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A num ericalstudy ispresented ofthe 3d G aussian R andom F ield IsingM odelatT =

0 driven by an

extermal eld. Standard synchronous relaxation dynam ics is em ployed to obtain the m agnetization
versus eld hysteresis loops. The focus is on the analysis of the num ber and size distribution of
the m agnetization avalanches. They are classi ed as being non-spanning, ld-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 analysis enables identi cation of two di erent types of non—
spanning avalanches (critical and non-critical) and two di erent types of 3d-spanning avalanches
(critical and subcritical), whose num bers increase with L as a power-daw w ith di erent exponents.
W e conclide by giving a scenario for avalanche behaviour in the them odynam ic lim it.

PACS numbers: 75.60 E j, 05.70.Jk, 7540M g, 75.50 Lk

I. NTRODUCTION

System s wih rst-order phase transitions exhibit a
discontinuous change of their properties when driven
through the transition point. Som etin es, due to the ex—
istence of energy barriers larger than them al uctua—
tions, such system s evolve ollow .ng a path ofm etastable
states and exhibit hysteresis. M etastable phenom ena de—
velop m ore often in the case of system s at low tem per—
ature and w ith quenched disorder. In m any cases the

rst-order phase transition occurs, Instead of at a cer-
tain transition point, n a broad range of the driving pa—
ram eter and the discontinuity is split into a sequence of
Jum ps or avalanches between m etastable states. M ore—
over, under certain conditions such avalanches do not
show any characteristic spatial or tin e scale: the distri-
bution of their size and duration becom es a power-law .
T his fram ew ork, which has som etin es been called uc—
tuationless rst-order phase transitions 5'11', '@:], is one of
the basic m echanisn s responsible for power-daw s In na—
ture ﬂ E xperin ental exam ples have been found in a
broad set of physical system s: m agneth transitions E],
adsorption [5], superconductivity Ed], m artensitic trans—
form ations d], etc.

A paradigm atic m odel for such uctuationless rst—
order phase transitions in disordered system isthe G aus-
sian Random Field Ishg Model GRFIM ) at T = 0
driven by an extermal eld H . The am ount of quenched
disorder is controlled by the standard deviation ofthe
G aussian distrbution of ndependent random elds act-
Ing on each spin. M etastable evolution is obtained w ith
approprate local relaxation dynam ics which assum es a
separation of tin e scales between the driving eld rate
dH =dt and the avalanche duration. T he response of the
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system to the driving eld can be llowed by m easuring
the totalm agnetizationm # ). T he response exhibitsthe
above-m entioned m etastable phenom ena: hysteresis and
avalanches.

Since the m odelwas ntroduced som e years ago fg, :_8'],
di erent studies (num erical and analytical) have been
carried out In order to characterize the hysteres:is loops
m (H ) and the m agnetization avalanches [ld :LL, ,12,.13
.14, .15] Two of the m ost wellkstudied properties are the
num ber of avalanchesN ( ) and the distrloution D (s; )
ofavalanche sizes s along halfa hysteresis loop . For large
am ounts of disorder ( > () the loops look an ooth and
continuous. T hey consist ofa sequence ofa large num ber
of tiny avalanches whose size distrbbution D (s; > ()
decaysexponentially w ith s. O n the otherhand, foran all
am ounts of disorder ( < ), besides a certain num ber
of am all avalanches, one or several large avalanches pro—
duce a discontinuity m in the hysteresis loop. For an
Intemm ediate criticalvalue  the distrbution D (s; ) of
avalanche sizes s can be approxin ated by a power-law :
D(sic) s

M any of the properties of the GRFIM have been un—
derstood by assum ing the existence of a T = 0 critical
point ( .;H ) on the metastable phase diagram . The
more recent estim ation {13] renders: . = 216 003
and H, = 1435 0:004. A lthough partial agreem ent
on the values of the critical exponents has been reached,
other features are still controversial.

