
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

60
75

v3
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.d
is

-n
n]

  3
0 

Ja
n 

20
03

APS/123-Q ED

Finite Size Scaling analysis ofthe avalanches in the 3d G aussian R andom Field Ising

M odelw ith m etastable dynam ics

F.J.P�erez-Reche� and Eduard Vivesy

Dept. d’Estructura i Constituents de la M at�eria, Universitat de Barcelona

Diagonal647, Facultat de F��sica, 08028 Barcelona, Catalonia

(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

A num ericalstudyispresented ofthe3d G aussian Random Field IsingM odelatT = 0driven byan

external�eld.Standard synchronousrelaxation dynam icsisem ployed to obtain the m agnetization

versus �eld hysteresis loops. The focus is on the analysis ofthe num ber and size distribution of

them agnetization avalanches.They areclassi�ed asbeing non-spanning,1d-spanning,2d-spanning

or 3d-spanning depending on whether or not they span the whole lattice in the di�erent space

directions.M oreover,�nite-size scaling analysisenablesidenti�cation oftwo di�erenttypesofnon-

spanning avalanches (criticaland non-critical) and two di�erent types of3d-spanning avalanches

(criticaland subcritical),whose num bersincrease with L asa power-law with di�erentexponents.

W e conclude by giving a scenario foravalanche behaviourin the therm odynam ic lim it.

PACS num bers:75.60.Ej,05.70.Jk,75.40.M g,75.50.Lk

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

System s with �rst-order phase transitions exhibit a

discontinuous change of their properties when driven

through the transition point.Som etim es,due to the ex-

istence of energy barriers larger than therm al
uctua-

tions,such system sevolvefollowing a path ofm etastable

statesand exhibithysteresis.M etastablephenom ena de-

velop m ore often in the case ofsystem s at low tem per-

ature and with quenched disorder. In m any cases the

�rst-order phase transition occurs,instead ofat a cer-

tain transition point,in a broad rangeofthedriving pa-

ram eterand the discontinuity issplitinto a sequence of

jum ps or avalanches between m etastable states. M ore-

over, under certain conditions such avalanches do not

show any characteristicspatialortim e scale:the distri-

bution oftheir size and duration becom es a power-law.

This fram ework,which has som etim es been called 
uc-

tuationless �rst-order phase transitions [1,2],is one of

the basic m echanism s responsible for power-lawsin na-

ture [3]. Experim entalexam ples have been found in a

broad set ofphysicalsystem s: m agnetic transitions [4],

adsorption [5],superconductivity [6],m artensitic trans-

form ations[7],etc.

A paradigm atic m odel for such 
uctuationless �rst-

orderphasetransitionsin disordered system istheG aus-

sian Random Field Ising M odel (G RFIM ) at T = 0

driven by an external�eld H . The am ountofquenched

disorderiscontrolled by the standard deviation � ofthe

G aussian distribution ofindependentrandom �eldsact-

ing on each spin. M etastable evolution isobtained with

appropriate localrelaxation dynam ics which assum es a

separation oftim e scales between the driving �eld rate

dH =dtand the avalanche duration. The response ofthe
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system to thedriving �eld can befollowed by m easuring

thetotalm agnetization m (H ).Theresponseexhibitsthe

above-m entioned m etastable phenom ena:hysteresisand

avalanches.

Since the m odelwasintroduced som eyearsago [8,9],

di�erent studies (num erical and analytical) have been

carried outin orderto characterize the hysteresisloops

m (H )and the m agnetization avalanches[10,11,12,13,

14,15].Two ofthe m ostwell-studied propertiesare the

num berofavalanchesN (�)and the distribution D (s;�)

ofavalanchesizessalonghalfahysteresisloop.Forlarge

am ountsofdisorder(�> �c)theloopslook sm ooth and

continuous.They consistofasequenceofalargenum ber

oftiny avalanches whose size distribution D (s;� > �c)

decaysexponentiallywith s.O n theotherhand,forsm all

am ountsofdisorder(� < �c),besidesa certain num ber

ofsm allavalanches,one orseverallarge avalanchespro-

duce a discontinuity �m in the hysteresisloop. Foran

interm ediatecriticalvalue�c thedistribution D (s;�c)of

avalanche sizes s can be approxim ated by a power-law:

D (s;�c)� s�� .

M any ofthe propertiesofthe G RFIM have been un-

derstood by assum ing the existence ofa T = 0 critical

point (�c;H c) on the m etastable phase diagram . The

m ore recent estim ation [13]renders: �c = 2:16 � 0:03

and H c = 1:435 � 0:004. Although partialagreem ent

on thevaluesofthecriticalexponentshasbeen reached,

otherfeaturesarestillcontroversial.

O ne ofthe fundam entalproblem s is the de�nition of

the order param eter. From a therm odynam ic point of

view the discontinuity ofthe hysteresis loop �m seem s

to be an appropriate order param eter if �m > 0 for

� < �c and �m = 0 for � > � c. Nevertheless,in the

T = 0 num ericalsim ulations,due to the �nite size of

thesystem and fora given realization ofdisorder,allthe

m agnetization changesarediscontinuous.Notethatthis

does not occur for standard therm alnum ericalsim ula-

tionsin which,due to therm alaveraging,m agnetization

is continuous for �nite system s. O nly �nite-size scaling
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analysiswillrevealwhich arethe\largeavalanches" and

whether or not avalanches becom e vanishingly sm allin

the therm odynam ic lim it. It is thus very im portant to

study thepropertiesofthe\spanning"avalanches.These

are avalanches that, for a �nite system with periodic

boundary conditions,crossthe system from one side to

another.In particularitwould beinteresting to m easure

the num berN s(�)ofspanning avalanchesand theirsize

distribution D s(s;�).

A second unsolved question,related to the previous

one,is the spatialstructure ofthe avalanches. It has

been suggested that they are not com pact [10,16]. A

fractaldim ension (df = 1=0:34 < 3)hasbeen estim ated

from the avalanche size distribution [11]. It would be

interesting to understand how such a fractalbehaviour

m ay,in the therm odynam ic lim it,representa m agneti-

zation discontinuity.

A third problem is the de�nition ofthe scaling vari-

ablesin orderto characterizethecriticalpropertiesclose

to the critical point (�c;H c). W hen focusing on the

study ofavalanche properties,it should be pointed out

that the scaling analysis is perform ed by using quan-

tities (N (�) and D (s;�)) m easured recording all the

avalanches along halfa hysteresis loop. The m easure-

m ent ofnon-integrated distributions,i.e. around a cer-

tain value ofH ,willrequire large am ounts com puting

e�ort in order to reach good statistics for large enough

system s.Therefore,thedependenceon the�eld H isin-

tegrated outand the distance to the criticalpoint�c is

m easured by a single scaling variable u(�). Although in

pioneering papers [8,9]the m ost usualscaling variable

u1 = (�� �c)=�c wasusedin ordertoscaletheavalanche

sizedistribution,forthcom ingstudies[10,11,13]changed

the de�nition to u3 = (�� �c)=�.Apparently both def-

initions are equivalently close to the criticalpoint,but

itcan bechecked thatthe\phenom enological"scaling of

the distributions D (s;�) using u3 (with u3 > 0:04) as

suggested in theinsetofFig.1 in Ref.10,isnotpossible

when using u1.

Finite-sizescalinganalysishasbeen carried out[13,16]

forthe num berofspanning avalanchesN s(�;L).Never-

theless,such �nite-sizescalinghasnotbeen presented ei-

therforthe avalanchesizedistributionsD (s;�;L)orfor

thenum berofnon-spanning avalanchesN ns(�;L).M ost

ofthestudies[10,13]haveproposed collapsesby neglect-

ingthefactthatsim ulated system sare�nite.Thereisan

exception [12,17]forwhich the scaling ofthe avalanche

distributionswith L hasbeen studied.In thiscase,nev-

ertheless,the dependence on the distance to the critical

pointhasbeen neglected and,consequently,param eter-

dependentexponentshavebeen obtained.In ouropinion,

scalingoftheavalanchedistribution m ustbestudied on a

twodim ensionalplane,includingascalingvariablewhich

accountsforthe�nite-sizeL and anotherwhich accounts

forthe distanceto the criticalpoint.

Previous studies have provided sim ulations of very

large system sizes(up to L = 1000)[14]. Thishasbeen

advantageous for the study ofself-averaging quantities.

Nevertheless,the properties ofthe spanning avalanches

arenon-selfaveraging.Thisisbecause,aswillbeshown,

the num ber of spanning avalanches per loop does not

grow asL3. Thism eansthat,in orderto obtain better

accuracy,itism ore im portantto perform averagesover

di�erentdisordercon�gurations(which willbeindicated

by h� i)than to sim ulatevery largesystem sizes.

