we list also som e F g,
results of Ref. llé at = 0232, cbtained by applying
the de nitions {4) and (16) to the probability density of
the m agnetization. It is notable that the Fs;, estin ates
from the overlap densities ncrease m onotonically in the
Iisted range of lattice sizes, whereas the Fg;;, estin ates
from the m agnetization show a m ore com plex behavior:
Up to L = 12 they decrease, then they tum around to
increase and the increase has been llowed [_1§‘] up to
lattices of size L = 32. _

W e pursue a sin iAr thing strategy as in Ref. {[6]. As
there, it tums out that our data do not really support ts
to m ore than tw o param eters and that including the cap—
llary wave term w ith the one-loop theoretical coe cient
p does not lead to any in provem ents of the goodness Q
ofthe ts. In essencewe are keft with tsto the kading,
likely e ective, correction

Fsp=Fs+ — a7

and, due to our an all Jattice sizes, nite-size corrections
are so big that thebest we can do isa t ofthe interface
tensions from the largest two lattices, L = 12 and 16.
T his yields the estin ates

= 003002 24) at = 0232; 18)

and
= 030583 68) at = 03 ; 19)

which are (under the circum stances of our lim ited sys—

tem sizes) in reasonably good agreem ent w ith results of

Hasenbusch andPinn ®P) !27], fora review seeRef. 28

A galn, ourerrorbars are purely statisticaland do not re—
ect systam atic errors due to our an all Jattice sizes.

Our result C18 at = 0232 is ower than the mul
tin agnetical estin ate of Ref. fl6] T his m oves into the
right direction and indicates that the resolution of the
Inconsistency between them ulticanonicaland the HP es-
tinate at = 0232, discussed In the paperby Zinn and
F isher 9], has its origin in the com plex nite-size scal-
Ing behavior of Fg;, estin ates from the m agnetization,
w hich could be resolved by sin ulating larger system s. It
isnotable that thisdi culy ofthe extrapolation appears
to be lim ited to a sn all ne:ghborhood of = 0232, as
the multin agnetical F; estim ates [l6]at = 0227 and

= 02439 are perfectly consistent with HP, see Fig. 1
ofRef. R91.

Iv.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

Th Sect. :]:F we have analyzed the critical behavior of
the overlap variable g. In essence agreem ent w ith the
standard scaling picture is found, but with som e new
Insights. In particular, we exhibit in Table :'Ithat scaling

appears to be con ned to a amallg (put still large ¢° =

gL? = ) neighborhood. T may be worthwhile to check
w hether the m agnetic probability distribbution, for which
com parable sin ulations are easier to perfom , exhibits a
sin ilar behavior. Further, we nd support in favor of
standard large deviations (4), nstead of the oHm C13)
derived from Gumbel's rst asym ptote (g)

Belw the criticalpoint, in Sect.'IT}, we estin ate inter—
face free energies from our overlap probability densities.
T he results are an oother than those from the probability
density of the m agnetization _ -é] and tend to reconcilke
discrepancies noted in Ref. R3]. But, lke at the criti-
calpoint, considerably larger lattices would be needed to
reach high precision resuls.
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