O ne of the fundam ental problem s is the de nition of
the order param eter. From a them odynam ic point of
view the discontinuity of the hysteresis loop m seem s
to be an appropriate order parameter if m > 0 for

< cand m = 0 Por > <. Nevertheless, In the
T = 0 num erical sin ulations, due to the nite size of
the system and for a given realization of disorder, all the
m agnetization changes are discontinuous. N ote that this
does not occur for standard them al num erical simula—
tions in which, due to them al averaging, m agnetization
is continuous for nite system s. Only nitesize scaling
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analysisw ill revealw hich are the \large avalanches" and
w hether or not avalanches becom e vanishingly am all in
the them odynam ic lim it. Tt is thus very im portant to
study the properties ofthe \spanning" avalanches. T hese
are avalanches that, for a nite system wih periodic
boundary conditions, cross the system from one side to
another. In particular i would be Interesting to m easure
the numberN ¢ ( ) of spanning avalanches and their size
distrdbbution D 5 (s; )

A second unsolved question, related to the previous
one, is the spatial structure of the avalanches. It has
been suggested that they are not com pact E[(_i, -'_l-_d] A
fractal dim ension (df = 1=0:34 < 3) has been estin ated
from the avalanche size distrbution Q-]_‘l] &t would be
Interesting to understand how such a fractal behaviour
m ay, In the them odynam ic 1im it, represent a m agneti-
zation discontinuity.

A third problem is the de nition of the scaling vari-
ables in order to characterize the critical properties close
to the critical point ( c;H.). W hen focusing on the
study of avalanche properties, i should be pointed out
that the scaling analysis is perform ed by using quan-—
tities W () and D (s; )) measured recording all the
avalanches along half a hysteresis loop. The m easure-
m ent of non-integrated distrbutions, ie. around a cer-
tain value of H , will require large am ounts com puting
e ort n order to reach good statistics for large enough
system s. T herefore, the dependence on the eld H is in-
tegrated out and the distance to the critical point . is
m easured by a single scaling variabl u ( ). A lthough in
ploneering papers ig, :_S'i] the m ost usual scaling variable
u; = ( ¢)= ¢ wasused in orderto scale the avalanche
size distrbution, Hrthcom ing studies [16, 13, 13] changed
the de nition to us = ( ¢)= . Apparently both def-
niions are equivalently close to the critical point, but
it can be checked that the \phenom enological" scaling of
the distrbbutions D (s; ) using us; (w:i:h usz > 0:04) a
suggested in the Inset ofFig.1 in Ref. EO isnot possib]e
when using u; .

F inite-size scaling analysishasbeen carried out [13,116]
for the num ber of spanning avalanchesN g ( ;L). Never-
theless, such nite-size scaling has not been presented ei-
ther for the avalanche size distrbbutionsD (s; ;L) or for
the num ber ofl:lon:spannjng avalanchesN 5 ( ;L).M ost
ofthe studies f_l(_)‘,:;[:;‘l] have proposed collapses by neglect—
ng the fact that sin ulated system sare nie. There isan
exception E_l-%', :_fj] for which the scaling of the avalanche
distributions w ith L. has been studied. In this case, nev—
ertheless, the dependence on the distance to the critical
point has been neglected and, consequently, param eter—
dependent exponentshave been obtained. In ouropinion,
scaling ofthe avalanche distribbution m ust be studied on a
tw o dim ensionalplane, ncluding a scaling variable w hich
acocounts forthe nie-size I and anotherwhich accounts
for the distance to the critical point.

P revious studies have provided sinulations of very
large system sizes (up to L = 1000) [14]. This has been
advantageous for the study of selfaveraging quantities.

N evertheless, the properties of the spanning avalanches
are non-self averaging. T his isbecause, asw illbe shown,
the number of spanning avalanches per loop does not
grow as L®. Thism eans that, n order to obtain better
accuracy, it ism ore In portant to perform averages over
di erent disorder con gurations Wwhich willbe indicated
by h i) than to sinulate very large system sizes.