In thispaperwepresentintensivenum ericalstudiesof

the m etastable 3d-G RFIM and focus on analysisofthe

spanning avalanches.In section IIthe m odel,the de�ni-

tion ofaspanningavalancheand thedetailsofthenum er-

icalsim ulationsarepresented.In section IIIraw num eri-

calresultsaregiven.In section IV som eoftheRenorm al-

ization G roup (RG )ideaswillbereviewed,which willbe

taken into accountforthe analysisofthe criticalpoint.

A �nite-sizescaling analysisoftheavalanchenum bersis

presented in section V. The sam e analysis for size dis-

tributionsand theirk-m om entsarepresented in sections

VIand VIIrespectively. Section VIIIpresentsa discus-

sion on the behaviourofm agnetization. The discussion

oftheresultsin relation with previousworksispresented

in section IX. Finally in section X a fullsum m ary and

conclusionsisgiven.

II. M O D EL

The 3d-G RFIM is de�ned on a cubic lattice of size

L � L � L.O n each latticesite(i= 1;:::;L3)thereisa

spin variableSi taking values� 1.TheHam iltonian is:

H = �

n:n:X

i;j

SiSj �

L
3

X

i= 1

hiSi� H

L
3

X

i= 1

Si ; (1)

where the �rst sum extends over allnearest-neighbour

(n.n) pairs,H is the externalapplied �eld and hi are

quenched random �elds,which are independentand are

distributed according to a G aussian probability density

dP (hi)=
1

p
2��

e
�

h
2

i

2� 2 dhi ; (2)

where the standard deviation �,is the param eter that

controlstheam ountofdisorderin thesystem .Notethat

hhii= 0 and hh2ii= �2.

The system is driven at T = 0 by the external�eld

H . For H = + 1 the state ofthe system which m ini-

m izesH isthe state with m axim um m agnetization m =
P L

3

i= 1
Si=L

3 = 1.W hen theexternal�eld H isdecreased,

the system evolves following localrelaxation dynam ics.

Thespins
ip according to the sign ofthe local�eld:

hi+ H +

6X

j= 1

Sj ; (3)

where the sum extends overthe 6 nearest-neighbouring

spins ofsi. Avalanches occur when a spin 
ip changes

thesign ofthelocal�eld ofsom eoftheneighbours.This
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averaged num ber notation

avalanches N (�;L)

spanning avalanches N s(�;L)

non-spanning avalanches N ns(�;L)

criticalnon-spanning avalanches N nsc(�;L)

non-criticalnon-spanning avalanches N ns0(�;L)

1d-spanning avalanches N 1(�;L)

2d-spanning avalanches N 2(�;L)

3d-spanning avalanches N 3(�;L)

critical3d-spanning avalanches N 3c(�;L)

subcritical3d-spanning avalanches N 3� (�;L)

norm alized size distribution notation

avalanches D (s;�;L)

spanning avalanches D s(s;�;L)

non-spanning avalanches D ns(s;�;L)

criticalnon-spanning avalanches D nsc(s;�;L)

non-criticalnon-spanning avalanches D ns0(s;�;L)

1d-spanning avalanches D 1(s;�;L)

2d-spanning avalanches D 2(s;�;L)

3d-spanning avalanches D 3(s;�;L)

critical3d-spanning avalanches D 3c(s;�;L)

subcritical3d-spanning avalanches D 3� (s;�;L)

TABLE I:Notation ofthestudied quantitiesin thiswork.All

thequantitiesrefertotheanalysisofhalfahysteresisloop and

are obtained afteraveraging overm any di�erentrealizations

ofdisorder.

m ay starta sequenceofspin 
ipswhich occurata �xed

valueoftheexternal�eld H ,untila new stablesituation

isreached.H isthen decreased again.This\adiabatic"

evolution correspondsto the lim it for which avalanches

arem uch fasterthan thedecreasing�eld rate.Notethat,

oncethelocalrandom �eldsare�xed,them etastableevo-

lution iscom pletely determ inistic,no inverseavalanches

m ay occur and the hysteresis loops exhibit the return

pointm em ory property [8].

Thesizeoftheavalanchescorrespondsto thenum ber

ofspins 
ipped untila new stable situation is reached.

Note that the corresponding m agnetization change is

�m = 2s=L 3.

For a certain realization ofthe random �elds,corre-

sponding to a given value of �, we have recorded the

sequenceofavalanchesizesduring halfa hysteresisloop,

i.e.decreasing H from + 1 to � 1 .Thetwo m ain quan-

tities(seeTableI)thatarem easured afteraveragingover

di�erent realizations ofdisorder,are the totalnum ber

ofavalanches per loop N (�;L) and the distribution of

avalanchesizesD (s;�;L),norm alized so that:

L
3

X

s= 1

D (s;�;L)= 1 : (4)

Notethatgiven thisnorm alization condition and thefact

thats isa naturalnum ber,then D (s;�;L)� 1.

Thenum ericalalgorithm wehaveused istheso-called

brute force algorithm propagating one avalanche at a

tim e [14]. W e have studied system sizes ranging from

L = 5(L3 = 125) to L = 48(L3 = 110592). The m ea-

Closure relations N = N s + N ns

N ns = N nsc + N ns0

N s = N 1 + N 2 + N 3

N 3 = N 3c + N 3�

Norm alization condition
P

L
3

s= 1
D � (s;�;L)= 1

D istribution relations N D = N sD s + N nsD ns

N nsD ns = N nscD nsc + N ns0D ns0

N sD s = N 1D 1 + N 2D 2 + N 3D 3

N 3D 3 = N 3cD 3c + N 3� D 3�

TABLE II: M ain m athem atical relationships between the

quantitiesde�ned in Table I.The dependence on �,L and s

has been suppressed in order to clarify the Table. The sub-

script� standsforallthe possible sub-indicesin Table I.

sured propertiesarealwaysaveraged overalargenum ber

ofrealizationsofthe random �eld con�guration foreach

value of�. Typicalaveragesare perform ed overa num -

berofcon�gurationsthatrangesbetween 105 forL � 16

to 2000 forL = 48.

W e have used periodic boundary conditions: the nu-

m ericalsim ulationscorrespond,in fact,to a periodicin-

�nitesystem .Therefore,strictly speaking,allavalanches

are in�nite. Nevertheless, we need to identify which

avalancheswillbecom eim portantin thetherm odynam ic

lim it. The de�nition that best m atches this idea is the

concept ofspanning avalanches: those avalanches that,

at least in one ofthe x,y or z directions,extend over

the length L. This de�nition is very easy to im ple-

m ent num erically in the brute force algorithm . Span-

ningavalanchesaredetected by usingthree(x;y;z)m ask

vectorsofsize L whose elem entsare setto 0 atthe be-

ginning ofeach avalanche. During the evolution ofthe

avalanche the m ask vectorsrecord the shade ofthe 
ip-

ping spins along the three perpendicular directions (by

changing the 0’s to 1’s). W hen the avalanche �nishes,

it can be classi�ed as being non-spanning,1d-spanning

,2d-spanning or3d-spanning depending on the num ber

ofsuch m ask vectors that have been totally converted

to 1. The num ber and size distribution of1d,2d and

3d-spanningavalanchesisalsostudied and averaged over

di�erentrealizationsofdisorder.Table Ishowsthe de�-

nitionsofavalanchenum bersand distributionsthatwill

be used throughout the paper. In Table II the list of

m athem aticalrelations between the avalanche num bers

and distributionsisgiven.W ewillusethesubscript�to

indicateany oftheavalanchenum bersordistributionsin

TableI.

It should be m entioned that,although the de�nition

ofspanning avalanches used in this paper is equivalent

to the de�nition in previousworks[13,14,16],the aver-

age num ber ofspanning avalanches N s,in som e cases,

does not coincide with the previous estim ations. W e

guessthatthe reason isbecause,in previousworks,the

m ethod used to count spanning avalanches was aver-

aging twice the 2d-spanning avalanches and was aver-

aging three tim es the 3d-spanning avalanches. There-
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fore,in orderto com pare,forinstance with Ref.13,one

should take into accountthattheirnum berofspanning

avalanchesN isnotequalto thepresentN s butsatis�es:

N = (N 1 + 2N 2 + 3N 3)=3. M oreover,we should point

outthe following rem ark before presenting the data.As

a consequenceofthe num ericalanalysis,several\kinds"

of avalanches willbe identi�ed (see Table I). Such a

separation in di�erentkindswill,in som ecases,bejusti-

�ed by the m easurem entofdi�erentphysicalproperties

(such aswhetherthe avalanchespansthe lattice ornot)

but,in othercases,willbe an \a priori" phenom enolog-

icalhypothesisto reach a good description ofthe data.

Although som e authors willprefer to identify such new

\kinds" ofavalanchesas\correctionsto scaling",itwill

turn outthatafterthe�nitesizescaling analysiswewill

be able to identify which di�erent physicalproperties

characterizeeach \kind" ofavalanche.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Fig. 1 shows an exam ple of the distribution of

avalanchesD (s;�;L)on alog-logscaleforthreevaluesof

�corresponding to a system with sizeL = 24.Thequal-

itative behaviourofD (s;�;L)is thatalready described

in theintroduction:when �isdecreased thedistribution

changesfrom beingapproxim atelyexponentially dam ped

(�> �c)to a distribution exhibiting a peak forlargeval-

ues ofs (� < �c). Therefore,one can suggest that at

the criticalvalue �c the distribution exhibits power-law

behaviour. Nevertheless,it is also evident from Fig.1

thatthe �nite size ofthe system m asksthis excessively

sim plistic description. O nly after convenient �nite-size

scaling analysisshallwe discoverwhich featuresrem ain

in the therm odynam iclim it.

The peak occurring for� < �c is basically caused by

the existence ofspanning avalanches. This is shown in

Fig.2wherethepeakin D (s;�;L)[Fig.2(a)]iscom pared

with the two contributions D ns(s;�;L) and D s(s;�;L)

[Fig.2(b)].

Ascan beseen thedistribution ofspanning avalanches

D s(s;�;L) is far from sim ple. It exhibits a m ultipeak

structure caused by the contributionsfrom D 1(s;�;L),

D 2(s;�;L)and D 3(s;�;L)shown in Fig.2c. M oreover,

D 3(s;�;L)itselfalso exhibitstwo peakssuggesting that

the3d-spanningavalanchesm aybeoftwodi�erentkinds.

W e shalldenote critical 3d-spanning avalanches (indi-

cated by thesubscript3c)asthosecorresponding to the

peak on the left and subcritical3d-spanning avalanches

(indicated bythesubscript3� )asthosecorrespondingto

thepeakon theright.Aswillbeexplained below,the1d-

spanningavalanches,the2d-spanningavalanchesand the

critical3d-spanning avalanchesdo notexistin the ther-

m odynam iclim itexceptwhen �= �c.Thisisthereason

forhaving chosen the word \critical" forthiskind of3d

spanning avalanche. It willalso be shown that,in the

therm odynam iclim it,subcritical3d-spanningavalanches

only exist for � � �c. As regards the non-spanning
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FIG .1: Avalanche size distribution corresponding to (a)

� = 1:7, (b) � = 2:21 and (c) � = 2:6. D ata have been

obtained from a system with size L = 24 afteraveraging over

105 realizationsofthe disorder.

avalanches,they willalso be classi�ed into two typesat

the end ofthissection,although this separation cannot

be deduced from the behaviourin Fig.2(b).

Fig.3 shows the evolution ofD 1(s;�;L),D 2(s;�;L)

and D 3(s;�;L)when �isincreased.Notethattheright-

hand peak of D 3(s;�;L) shifts to sm aller values of s

and becom es
at,indicating thatthe m ean size ofthese

subcritical3d-spanning avalanchesdecreases.M oreover,

above�c [Fig.3(d)]thisright-hand peak disappearsand

a peak on the leftem erges.

Besides the norm alized distributions,it is also inter-

estingto analyzetheactualaveragenum bersofspanning

avalanches N 1(�;L),N 2(�;L) and N 3(�;L),which also

exhibitsingularbehaviourat�c asshown in Fig.4.

From the directextrapolation ofthe data correspond-

ing to di�erent system sizes to L ! 1 ,we can m ake

the following assum ptions: in the therm odynam ic lim it

N 1(�)and N 2(�)willdisplay a �-function discontinuity

at�c.N 3(�)willdisplay step-likebehaviour:for�< � c

there is only one 3d-spanning avalanche, for � > �c

there are no 3d-spanning avalanchesand at � = �c the

data supports the assum ption that N 3 willalso display
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FIG .2: Analysisofthe di�erentcontributionsto D (s;�;L)

for�= 2:317 and L = 16.D ata correspondsto an average of

2� 10
5
realizations. (a)Fulldistribution,(b)distribution of

spanningavalanchesD s(s;�;L);(c)D istributionsD 1(s;�;L),

D 2(s;�;L)and D 3(s;�;L).

a �-function singularity atthe edgeofthe step function.

This reinforcesthe suggestion thatthere are two di�er-

ent types of3d-spanning avalanches: as willbe shown,

in the therm odynam ic lim it,the num ber ofsubcritical

3d spanning avalanchesN 3� behavesasa step function,

whereas the num ber ofcriticalavalanches N 3c exhibits

divergenceat�c.

The total num ber of spanning avalanches N s(�;L)

and non-spanning avalanchesN ns(�;L),aredisplayed in

Figs.5(a) and 5(b) respectively. N s(�;L) shows,as a

resultofthe divergenceofN 3c,N 1 and N 2,a �-function

singularity at�c when L ! 1 suggesting thatthe criti-

calpointischaracterized by theexistenceof1 spanning

avalanches. W e would like to point out that previous

studies have not clari�ed this result for the 3d-G RFIM

[13]

TheanalysisofN ns ism oreintricate.Fig.5(b)shows

thatN ns(�;L) growswith � and L. Forlarge am ounts

ofdisorder(�! 1 )oneexpectsthatthehysteresisloop

consistsofa sequenceofnon-spanning avalanchesofsize

1.Therefore,theirnum berwillequalL3.To revealthis
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FIG .3: Analysis of the dependence of D 1(s;�;L) (top),

D 2(s;�;L) (m iddle) and D 3(s;�;L) (bottom ) with �. D ata

correspond to averages of2 � 10
5
realizations ofa L = 10

system with (a) � = 1:9,(b) � = 2:2,(c) � = 2:5 and (d)

�= 2:8.

behaviourFig.6 showsthe dependence ofN ns(�;L)=L
3

asa function of�. O ne expectsthatthese linestend to

1 when � ! 1 . M oreover,a closerlook revealsthatat

�c ’ 2:21,thereisa contribution to N ns(�;L)=L
3 which

decreaseswith system size. Forlow valuesof� one ex-

pectsthatnon-spanning avalanchesalwaysexist,except

at�= 0.Thislaststatem entcan easilybeunderstoodby

noticingthatan approxim atelowerbound tothenum ber

ofnon-spanning avalanchescan be com puted by analyz-

ing how m any of the spins Si will
ip by them selves,

independently oftheir neighbours,due to the fact that

the local�eld hi is either largerthan 6 orsm allerthan

� 6. This analysis renders Nns=L
3 > �err (6=�) where

�err isthe errorfunction.

From these considerations,weexpectthatforL ! 1

thecurvesin Fig.6 tend to a certain lim iting behaviour

which increases sm oothly from 0 to 1. This can also

be appreciated in the inset in Fig.6,which shows the

behaviour ofN ns(�;L)=L
3 as a function ofL for four

di�erentvaluesofthe am ountofdisorder:� = 1:7,� =

2:21 ’ �c,�= 2:5 and �= 2:7.The fourcurvesexhibit

a tendency to extrapolate to a plateau when L ! 1 .

Forthecaseof�’ �c an estim ation oftheextrapolated

valueisN ns(�c;L)=L
3 ! 0:028.

Consequently,itisnecessary to considerthe existence

of,atleast,twokindsofnon-spanningavalanches.Those

whose num ber N ns0 increases as L3 willbe denoted as

non-criticalnon-spanning avalanches(with thesubscript

ns0),andthosewhosenum berN nsc increaseswith L with

a sm aller exponent willbe called criticalnon-spanning

avalanches(with thesubscriptnsc).Infact,alog-logplot
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FIG .4: Num berofspanningavalanchesin 1d (a),2d (b)and

3d (c)asa function of�.The di�erentcurvescorrespond to

L = 5;8;10;12;16;24;32 and 48 as indicated by the legend.

Linesare a guide to the eye.

ofN ns(�c;L)=L
3� 0:028versusL providesan estim ation

forthisexponentN nsc(�c;L)� 0:085L2:02.

Allthe assum ptions that have been presented,corre-

sponding to behaviourin the therm odynam ic lim it,will

becon�rm ed by the�nite-sizescaling analysispresented

in the following sections.

IV . R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N G R O U P A N D

SC A LIN G VA R IA B LES

The basic hypothesisforthe analysisofthe above re-

sultsusingRG techniquesistheexistenceofa�xed point

in the m ultidim ensionalspace ofHam iltonian param e-

ters. This �xed point sits on a criticalsurface which

extendsalong allthe irrelevantdirections. By changing

the two tuneable param eters� and H ,the criticalsur-

facecan be crossed atthe criticalpoint(�c;H c).Ashas

been explained in the Introduction concerning the anal-

ysisofthe avalanche num berand size distributions,the

dependencealongtheexternal�eld direction H hasbeen

integrated out. O ne expects that such integration m ay

distort som e ofthe exponents and the shape ofscaling

functions,butnotthepossibility ofan RG analysis.This
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N
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σ
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 σ

 

N
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 (
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)

FIG .5: (a) Totalnum ber ofspanning avalanches N s(�;L)

and (b) non-spanning avalanches as a function of� for dif-

ferentsystem sizesL asindicated by the legend. Linesare a

guide to the eye.

isbecause the integration range crossesthe criticalsur-

facewherethe divergencesoccur.