In this paper we present intensive num erical studies of
the m etastable 3d-GRFIM and focus on analysis of the
spanning avalanches. In section IT the m odel, the de ni-
tion ofa spanning avalanche and the details of the num er—
icalsim ulations are presented. In section -_]1[1 raw num eri-
calresultsaregiven. In section -_I\z: som e ofthe Renom al-
ization G roup RG) deaswillbe reviewed, which willbe
taken into account for the analysis of the critical point.
A nitesize scaling analysis of the avalanche num bers is
presented in section V. The sam e analysis for size dis—
tribbutions and their k-m om ents are presented In sections
W T and V IT respectively. Section ¥ IIf presents a discus-
sion on the behaviour of m agnetization. T he discussion
ofthe results in relation w ith previousw orks is presented
in section :_D-g: Finally in section g: a full summ ary and
conclusions is given.

II. MODEL

The 3d-GRFIM is de ned on a cubic lattice of size
L L L.On each lattice site (i= 1;:::;8) there isa
sodn vardable S; taking values 1.TheHamJJtoman is:

g %’
SiSy h;S; H

i3 i=1 i=1

SE @)

where the rst sum extends over all nearestneighbour
hn) pairs, H is the extemal applied eld and h; are
quenched random elds, which are independent and are
distributed according to a G aussian probability density

h2

1 Py
dP(hi)=P2:ezzdhi; 2)

w here the standard deviation , is the param eter that
controls the am ount of disorder In the system . N ote that
hii= 0and thii= 2.

The system isdriven at T = 0 by the extemal eld
H. ForH = +1 the state of the system which m ini-
m izes H isthe state with m aximn um m agnetization m =

3
© . Si=L°= 1.W hen theextemal edH isdecreased,

the systam evolves follow ing local relaxation dynam ics.
The spins I according to the sign ofthe local eld:

X6
hi+ H + Sj H (3)
j=1

where the sum extends over the 6 nearest-neighbouring

soins of s;. Avalanches occur when a spin i changes
the sign ofthe local eld of som e ofthe neighbours. This



averaged num ber notation
avalanches N (;L)
spanning avalanches Ns(;L)
non-spanning avalanches Nns (;L)
critical non-spanning avalanches Nnsc ( ;L)
non-critical non-spanning avalanches| Nso ( ;L)
1ld-spanning avalanches N (;L)
2d-spanning avalanches N2 (;L)
3d-spanning avalanches N3 (;L)
critical 3d-spanning avalanches Nsc ( ;L)

subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches N3 (;L)
nom alized size distrbution notation
avalanches D (s; ;L)
spanning avalanches Ds(s; ;L)
non-spanning avalanches Dns (s; ;L)
critical non-spanning avalanches Dnsc(s; L)

non-critical non-spanning avalanches|D nso (s; ;L)

ld-spanning avalanches Di1(s; ;L)
2d-spanning avalanches D2 (s; ;L)
3d-spanning avalanches D3 (s; ;L)
critical 3d-spanning avalanches D3c(s; ;L)

subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches D3 (s; ;L)

TABLE I:Notation ofthe studied quantities in thiswork. A 11
the quantities refer to the analysis ofhalfa hysteresis loop and
are obtained after averaging over m any di erent realizations
of disorder.

m ay start a sequence of spin  Ppswhich occurata xed
value of the external eld H , untila new stable situation
is reached. H is then decreased again. T his \adiabatic"
evolution corresponds to the lin i for which avalanches
arem uch faster than the decreasing eld rate. N ote that,
oncethe Iocalrandom eldsare xed,them etastable evo—
ution is com pletely determ inistic, no inverse avalanches
may occur and the hystﬁresjs loops exhbit the retum
point m em ory property Bl.