Fora L ! 1 system weassum ea uniquescaling vari-

ableu(�)which m easuresthedistanceto �c.Thedepen-

dence ofu on � should be sm ooth,but its proper form

isunknown [18].W e willdiscussthreedi�erentpossibil-

ities:

1.The standard choice isto use a dim ensionless�rst

approxim ation by expanding u(�)as:

u1 =
�� �c

�c
: (5)

Nevertheless,in general,the correct scaling vari-

ablesm ayhaveadi�erentdependenceon �.Forin-

stance,thism aybeduetotheexistenceofotherrel-

evantparam eters,such astheexternal�eld,which

hasbeen integrated out.

2.A second choiceisto extend theexpansion ofu(�)
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FIG .6: Num ber ofnon-spanning avalanches N ns(�;L) di-

vided by L
3
asa function of� and di�erentsystem sizes,as

indicated by the legend. The inset shows the behaviour of

the sam e quantity as a function ofL for di�erent values of

�.Thedashed lineindicatesthevalueN =L
3
= 0:028 and the

continuousline isa �tofthebehaviourproposed in equation

(26).

to second orderby including a �tting am plitudeA:

u2 =
�� �c

�c
+ A

�
�� �c

�c

� 2

: (6)

3.A third choice,which has been used in previous

analyses and m ay be \phenom enologically" justi-

�ed is:

u3 =
�� �c

�
: (7)

Notethatthe Taylorexpansion ofthisfunction is:

u3 =
�� �c

�c
�

�
�� �c

�c

� 2

+

�
�� �c

�c

� 3

+ � � � : (8)

Fig.7,showsthe behaviourofthe three scaling vari-

ablesu1(�),u2(�)and u3(�). Forthe representation of

u2 we have chosen A = � 0:2,which is the result that

we will�t in the following sections. The three choices

are equivalently close enough to the criticalpoint. Nev-

ertheless,the am plitude ofthe criticalzone,where the

scaling relationsare valid,m ay be quite di�erent. Since

A < 0,the variable u2 cannotbe used for� � �c since

u2(�)showsa m axim um at�= 7:735= 3:5� c.A sim ilar

problem occurswith u3 since,due to itsasym ptotic be-

haviour(u3 ! 1 for�! 1 ),system swith a largevalue

of� cannotbe distinguished one from another.

Forthe�nitesystem ,them agnitudespresented in Ta-

ble I,depend on �,L and,in the case ofthe size distri-

butions,on s. In orderto identify the scaling variables,
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-2
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2

σ
c

 u
1
(σ)

 u
2
(σ)

 u
3
(σ)

 

 

σ

FIG .7: Com parison ofthebehaviourofthethreechoicesfor

the scaling variable u,discussed in the text. W e have used

�c = 2:21.

letusconsidera renorm alization step ofa factorb close

to thecriticalpoint[19,20],such thatlengthsbehaveas:

Lb = b
�1
L : (9)

(The variables with the b subscript correspond to the

renorm alized system ). W e expect that after re-scaling

thevariableu,m easuring thedistancebetween � and �c

changesas:

ub = b
1=�

u ; (10)

which isthestandard de�nition oftheexponent� which

characterizes the divergence of the correlation length

when � ! �c. Underthe sam e renorm alization step we

assum ethat:

sb = b
�d � s : (11)

This latter equation introduces an exponent d� (which

hasbeen called 1=��by otherauthors[8])and can bein-

terpreted asthe fractaldim ension ofthe avalanches.As

m entioned in theprevioussection,weexpectto �nd dif-

ferenttypesofavalanches.Aswillbeshown num erically

from thescaling plotsin thefollowing sections,itispos-

sibleto assum ethatthedi�erenttypesofavalanchesbe-

havewith thesam efractaldim ension d� = df,exceptfor

subcritical3d-spanning avalanches(forwhich d3� 6= df)

and non-criticalnon-spanning avalanches.

Close to the criticalpoint the system exhibits invari-

ance under re-scaling. Therefore,in order to propose a

scaling hypothesisofthe num bersofavalanchesN � and

the avalanche size distributions D �,it is im portant to

constructcom binationsofthevariablesu,L and s,which

rem ain invariantafterrenorm alization.W e �nd:

L
1=�

b
ub = L

1=�
u ; (12)

L
�d �

b
sb = L

�d � s ; (13)

s
1=�d�

b
ub = s

1=�d� u : (14)
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Note thatthese three invariantquantities are notinde-

pendentsinceequation (12)correspondstoequation (14)

m ultiplied by equation (13)to the powerof� 1=�d�.

V . SC A LIN G O F T H E N U M B ER S O F

AVA LA N C H ES N � (�;L)

The discussion in the previous section,enables us to

proposethe following scaling hypothesis:

N �(�;L)= L
�� ~N �

�

uL
1=�

�

: (15)

The exponent �� characterizes the divergence of the

avalanche num bers at the criticalpoint when L ! 1 .

Notethatthisde�nition of�� (which isthesam eused in

previousworks[13])isnotconsistentwith the standard

�nite-sizescalingcriterionforwhich them agnitudesgrow

with exponentsdivided by �.[19,20,21].

Aswillbe shown,the behaviourofthe num berof1d-

spanningavalanches,2d-spanningavalanchesand critical

3d-spanning avalanchescan be described with the sam e

valueof�1 = �2 = �3c = �,so that:

N 1(�;L)= L
� ~N 1

�

uL
1=�

�

; (16)

N 2(�;L)= L
� ~N 2

�

uL
1=�

�

; (17)

N 3c(�;L)= L
� ~N 3c

�

uL
1=�

�

: (18)

W e have tried,without success,to scale the num ber of

criticalnon-spanningavalancheswith thesam eexponent

�.W ethereforeneed to de�nea di�erentexponent�nsc,

so that:

N nsc(�;L)= L
�n sc ~N nsc

�

uL
1=�

�

: (19)

Asregardsthe num berofN 3� avalanches,which isdif-

ferentfrom zero away from thecriticalpointin thether-

m odynam ic lim it,we propose a scaling hypothesis that

iscom patible with the lim iting behaviourat� = 0 and

�= 1 .Thisleadsusto the following assum ption:

N 3� (�;L)= ~N 3�

�

uL
1=�

�

; (20)

since in the absence ofdisorderwe expectthatthe hys-

teresis loop displays a single avalanche ofsize L3,and,

consequently thenum berofavalanchesm ustbeN 3� = 1

independentofthe valueofL.

AsregardsN ns0 ithasalreadybeen discussed thatsuch

avalancheswillexistin the therm odynam ic lim it forall

valuesof�. M oreover,they are probably notrelated to

criticalphenom ena at�c.Forthisreason weproposethe

following non-criticaldependence:

N ns0(�;L)= L
3 ~N ns0(�) ; (21)

In particular,as already m entioned,for large values of

disorder(�! + 1 )theseavalancheswillbeofsizes= 1,

and theirnum berwillbe N ns0(1 )= L3.

Itshould also bem entioned thatthescaling equations

(15)adm italternate expressionsby extracting the vari-

ableuL�1=� with theappropriatepowersothatitcancels

outthe dependence on L:

N �(�;L)= juj��� �
~~N �

�

uL
1=�

�

: (22)

Nevertheless,such expressionsarenotvery usefulforthe

scaling analysiscloseto �c sincethey willdisplay a large

statisticalerrordueto thefactthatu ! 0 when �! �c.

Figs.8 and 9 show thebestcollapsescorresponding to

equations(16)and (17)with the three di�erentchoices

forthe variable u,explained in section IV. Data corre-

sponding to L = 5;8;10;12;16;24;32 and 48 have been

used. The quality ofthe collapses close to �c is quite

good in the three cases. The values ofthe free param -

eters that optim ize each collapse are indicated on the

plots. By visualcom parison one can see that u2 is the

best choice since it allows the sm aller sizes to collapse

too. O fcourse,thisisbecause the collapsesin thiscase

have an extra free-param eterA. As regardsthe quality

ofthe overlaps,no rem arkable di�erences are observed

between thechoicesu1 and u3.In thefollowing collapses

wewilluseu2 with A = � 0:2.Thus,thebestestim ations

ofthefreeparam etersare:�c = 2:21� 0:02,�= 1:2� 0:1

and �= 0:10� 0:02.

The procedure forim proving the collapse ofthe data

corresponding to di�erent system sizes, which will be

used m any tim es throughout this paper,renders what

wewillcall\thebestvalues" ofthefreeparam eters.Er-

rorbarsrepresenttheestim ated rangeofvaluesforwhich

thecollapsesaresatisfactory.W ewould liketo notethat

theobtained valueof�c (forthethreechoicesofthevari-

ableu)isslightly higherthan the value�c = 2:16� 0:03

proposed in Ref.13.

Itis interesting to note thatthe scaling functions ~N 1

and ~N 2 can be very wellapproxim ated with G aussian

functions. The �ts,shown in Figs.8(b) and 9(b),have

threefreeparam eters:theam plitudea,thepeakposition

x and the width w.The bestnum ericalestim ationsare:

a1 = 0:946� 0:004,x1 = 2:691� 0:008,w1 = 1:293� 0:008,

a2 = 0:497� 0:002,x2 = 2:227� 0:007 and w2 = 1:086�

0:007.

From the factthatthe scaling functionsin Figs.8(b)

and 9(b) are bounded and go exponentially to zero for

u2L
�1=� ! � 1 (ascan alsobechecked from alog-linear

plot)one can deduce that,in the therm odynam ic lim it,

1d-spanningavalanchesand 2d-spanningavalanchesonly

exist at � = �c. Their num bers increase as L0:10 with

am plitudes ~N 1(0)= 0:12� 0:01and ~N 2(0)= 0:07� 0:01.

M oreover,the peaksofthe scaling functions ~N 1 and ~N 2

which are displaced from u2 = 0,account for the fact

thatfora �nite system the m axim um num berof1d and

2d spanning avalanchesoccursfora certain �c(L)which

shiftstowards�c from above.
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FIG . 8: (a) Scaling plot of the num ber of 1d-spanning

avalanches according to equation (16) using u1 as the scal-

ing variable. The values ofthe free param eters for the best

collapsesare indicated by thelegend.Sym bolscorrespond to

thesizesindicated in thelegend ofFig.4.(b)Sam eplot,but

using the scaling variable u2. Note thatin this case there is

an extra free param eter. (c) Sam e plot but using u3. The

continuousline in (b)showsthe �tofa G aussian function.

As regards the 3d spanning avalanches,according to

thepreviousdiscussionsonem ustconsiderthecontribu-

tionsfrom N 3c and N 3� . From the scaling assum ptions

(18)and (20)and thelastclosurerelation in TableIIone

can write:

N 3(�;L)= L
� ~N 3c

�

uL
1=�

�

+ ~N 3�

�

uL
1=�

�

: (23)

This equation indicates that N 3(�;L) cannot be col-

lapsed in a straightforward way. W e propose here a

m ethod to separate the two contributions in equation

(23). This m ethod,which we willcalldouble �nite-size

scaling(DFSS),willbeused severaltim esthroughoutthe

paperforthe analysisofsim ilarequations.By choosing
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FIG . 9: (a) Scaling plot of the num ber of 2d-spanning

avalanches according to equation (17) using u1 as the scal-

ing variable. The values ofthe free param eters for the best

collapsesare indicated by thelegend.Sym bolscorrespond to

the sizes indicated in the legend of Fig.4. (b) Sam e plot,

butusing thescaling variableu2.Notethatin thiscasethere

is an extra free param eter. (c) Sam e plot but using u3.The

continuousline in (b)showsthe �tofa G aussian function.

two system swith sizesL1 and L2 and am ountsofdisor-

ders�1 and �2 so thatu(�1)L
1=�

1
= u(�2)L

1=�

2
,one can

write:

~N 3�

�

u(�1)L
1=�

1

�

= ~N 3�

�

u(�2)L
1=�

2

�

= (24)

=
L
��
1
N 3(�1;L1)� L

��
2
N 3(�2;L2)

L
��
1

� L
��
2

~N 3c

�

u(�1)L
1=�

1

�

= ~N 3c

�

u(�2)L
1=�

2

�

= (25)

=
N 3(�1;L1)� N3(�2;L2)

L�
1
� L�

2

:

Thus,wecan checkforthecollapseofdatacorresponding
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to di�erentpairsof(L 1;L2). From the num ericalpoint

ofview,theDFSS m ethod worksquitewell.An analysis

oferrorpropagation revealsthatthescalingfunction cor-

responding to the contribution with a sm allerexponent

willdisplay m orestatisticalerrors.

Fig.10 showsthe results ofthe DFSS analysisofN 3

according to equation (23). The di�erent sym bols, in

thiscase,indicate the valuesofL1 and L2 used foreach

setofdata. Fig.10(a)correspondsto ~N 3� (u2L
1=�)and

Fig.10(b)correspondsto ~N 3c(u2L
1=�).Itshould beem -

phasised that such collapses are obtained without any

free param eter. The valuesof�,�c,� and A are taken

from the previouscollapsesofN 1 and N 2.
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FIG .10: (a)Num ericalestim ation of ~N 3� (u2L
1=�

)and (b)of
~N 3c(u2L

1=�).D atahavebeen obtained accordingtoequations

24 and 25. Sym bols,according to the legend, indicate the

values ofL1 and L2 used for obtaining each data set. The

continuousline in (b)isa �tofa G aussian function.

Again, from the shape of the scaling functions we

can deduce the behaviour in the therm odynam ic lim it:

from thecrossingpointsofthescalingfunctionswith the

u2 = 0 axis,we�nd thatN 3c(�c;L)= (0:16� 0:02)L0:10

and N 3� (�c;L) = 0:79 � 0:02. As occurred previously

with the num berof2d and 1d spanning avalanches, ~N 3c

can alsobeverywellapproxim ated with aG aussian func-

tion with am plitude a3c = 0:706� 0:005,peak position

x3c = 1:244 � 0:007 and width w3c = 0:802 � 0:009.

The fact that ~N 3c(u2L
1=�) vanishes exponentially for

u2L
1=� ! � 1 con�rm s that, in the therm odynam ic

lim it, such avalanches only exist at the criticalpoint.

Furtherm ore, from the fact that ~N 3� tends to 1 and

to 0 exponentially fast when u2L
1=� ! � 1 we deduce

thatone subcritical3d-spanning avalanchewillexistfor

�< �c and there willbe none abovethisvalue.

To end with the analysisofthe num berofavalanches,

wewillseparatethe two contributionsto N ns:

N ns(�;L)= L
�n sc ~N nsc

�

uL
1=�

�

+ L
3 ~N ns0 (�) (26)

In this case the DFSS m ethod cannot be applied since
~N nsc and ~N ns0 depend on di�erent variables. A �rst

check ofthe validity ofthishypothesishasalready been

presented in section III.The �t ofequation (26)to the

datacorrespondingto�= �c (u = 0),shown in theinset

ofFig.6,givesestim ationsof�nsc ’ 2:02 , ~N ns0 (�c)=

0:028,and ~N nsc(0)= 0:085. Furtherm ore,we can also

check thatthe derivativewith respectto � behavesas:

1

L3

@N ns(�;L)

@�

�
�
�
�
�c

= L
�n sc+

1

�
�3

 
~N 0
nsc(0)

�c

!

+ ~N 0
ns0 (�c)

(27)

Fig. 11(a) dem onstrates that the data (estim ated us-

ing a two-point derivative form ula) is com patible with

this behaviour. The line shows the best �t (with two

free param eters: ~N 0
nsc(0) and

~N 0
ns0 (�c)) of the func-

tion (27) with �nsc + 1=� � 3 = � 0:15. O ne obtains
~N 0
nsc(0)= � 0:136� 0:011and~N 0

ns0 (�c)= 0:102� 0:003.

Thegood agreem entisa testofthedependencewith the

variables uL1=� and � ofthe functions ~N nsc and ~N ns0

respectively.To go furtherinto the analysisofN ns,one

m ustprovide som e extra hypothesison the shape ofthe

scaling functions.G iven the factthatwe have found al-

m osta perfectG aussian dependence ofthe scaling func-

tions ~N 1, ~N 2 and ~N 3c one can guessthat ~N nsc willalso

have a G aussian dependence. By forcing the G aussian

function to satisfy ~N nsc(0) = 0:085 and the fact that

that ~N 0
nsc(0) = � 0:136 (from previous estim ations) we

end up with a trialfunction with a single free param e-

terthatshould beenough to satisfactorily scalethedata

from Fig.6.

The best collapse is shown in Fig.11(b) which cor-

responds to ~N ns0(�). The function ~N nsc used for the

collapseisshown in theinsetand correspondsto a G aus-

sian function with am plitudeansc = 0:085,peak position

xnsc = � 0:6 and width wnsc = 1:485.Itisinteresting to

notethatthepeakposition ofthisscalingfunction occurs

ata value u2L
1=� = xnsc < 0 asopposed to the case of

thepreviousscaling functions ~N 1, ~N 2 and ~N 3c forwhich

thepeak position wasatu2L
1=� > 0.Thisindicatesthat
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FIG .11: (a) Analysis ofthe consistency ofEq. (27). The

pointscorrespond to num ericaldata and the line is the best

�t(with two freeparam eters)by �xingthevalueof�nsc+ 1=�

to thepreviousestim ations.(b)Scaling plotrevealing thebe-

haviourof ~N ns0(�).Thecontinuouslineshowsthebehaviour

of the approxim ate lower bound � err(6=�) estim ated from

the spins that 
ip independently of their neighbours. The

insetshowsthe G aussian function ~N nsc(u2L
1=�

)used forthe

separation ofthe two contributionsto N ns.

the properties ofthe 1d,2d and 3c criticalavalanches

have opposite shifts with �nite size L com pared to the

nsccriticalavalanches.