T he size ofthe avalanche s corresponds to the num ber
of spins Ipped until a new stable situation is reached.
Note that the corresponding m agnetization change is

m = 2s=L 3.

For a certain realization of the random elds, corre-
soonding to a given valie of , we have recorded the
sequence of avalanche sizes during half a hysteresis loop,
ie. decreasingHd from +1 to 1 .Thetwomai quan—
tities (see Tab]e:_I') that arem easured after averaging over
di erent realizations of disorder, are the total num ber
of avalanches per loop N ( ;L) and the distrbution of
avalanche sizesD (s; ;L ), nom alized so that:

3

)3
D (s; ;L)=1 : 4)

s=1

N ote that given this nom alization condition and the fact
that s is a naturalnum ber, then D (s; ;L) 1.

T he num erical algorithm we have used is the so-called
brute force algorithm propagating one avalanche at a
tine ﬁ_lé_i'] W e have studied system sizes ranging from
L =5@>= 125 to L = 48@> = 110592). The mea-

C Iosure relations N = Ngs+ Npg
Nns = Nnsc+ Nnso
Ns= N1+ N+ N3
_ N3 = N3+ N3

L
1D (5 ;L)=1

ND = NgDgs+ NpsDnys
NnsDns = NpscDnse + NnsoDnso
NgDs=N;D;+ Ny;Dy,+ N3Ds3

N3D3=N3CD3C+N3 D3

N om alization condition
D istribution relations

TABLE II: M ain m athem atical relationships between the
quantities de ned in Tabk I. The dependenceon ,L and s
has been suppressed in order to clarify the Table. The sub-
script  stands for all the possble sub-indices in Table ﬁ.

sured properties are alw ays averaged over a large num ber
of realizations of the random eld con guration for each
value of . Typical averages are perform ed over a num —
ber of con gurations that rangesbetween 10° forL 16
to 2000 for L. = 48.

W e have used periodic boundary conditions: the nu-

m erical sin ulations correspond, in fact, to a periodic In—

nite system . T herefore, strictly speaking, allavalanches
are In nite. Nevertheless, we need to identify which
avalanchesw illbecom e In portant In the them odynam ic
Im it. The de nition that best m atches this idea is the
concept of spanning avalanches: those avalanches that,
at least n one of the x, y or z directions, extend over
the length L. This de niion is very easy to mpl—
ment num erically in the brute oroce algorithm . Span-
ning avalanches are detected by using three (x;v;z) m ask
vectors of size L whose elem ents are set to 0 at the be-
ginning of each avalanche. D uring the evolution of the
avalanche the m ask vectors record the shade ofthe ip—
pihg spoins along the three perpendicular directions oy
changing the 0’s to 1’s). W hen the avalanche nishes,
i can be classi ed as being non-spanning, ld-spanning
, 2d-spanning or 3d-spanning depending on the number
of such m ask vectors that have been totally converted
to 1. The number and size distribution of 1d, 2d and
3d-spanning avalanches is also studied and averaged over
di erent realizations of disorder. Table .L_.E show s the de —
nitions of avalanche num bers and distrbutions that w ill
be used throughout the paper. In Tabl I the list of
m athem atical relations between the avalanche num bers
and distributions isgiven. W e w illuse the subscript  to
Indicate any ofthe avalanche num bers or distributions in
Table L.

Tt should be m entioned that, although the de nition
of spanning avalanches used in this paper is equivalent
to the de nition in previous works l_l-;i', :_L-{:, :_l-é], the aver-
age num ber of spanning avalanches N, in som e cases,
does not coincide w ih the previous estim ations. W e
guess that the reason is because, in previous works, the
method used to count spanning avalanches was aver-
agihg twice the 2d-spanning avalanches and was aver—
aging three tin es the 3d-spanning avalanches. There—