To end with the analysis of the num ber of non-

spanning avalanches it is interesting to com pare the

function ~N ns0(�) with the approxim ate lower bound

(�err(6=�))discussed in section III,which isrepresented

by a continuous line in Fig. 11(b). The di�erence be-

tween the two curves, which becom es bigger when �

increases,is due to the existence ofclusters ofseveral

spins(notconsidered in theextrem ely facileanalysispre-

sented here)that
ip independently oftheir neighbours

contributing to the num berofnon-criticalnon-spanning

avalanches.

V I. SC A LIN G O F T H E D IST R IB U T IO N S O F

SIZES D � (s;�;L)

Closetothecriticalpointtherearedi�erentwaystoex-

presstheinvarianceofthesizedistributionscorrespond-

ing to di�erentchoicesofa pairofinvariantsam ong the

three exponents proposed in equations (12), (13) and

(14). For any generic distribution D �(s;�;L) one can

writethe following nine genericexpressions:

D �(s;�;L) = L
�� � d� ~D �

�

sL
�d � ;uL

1=�
�

; (28)

D �(s;�;L) = L
�� � d� �D �

�

s
1=�d� u;uL

1=�
�

; (29)

D �(s;�;L) = L
�� � d� D̂ �

�

s
1=�d� u;sL

�d �

�

; (30)

D �(s;�;L) = s
�� �

~~D �

�

sL
�d � ;uL

1=�
�

; (31)

D �(s;�;L) = s
�� � ��D �

�

s
1=�d� u;uL

1=�
�

; (32)

D �(s;�;L) = s
�� �

^̂
D �

�

s
1=�d� u;sL

�d �

�

; (33)

D �(s;�;L) = juj�� �d�
~~~D �

�

sL
�d � ;uL

1=�
�

; (34)

D �(s;�;L) = juj�� �d�
���D �

�

s
1=�d� u;uL

1=�
�

; (35)

D �(s;�;L) = juj�� �d�
^̂
D̂ �

�

s
1=�d� u;sL

�d �

�

:(36)

Although wehaveused thegenericindex �,itisevident

thatsuch assum ptionscan only be proposed forthe dis-

tributions ofavalanches ofa single kind,i.e. D 1,D 2,

D 3c,D 3� and D nsc.Forthecom positedistributionsD 3,

D s,D ns and D ,one expectsm ixed behaviour,and con-

cerning D ns0 we cannotexpecta dependence on uL1=�.

The exponents �� could also be di�erent for the di�er-

ent kinds ofavalanches,but as willbe discussed in the

following paragraphs,in allcases�� = 1 exceptfor�nsc,

which willtakea largervalue.

As argued before, when scaling the num bers of

avalanches,thelastthreeexpressions(34),(35)and (36)

are not very usefulfor the num ericalcollapses because

they introduce large statisticalerrors. M oreover,when

trying to check thecollapsesexpressed by equations(29)

and (32),the two independent variables ofthe scaling

function converge to zero when the criticalpoint is ap-

proached. Thus,such a collapse cannot be checked for

u = 0. Therefore,the interesting scaling equations are

(28),(30),(31)and (33).

Thebehaviourofthescalingfunctionsis,insom ecases,

restricted by the norm alization conditions. If scaling

holdsforthewholerangeofs= 1;� � � ;L3,from equation

(28),onecan write:

L
3

X

s= 1

L
�� � d� ~D �

�

sL
�d � ;uL

1=�
�

= 1: (37)

If0 < d� < 3,by de�ning a new variable x = sL �d � ,

forlargeL,theaboveexpression istransform ed into the
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following integral:

L
�(� � �1)d �

Z 1

0

dx ~D �

�

x;uL
1=�

�

= 1: (38)

Forthose distributionsforwhich the integralconverges,

itisnecessarythat�� = 1.W eexpectthatthiscondition

can be applied to the casesofD 1,D 2,D 3c and D 3� .In

these four cases,as can be seen in Fig.2(c),the distri-

butionsshow a m arked decay in the two lim itsofs! 0

and s! L3.(Notethattheplotshavelogarithm icscales

and thatD 3c and D 3� correspond to the left-hand and

right-hand peaks in D 3 respectively). For the distribu-

tion D nsc the exponent �nsc can be larger than 1 since

thisdistribution m ay extend into the sm alls region and

convergenceofthe integralin (38)cannotbe ensured.

Fig.12 shows a 3d view ofthe collapses correspond-

ing to ~D 1

�

sL�d f ;u2L
1=�

�

. The lines show three cuts

ofthe scaling surface corresponding to u2L
1=� = 1:21,

u2L
1=� = 0 and u2L

1=� = � 0:56. The collapses ofthe

curvescorrespondingtothedi�erentsizesaresatisfactory

within statisticalerror. The only free param eterin this

case isdf.The bestestim ation rendersa fractaldim en-

sion df = 2:78� 0:05 for such 1d-spanning avalanches.

Sim ilar behaviour is obtained for ~D 2

�

sL�d f ;u2L
1=�

�

.

Although,in principle,we have considered df as a free

param eter,thebestcollapsesareobtained with thesam e

value df = 2:78 as that obtained for the 1d-spanning

avalanches.

The analysis ofD 3c and D 3� is m ore di�cult. Ac-

cording to the corresponding distribution relation (see

TableII),and assum ing thescaling hypothesis(18),(20)

and (28),onecan write:

N 3D 3(s;�;L)=

= L
��d f ~N 3c(uL

1=�)~D 3c

�

sL
�d f ;uL

1=�
�

+

+ L�d 3� ~N 3� (uL
1=�)~D 3�

�

sL
�d 3� ;uL

1=�
�

; (39)

where we have taken into account the fact that for the

subcritical3d-spanning avalanches �3d� = 1 and they

have a fractaldim ension d3� . Although itispossible to

conceiveaDFSS treatm entto separatethetwocontribu-

tionsin (39),thehard num ericale�ortneeded aswellas

theassociated statisticaluncertaintiesm akeitvery di�-

cult. In the nextsection we willshow thatitisenough

to analyzethe behaviourofthe k-m om entsofthe distri-

butionsto obtain the criticalexponents.

V II. SC A LIN G O F T H E k-M O M EN T S O F T H E

D IST R IB U T IO N S

Besides the scaling of the entire distributions

D �(s;�;L)thatexhibitlarge statisticalerrors,itisalso

usefulto analyzethe behaviouroftheirk-m om ents.For

thosedistributionsforwhich theintegralin Eq.(38)con-

verges(and,therefore,�� = 1),we can check the corre-

sponding scaling functions.By using a sim ilarargum ent
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FIG .12: Collapses corresponding to ~D 1

�

sL
�d f ;u2L

1=�

�

.

The three cuts ofthe scaling surface are taken at u2L
1=�

=

1:21,u2L
1=� = 0 and u2L

1=� = � 0:56. Note that on each

cut we have plotted 5 lines (with di�erent shades of grey)

corresponding to L = 8;10;12;16 and 24. Sym bols on the

horizontalplane show the behaviour ofthe �rst m om ent of

the distribution according to the legend in �gure 4.The line

isa guide to the eye.

asthatused forderiving equation (38),we get:

hski�(�;L)=

L
3

X

s= 1

s
k
D �(s;�;L)= L

kd� 	 k
�

�

uL
1=�

�

:

(40)

As an exam ple ofsuch collapses,we have indicated the

behaviourofthe scaled �rstm om entofthe distribution

D 1(s;�;L)on thehorizontalplaneofFig.12.In thiscase

the collapsesareobtained withoutany freeparam eter.

Aswillbe seen later,itism ore convenientto analyze

thescaling behaviouroftheproductsN �hs
ki�.By using

equations(15)and (40),onegets:

N �(�;L)hs
ki�(�;L)= L

�+ kd� ~N �

�

uL
1=�

�

	 k
�

�

uL
1=�

�

(41)

Fig.13showsthecollapsescorrespondingtothe�rstm o-

m ent (average size) ofD 1 and D 2. No free param eters

are used in this case. Sim ilar scaling plots can be ob-

tained from theanalysisofthesecond m om entswith the

sam esetofscaling exponents.

As regardsthe scaling ofN 3hsi3,m ultiplying expres-

sion (39) by s, sum m ing over the whole s-range, and
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k
i1(�;L)(a)

and N 2(�;L)hs
k
i2(�;L) (b). Sym bols indicate the system

sizesaccording to the legend.

im posing condition (37),oneobtains:

N 3hsi3 = L
�+ df ~N 3c

�

uL
1=�

�

	 1

3c

�

uL
1=�

�

+

+ L
d3� ~N 3�

�

uL
1=�

�

	 1

3�

�

uL
1=�

�

: (42)

This equation can be separated by a DFSS analysis.

Figs.14(a) and 14(b) show the collapses corresponding

to ~N 3c	
1
3c and

~N 3� 	
1
3� respectively. The only free pa-

ram eter in this scaling plot is the fractaldim ension of

the subcritical3d-spanning avalanches. The best value

is d3� = 2:98� 0:02. Note that the shape ofthe scal-

ing function in Fig.14(b)indicatesthat,in the therm o-

dynam ic lim it,the critical3d-spanning avalanches only

contributeto the �rst-m om entfor�= � c

O n the other hand,the shape ofthe scaling function

in Fig.14(a)indicatesthat,in thetherm odynam iclim it,

thesubcritical3d-spanningavalanchesm ay contributeto

the �rstm om entin the whole u2 < 0 range. Note that,
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FIG . 14: Collapses corresponding to
~N 3� (uL
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)	

1

3� (u2L
1=�

) (a) and ~N 3c(u2L
1=�

)	
1

3cu2L
1=�

)

(b). Sym bols indicate the values ofL1 and L2 used for the

D FSS analysisaccording tothelegend in Fig.10.Theinsetin

(a)revealsthepower-law behaviour ~N 3� 	
1

3� � (ju2jL
1=�

)
�3�

with �3� = 0:024.

as revealed by the inset in Fig. 14(a), the behaviour

in the region ofnegative valuesofu2L
1=� is ~N 3� 	

1
3� �

(ju2jL
1=�)�3� with �3� = 0:024� 0:012.Thisnum erical

valueiscom patiblewith the equation:

�3� = �(3� d3� ) (43)

This hyperscaling relation,when introduced into equa-

tion (42),results in a second term that grows with L3.

Aswillbe analyzed in thenextsection,such a term will

be responsible forthe orderparam eterbehaviourin the

therm odynam iclim it.

The analysis of the m om ents of the non-spanning

avalanchespresentsextra di�culties,asoccurred in the
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analysisoftheirnum ber.The expected behaviouris:

N ns(�;L)hs
kins(�;L)=

= L
�n sc+ (1+ k�� n sc)dn sc ~N nsc(uL

1=�)	 k
nsc

�

uL
1=�

�

+

+ L3 ~N ns0(�)	
k
ns0 (�) : (44)

Asexplained previously,the DFSS cannotbe applied,

given thedi�erentdependenceon uL 1=� and �ofthetwo

term sin (44).Thepossibility ofusing a trialfunction is,

now,m ore di�cult since we cannot m ake a straighfor-

ward hypothesison theshapeof	 k
nsc.In orderto �tthe

valueof�nsc and dnsc wecan analyzethe dependenceof

the k-m om ent(fork = 2 and k = 3)and itsderivatives

with respect to � at � = � c (u = 0). Data is shown

in Fig.15(a)and Fig.15(b)with log-log scales.The al-

m ostperfectpower-law behaviourfordi�erentvaluesof

k and forthederivatives,indicatesthatthesecond term

in (44) plays no role in �c. This is because the expo-

nent of the �rst term is m uch larger than 3. Indeed,

the best �ts are obtained with dnsc = df = 2:78� 0:05

and �nsc = 1:65� 0:02 which renderlarge valuesofthe

exponent ofthe �rst term (> 5:8). Sim ilar �ts can be

obtained from higher m om ents with the sam e values of

the exponentsdnsc and �nsc.

V III. M A G N ET IZA T IO N D ISC O N T IN U IT Y

In thissection wediscussthebehaviourofthe discon-

tinuity �m in the m agnetization ofthe hysteresisloop.

W e would like it to behave asan orderparam eter. For

large system s,it is clear that only spanning avalanches

m ay produce a discontinuity in the m agnetization. W e

can evaluatethetotalaveragem agnetization jum p �m s

due to the contribution ofallthe spanning avalanches

(1d,2d,3cand 3� ).

�m s =
2

L3
N shsis : (45)

Fig.16(a)showsthe behaviourof�m s versus� fordif-

ferentsystem sizes.According to the scaling analysisin

the previoussection,�m s willbehaveas:

�m s(�;L) = 2

n

L
�+ df �3

h

~N 1(uL
1=�)	 1

�

uL
1=�

�

+ ~N 2

�

uL
1=�

�

	 2

�

uL
1=�

�

+ ~N 3c

�

uL
1=�

�

	 3c

�

uL
1=�

�i

+ L
d3� �3 ~N 3�

�

uL
1=�

�

	 3�

�

uL
1=�

�o

: (46)

Thisequation tellsusthat�m s willdisplayam ixed scal-

ing behaviour. The �rst term in (46) accounts for the

contributionsofthe 1d-spanning,2d-spanning and criti-

cal3d-spanning avalanches. W e can de�ne an exponent

�c so that:

�c

�
� � (�+ df � 3) : (47)

This relation is the sam e relation that other authors

havecalled \violation ofhyperscaling"[11,13,22].From

ourbestestim ationsof�,�and df,weobtain �c = 0:15�

0:08.

At this point,it is interesting to com pare equations

(43)and (47.) W e would like to note thatwe could also

have introduced an exponent �0 that would transform

Eq. (43)into an equation sim ilarto (47). Nevertheless,

thequality ofthescalingsofthenum bersof3d-spanning

avalanchesin Fig.10 showsthatsuch an exponent�0 is

either zero or very sm all. M oreover,an analysis ofthe

behaviourof ~N 3� foruL1=� ! � 1 revealsan exponen-

tialdriftversus ~N 3� = 1 which reinforcesthe idea that

there is no need for an hyperscaling exponent �0. Note

thata value �0 > 0 im plies thatthe num ber ofsubcrit-

ical3d-spanning avalanches(3� )willbe in�nite,in the

therm odynam ic lim it. O n the other hand,ourassum p-

tion that �0 = 0 indicates that N 3� behaves as a step