fore, in order to com pare, for Instance w ith Ref. :_l-Z_i, one
should take into account that their num ber of spanning
avalanchesN isnot equalto the present N g but satis es:
N = N1+ 2N, + 3N 3)=3. M oreover, we should point
out the follow ing ram ark before presenting the data. As
a consequence of the num erical analysis, several \kinds"
of avalanches will be identi ed (sce Tabk T). Such a
separation in di erent kinds w ill, In som e cases, be justi-

ed by the m easurem ent of di erent physical properties
(such as whether the avalanche spans the lattice or not)
but, in other cases, w illbe an \a priori" phenom enolog-
ical hypothesis to reach a good description of the data.
A Ihough som e authors w ill prefer to identify such new
\kinds" of avalanches as \corrections to scaling", it w ill
tum out that after the nite size scaling analysiswe w ill
be abl to identify which di erent physical properties
characterize each \kind" of avalanche.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Fig. g} shows an example of the distrbution of
avalanchesD (s; ;L) on a log-log scale for three valuesof

corresponding to a system w ith size L = 24. The qual-
Tative behaviour ofD (s; ;L) is that already described
in the introduction: when is decreased the distrdbution
changes from being approxin ately exponentially dam ped
( > () toadistrdbution exhibiting a peak for large val-
ues of s ( < (). Therefore, one can suggest that at
the critical value . the distrbution exhibits power-law
behaviour. Nevertheless, it is also evident from Fig. il
that the nite size of the system m asks this excessively
sim plistic description. Only affer convenient nite-size
scaling analysis shall we discover which features rem ain
In the them odynam ic lim it.

The peak occurring for < . is basically caused by
the existence of spanning avalanches. This is shown in
Fiy.4wherethepeak nD (s; ;L) Fig.R ()] is com pared
w ith the two contributions D 45 (s; ;L) and D s (s; ;L)
Fig.d0)].

A s can be seen the distribution of spanning avalanches
Ds(s; ;L) is far from sinple. It exhbits a multipeak
structure caused by the contributions from D, (s; ;L) ,
D,(s; ;L) and D 3 (s; ;L) shown in Fig. 'E_'c M oreover,
D3 (s; ;L) fself also exhbits two peaks suggesting that
the 3d-spanning avalanchesm ay be oftwo di erent kinds.
W e shall denote critical 3d-spanning avalanches (indi-
cated by the subscript 3c) as those corresponding to the
peak on the kft and subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches
(indicated by the subscript 3 ) asthose corresponding to
the peak on the right. A sw illbe explained below , the 1d—
spanning avalanches, the 2d-spanning avalanches and the
critical 3d-spanning avalanches do not exist in the ther-
m odynam ic lin t except when = . Thisisthe reason
for having chosen the word \critical" for this kind of 3d
spanning avalanche. It will also be shown that, in the
them odynam ic lim i, subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches
only exist for ¢. As regards the non-spanning
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FIG.1l: Avalanche size distrbbution corresponding to (a)
= 17, ©) = 221 and (o) = 2. Data have been

obtained from a system wih size L = 24 after averaging over
10° realizations of the disorder.

avalanches, they w ill also be classi ed Into two types at
the end of this section, although this separation cannot
be deduced from the behaviour in Fjg.-'_j ©).

Fjg.:_j show s the evolution of D (s; ;L), D 2 (s; ;L)
andD 3 (s; ;L) when isincreased. N ote that the right-
hand peak of D3 (s; ;L) shifts to analler valies of s
and becom es at, indicating that the m ean size of these
subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches decreases. M oreover,
above . F jg.:_i’ (d) ] this rght-hand peak disappears and
a peak on the left em erges.

Besides the nom alized distributions, it is also inter-
esting to analyze the actualaverage num bers of spanning
avalanches N (;L), N, (;L) and N 5( ;L), which also
exhibit singular behaviourat . asshown in FJg:ff

From the direct extrapolation of the data correspond-—
Ing to di erent system sizesto L ! 1 , we can make
the ollow Ing assum ptions: in the therm odynam ic lim it
Ni1()and N , () willdisplay a -function discontinuity
at ¢.N3 () willdisplay step-like behaviour: or < .
there is only one 3d-spanning avalanche, for >
there are no 3d-spanning avalanches and at = . the
data supports the assum ption that N 5 will also display
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FIG .2: Analysis of the di erent contrbutionsto D (s; ;L)

for = 2317 and L = 16. D ata corresponds to an average of
2 10° realizations. (a) Fulldistrbution, () distrbution of
spanning avalanchesD ¢ (s; ;L); (c) D istrdbutionsD 1 (s; ;L),
D2 (s; ;L) and D 3 (s; ;L).

a -function singulariy at the edge of the step function.
T his reinforces the suggestion that there are two di er-
ent types of 3d-spanning avalanches: as will be shown,
In the them odynam ic lim it, the num ber of subcritical
3d spanning avalanchesN ;3 behaves as a step function,
w hereas the num ber of critical avalanches N 5. exhibits
divergence at .

The total number of spanning avalanches N ( ;L)
and non-spanning avalanchesN 5 ( ;L ), are displayed in
Figs. "EJx(a) and :_S(b) respectively. Ng( ;L) shows, as a
result of the divergence 0fN 3., N; and N,, a -function
shgularity at o when L ! 1 suggesting that the criti-
calpoint is characterized by the existence 0of1 spanning
avalanches. W e would lke to point out that previous
studies have not clari ed this result ©or the 3d-GRFIM
(3]

The analysis ofN 5 ism ore intricate. Fig.§ (b) shows
that N5 ( ;L) growswih and L. For large am ounts
ofdisorder ( ! 1 ) one expects that the hysteresis loop
consists of a sequence of non-spanning avalanches of size
1. T herefre, their num ber willequalL?®. To revealthis
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FIG. 3: Analysis of the dependence of D (s; ;L) (top),
Dy (s; ;L) middlk) and D 3(s; ;L) (oottom ) with . Data

correspond to averages of 2 10° realizations ofa L = 10
system wih @ = 19, b) = 22, (¢) = 25 and d)
= 28.

behaviour F ig. & show s the dependence of N 5 ( ;L)=L 3
as a function of . O ne expects that these lines tend to
lwhen ! 1 .M oreover, a closer look reveals that at

o' 221, there is a contrbution to N 5 ( ;L)=L > which
decreases w ith system size. For low valies of one ex—
pects that non-spanning avalanches alw ays exist, except
at = 0. Thislast statem ent can easily be understood by
noticing that an approxin ate lowerbound to the num ber
of non-spanning avalanches can be com puted by analyz-
Ing how many of the spins S; will ip by them selves,
Independently of their neighbours, due to the fact that
the local eld h; is either lJarger than 6 or an aller than

6. This analysis renders Ny s=L3 > ; (6= ) where

err 1S the error finction.

From these considerations, we expect that forL ! 1
the curves in F ig. -_6 tend to a certain lim iting behaviour
which increases smoothly from O to 1. This can also
be appreciated in the inset in Fig. &, which shows the
behaviour of N, ( ;L)=L > as a finction of L for Hur
di erent values of the am ount of disorder: = 1:7, =
221" -, = 25and = 2{7.The Pur curves exhibit
a tendency to extrapolate to a plateau when L ! 1 .
Forthecasesof ’ ( an estim ation of the extrapolated
value isN 5 ( o;L)=L> ! 0:028.

C onsequently, it is necessary to consider the existence
of, at least, two kinds of non-spanning avalanches. Those
whose number N 0 Increases as L3 w ill be denoted as
non-critical non-spanning avalanches (w ith the subscript
ns0), and those whosenum berN , . Increasesw ith L w ith
a an aller exponent w ill be called critical non-spanning
avalanches (w ith the subscript nsc). In fact, a log-logplot



FIG .4: Numberofspanning avalanchesin 1d (@), 2d () and
3d (c) as a function of . The di erent curves correspond to
L = 5;8;10;12;16;24;32 and 48 as indicated by the legend.
Lines are a guide to the eye.

ofN s ( o;L)=L3 0:028 versusL providesan estin ation
orthis exponent N 0 ( ;L) 00851292,

A 11 the assum ptions that have been presented, corre-
soonding to behaviour In the them odynam ic lim i, will
be con m ed by the nitesize scaling analysis presented
In the ©llow ing sections.