function in the therm odynam iclim it.

By inserting equations(43)and (47)into (46)onecan

easily read the m ixed scaling behaviourof�m s:

�m s(�;L)/ L
�� c=��(uL 1=�)+ L

�� 3� =��0(uL1=�)

(48)

where,�c=� = 0:12 and �3� =� = 0:02. � is a scaling

function with a peaked shape(itcorrespondsto thesum

ofthe scaling functionsin Figs.13(a),13(b)and 14(b))

and �0 istwice the scaling function in Fig.14(b). Con-

sequently,in the therm odynam ic lim it,only the second

term associated tothesubcritical3d-spanningavalanches

willcontributeto them agnetization jum p (orderparam -

eter). For �nite system s,the �rst term m ay a�ect the

scaling ofthedata closeto �c given the peaked shapeof

�.

This behaviour can be observed in Figs. 16(b) and

16(c),where the two possible scalings show the break-

down of the collapse for u2L
1=� < 0 when using the

exponent �c=� and the breakdown of the collapse for

u2L
1=� ’ 0 when using the exponent�3� =�.The larger

the system ,the better willbe the data collapse in Fig.

16(c)and the worsewillbe the collapsein Fig.16(b).
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FIG .15: (a)BehaviourofN ns(�c;L)hs
k
ins(�c;L)asa func-

tion ofL fork = 1and k = 2in log-log scale.(b)Behaviourof

thederivative with respectto � ofthesam e two m agnitudes.

In both cases,the lines show the best �ts ofEq.44 and its

derivative at�= � c.

IX . D ISC U SSIO N

Table III shows a sum m ary of the exponents that

characterizetheavalanchenum bersand distributionsob-

tained from ournum ericalsim ulations.W ewould liketo

pointoutthatsuch exponentsareindependentof� and

L in avery largeregion around thecriticalpointboth for

�> �c and �< �c sim ultaneously.Such an achievem ent

has not been possible in previous analyses, even with

largersystem sizes.The reason isthatsom e ofthe con-

tributionswehaveidenti�ed (nam ely3� and ns0),which

reduce�nite size e�ects,werepreviously neglected.

In TableIIIwealsoindicatepreviousestim ationsofthe

exponents found in the literature [13]. The com parison

isquitesatisfactory.Letusanalyzetheeightexponents:

� Although the value of� does not fallwithin the

errorbarsin Ref.13,we have already argued that

the exact de�nition ofthe scaling variable u used

exponent bestvalue valuesin Ref.13

� 1:2� 0:1 1:41� 0:17

� 0:10� 0:02 0:15� 0:15

�nsc 2:02� 0:04

df 2:78� 0:05 2:98� 0:43 (= 1=��)

d3� 2:98� 0:02

�nsc 1:65� 0:02

�c 0:15� 0:08

�3� 0:024� 0:012 0:035� 0:032 (= �)

TABLE III:Sum m ary ofthevaluesoftheexponentsobtained

from the sim ulations in this work. W e have indicated the

nam es ofthe exponentsfrom Ref. 13,whose de�nition does

not exactly correspond to our nom enclature between paren-

theses.

forthe collapsesm ay introduce som edeviationsin

this value. By using u1 we obtain � = 1:14 and

using u3 weobtain �= 1:4.

� As regards � our value is in agreem ent with the

value previously reported [13](W e would like to

note that in Ref. 13, the authors also report a

valueof0:015� 0:015 probably dueto a m isprint).

Thefactthatthisexponentisnon-zeroim pliesthat

therearein�nitespanningavalanchesatthecritical

pointin the therm odynam iclim it.

� Asregards�nsc,to ourknowledgethereareno pre-

vious �nite-size scaling analyses ofthe num ber of

non-spanning avalanches.

� Concerning df and d3� ,the num ericalvalues are

consistent with the value df = 2:98 � 0:43 esti-

m ated previously [10].W eshallnotethatthispre-

viousestim ation wasobtained from theanalysisof

the distributions of non-spanning avalanches. It

should therefore correspond to our df and not to

our d3� (which correspondsto the subcritical3d-

spanning avalanches).Notealsothatthedi�erence

between df and d3� suggeststhat there m ight be

realphysicaldi�erencesbetween such two kindsof

avalanches. The possibility ofdistinguishing them

in thenum ericalsim ulation willbestudied in a fu-

ture work.

� Theexponent�nsc,accordingtoourde�nitions,de-

scribesthe scaling behaviourofthe distribution of

critical non-spanning avalanches. Previous m ea-

surem ents of a sim ilar exponent, have analyzed

N ns without distinguishing between critical(nsc)

and non-critical(ns0)non-spanningavalanchesand

have notconsidered the factthatthe system is�-

nite.W ecan estim atewhatthevalueofan e�ective

exponent �eff willbe for the distribution ofnon-

spanning avalanchesforvery large system s. From

equation (44),taking k > 1,and largevaluesofL,
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only the �rstterm in the sum survives,so that:

N ns(�)hs
kins(�)=

= L
�n sc+ (1+ k�� n sc)df ~N nsc

�

uL
1=�

�

	 k
nsc

�

uL
1=�

�

:

(49)

O n the otherhand,in the sam e lim it,the analysis

ofequation (26)renders:

N ns(�)= L
3 ~N ns0 (�) : (50)

Com bining the last two equations,we get an es-

tim ation for the pseudo-scaling behaviour of the

k-m om entofthe non-spanning avalanches:

hskins(�)=

= L
�n sc+ (1+ k�� n sc)df �3

~N nsc(uL
1=�)

~N ns0(�)
	 k
nsc

�

uL
1=�

�

:

(51)

Ifone approxim ates ~N ns0(�)by ~N ns0(�c)and im -

poseshskins � L�(� ef f �k�1)d f Sk(uL1=�)itispos-

sibletodeducethatthee�ectiveexponentis�eff =

�nsc + (3� �nsc)=df. From ournum ericalestim a-

tions ofthe di�erent exponents in Table III,one

obtains �eff = 2:00� 0:06. This value is in very

good agreem entwith the value �eff = 2:03� 0:03

found previously [13]. Nevertheless,we would like

topointoutthataccordingtoouranalysis,such an

exponentisnota realcriticalexponentand,there-

fore,willdepend on �for�nitesystem sashasbeen

found previously [16].

� As regards the values of �c and �3� we would

like to note that previous analyseshave notiden-

ti�ed the two contributions to �m s. It is there-

forenotstrangethatdi�erentvalueshavebeen ob-

tained previously: 0:17� 0:07 [8],0:0� 0:43 [11],

0:035� 0:028[13].Thelargerthesystem ,thecloser

the e�ectiveexponentbecom esto �3� .

Finally,it is interesting to com pare the behaviour of

spanning avalanches, with the problem of percolation

[23]. In percolation,the num ber ofpercolating clusters

behavesasa step function,in the therm odynam ic lim it

ford < 6,exactlyasN 3� .Theorderparam eteris,in this

case,theprobabilityforasitetobelongtothepercolating

cluster.However,thisisprecisely whatweareevaluating

by the function N 3� hsi3� =L
3 which is the second term

in (46) and is the only relevant term in the therm ody-

nam ic lim it. As occursin percolation,the hyperscaling

relation (43) between �3� , � and d3� is ful�lled since

only one in�nite avalanche contributes to the orderpa-

ram eterfor�! �c from below.M oreover,in the perco-

lation problem ford > 6 [24],the num berofpercolating

clusters exhibits,besides the step function,an extra �-

function singularity atthe percolation threshold.In our

case (3d-G RFIM ) we also have such a contribution at

� = �c,which we have identi�ed as 1d,2d and critical

3d-spanningavalanches[the�rstterm in (46)].Theexis-

tenceofsuch an in�nitenum berofavalanchesexactly at

�c (thenum berofwhich growsasL
�)im pliesthebreak-

down ofthe hyperscaling relation �c = �[3� (�+ df)].

X . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehavepresented �nite-sizescalinganal-

ysis of the avalanche num bers and avalanche distribu-

tionsin the3d-G RFIM with m etastabledynam ics.After

proposing a num ber ofplausible scaling hypotheses,we

havecon�rm ed them by obtaining very good collapsesof

the num ericaldata corresponding to system s with sizes

up to L = 48.

The �rstresultisthat,in orderto obtain a good de-

scription ofthenum ericaldata,oneneedsto distinguish

between di�erent kinds ofavalancheswhich behave dif-

ferently when the system size is increased. Avalanches

are classi�ed as being: non-spanning,1d-spanning,2d-

spanning or 3d-spanning. Furtherm ore,we have shown

thatthe 3d-spanning avalanchesm ustbe separated into

two classes: subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches with

fractaldim ension d3� = 2:98 and critical3d-spanning

avalancheswith fractaldim ension df = 2:78,asthe 1d�

and 2d� spanning avalanches. Non-spanning avalanches

occurforthewholerangeof�.W ehavealso proposed a

separation between criticalnon-spanning avalanchesand

non-criticalnon-spanning avalanches in order to obtain

good �nite-size scaling collapses. The non-criticalnon-

spanning avalanchesarethosewhosesizeisindependent

ofthe system size and whose num berscalesasL3. The

criticalnon-spanning avalanches also have a fractaldi-

m ension df = 2:78.

The second im portant result,is the scenario for the

behaviour in the therm odynam ic lim it: below the crit-

ical point, there is only one subcritical 3d-spanning

avalanche,which is responsible for the discontinuity of

the hysteresis loop. Furtherm ore,at the criticalpoint

there are an in�nite num berof1d-,2d-,and 3d-critical

spanning avalanches.

For�nitesystem s,thesix di�erentkindsofavalanches

can exist above,exactly at and below �c. The �nite-

size scaling analysis we have perform ed has also en-

abled usto com pare di�erentscaling variablesu,which

m easure the distance between the am ount of disorder

in the system � and the critical am ount of disorder

�c. The best collapses are obtained using the variable

u2 = (�� �c)=�c + A [(�� �c)=�c]
2
with A = � 0:2.

So far the analysis presented in this paper, is re-

stricted to theanalysisofthe num bersand distributions

ofavalanchesintegrated alonghalfahysteresisloop.O ur

analysisofthe average m agnetization discontinuity �m

startsfrom thehypothesisthatonly spanningavalanches

m ay contribute to such a discontinuity. However,as a

future study,we suggest that the m easurem ent ofcor-

relationsin the sequence ofavalanchesand the analysis
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ofnon-integrated distributions,m ay revealdetailsofthe

singularbehaviouratthe critical�eld H c.Forinstance,

non-spanning avalanchescould show a tendency to accu-

m ulate in H c,in the therm odynam ic lim it. This could

changesom eofthe conclusionsreached in thiswork.

As a �nalgeneralconclusion we have shown that it

is not necessary to sim ulate very large system sizes to

estim ate the criticalexponentsforthis m odel. In order

to identify the di�erentkindsofavalanchesitm ay even

bebetterto analyzesm allsystem swith largerstatistics.
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FIG .16: (a)Behaviourofthetotalcontribution ofthespan-

ning avalanches to the m agnetization jum p as a function of

�. The inset reveals the crossing behaviour at � < � c. (b)

Scaling of�m s by considering the1d,2d,and thecritical3d-

spanning avalanches.Note the lack ofcollapse forthe region

u2L
1=�

. 0.(c)Scaling of�m s by considering thesubcritical

3d-spanning avalanches. Note the lack ofcollapse forthe re-

gion u2L
1=�

� 0.Sym bolsindicatethesystem sizesaccording

to the legend.