IvV. RENORMALIZATION GROUP AND
SCALING VARIABLES

T he basic hypothesis for the analysis of the above re—
sultsusing RG techniques isthe existence ofa xed point
In the multidin ensional space of H am ittonian param e-
ters. This xed point sits on a critical surface which
extends along all the irrelevant directions. By changing
the two tuneable param eters and H , the critical sur-
face can be crossed at the criticalpoint ( ¢;H ). Ashas
been explained in the Introduction conceming the anal
ysis of the avalanche num ber and size distributions, the
dependence along the extermal eld direction H hasbeen
Integrated out. O ne expects that such integration m ay
distort som e of the exponents and the shape of scaling
functions, but not the possibility ofan RG analysis. This
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FIG.5: (a) Totalnumber of spanning avalanches N ( ;L)
and (o) non-spanning avalanches as a function of for dif-
ferent system sizes L as indicated by the legend. Lines are a
guide to the eye.

is because the integration range crosses the critical sur—
face where the divergences occur.

ForalL ! 1 system we assum e a unigue scaling vari-
ableu () which m easuresthe distanceto .. The depen-
dence ofu on  should be sn ooth, but its proper form
is unknown [_ig‘] W e will discuss three di erent possibilk-
itdes:

1. The standard choice is to use a dim ensionless rst
approxin ation by expanding u ( ) as:

©)

u; =
c

N evertheless, in general, the correct scaling vari-
ablesm ay have a di erent dependenceon . Forin-—
stance, thism ay be due to the existence ofother rel-
evant param eters, such as the extermal eld, which
hasbeen integrated out.

2.A second choice is to extend the expansion ofu ( )
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FIG.6: Number of non-spanning avalanches N s ( ;L) di-

vided by 1° as a function of and di erent system sizes, as
indicated by the legend. The inset shows the behaviour of
the sam e quantity as a function of L for di erent values of

. The dashed line indicates the value N =L > = 0:028 and the
continuous line isa t of the behaviour proposed in equation

e .

to second order by including a tting am plitude A :

2

uz = (6)

3.A third choice, which has been used in previous
analyses and m ay be \phenom enologically" jisti-
ed is:

us = (7)

N ote that the Taylor expansion of this finction is:

2 3
+

usz = +
c c c

F ig.il, show s the behaviour of the three scaling vari-
ablsu; (), uz () and us (). For the representation of
U, we have chosen A = 02, which is the result that
we will t in the follow Ing sections. The three choices
are equivalently close enough to the critical point. Nev—
ertheless, the am plitude of the critical zone, where the
scaling relations are valid, m ay be quite di erent. Since
A < 0, the vardable u, cannot be used for ¢ sihce
Uy () showsamaximum at = 7:{735= 35 (.A siiar
problem occurs w ith us sihce, due to its asym ptotic be—
haviour (u3 ! 1for ! 1), system swih a large value
of cannot be distinguished one from another.

Forthe nite system , them agniudes presented In Ta-
bl :_i, depend on , L and, In the case of the size distri-
butions, on s. In order to identify the scaling variables,

10

FIG .7: Com parison ofthe behaviour ofthe three choices for
the scaling variable u, discussed In the text. W e have used
c= 221.

et us consider a renom alization step of a factor b close
to the criticalpoint {19, 20], such that engthsbehave as:

Ly=blL ©

(The variables with the b subscript corresoond to the
renom alized system ). W e expect that after re-scaling
the variable u, m easuring the distance between and .
changes as:

u=b"u ; (10)

w hich isthe standard de nition ofthe exponent which
characterizes the divergence of the correlation length
when ! <. Under the sam e renom alization step we
assum e that:

ss=b% s : 1)

T his latter equation Introduces an exponent d @Which
hasbeen called 1= by otherauthors [B)) and can be in—
terpreted as the fractaldin ension of the avalanches. A s

(81)n entioned in the previous section, we expect to nd dif-
ferent types of avalanches. A s w illbe shown num erically
from the scaling plots in the follow ing sections, it is pos—
sible to assum e that the di erent types of avalanchesbe-
havew ih the sam e fractaldin ension d = d¢, except for
subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches (forwhich ds € de)
and non-critical non-spanning avalanches.

C Iose to the critical point the system exhibits invari-
ance under re-scaling. Therefore, In order to propose a
scaling hypothesis of the num bers of avalanchesN and
the avalanche size distrdbutions D , it is in portant to
construct com binations ofthe variablesu, L and s, which
rem ain nvariant after renom alization. W e nd:

L, W = L u ; 12)
Lbd S = L d 3 ; 13)
s “u = s 14)



N ote that these three invariant quantities are not inde—
pendent since equation llZ) corresponds to equation l14)
multiplied by equation ¢l3) to the powerof 1=d .

V. SCALING OF THE NUMBERS OF
AVALANCHES N (;L)

T he discussion in the previous section, enables us to

propose the follow Ing scaling hypothesis:
N (;L)=1L N uL'™ s)
The exponent characterizes the divergence of the
avalanche num bers at the critical point when L ! 1 .
Notethatthjsde_njrjon of (which isthe sam eused in
previous works t_lj]) is not consistent w ith the standard
nitesize scaling criterion forw hich them agnitudes grow

w ith exponents divided by . f9, 20, R11.

A swillbe shown, the behaviour of the num ber of 1d—-
spanning avalanches, 2d-spanning avalanches and critical
3d-spanning avalanches can be describbed w ith the sam e

valieof 1= ,= 3.= ,sothat:
N,(;L)=1 N7 ulL'" ; (16)
N,(;L)=1 N, uLl™ ; a7
N3 (;L)=L N3 uLl® : (18)

W e have tried, w ithout success, to scale the num ber of
critical non-spanning avalanchesw ith the sam e exponent

. W e therefore need to de ne a di erent exponent
so that:

nscr

Npsc(7L) =L "**Npse UL1= : 19)

A s regards the number ofN ;3 avalanches, which is dif-

ferent from zero away from the criticalpoint in the ther-

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

is com patible w ith the lin iting behaviourat = 0 and
= 1 . This leads us to the ©llow Ing assum ption:

N3 (;L)= N3 ulL'™ ; (0)

since In the absence of disorder we expect that the hys-
teresis Ioop displays a single avalanche of size L3, and,
consequently the num berofavalanchesmustbeNs; =1
Independent of the value of L .

A sregardsN 5o hasalready been discussed that such
avalanches w ill exist in the them odynam ic 1im it for all
values of . M oreover, they are probably not related to
criticalphenom ena at .. Forthis reason we propose the
follow ing non-critical dependence:

Noso (;L) = L Nae0 () 5 @1)

In particular, as already m entioned, for large values of
disorder ( ! +1 ) thessavalanchesw illbeofsizes= 1,
and their numberwillbe N 50 1 ) = L3.

_Tt should also be m entioned that the scaling equations
C_1§') adm it altemate expressions by extracting the vari-
ableul. '~ with the appropriate pow er so that it cancels
out the dependence on L :

N (;L)=H3j N uL'™ 22)
N evertheless, such expressions are not very useful for the
scaling analysisclose to . since they w illdisplay a large
statistical errordue to the fact thatu ! Owhen ! ce

Figs. :8 and :S% show the best collapses corresponding to
equations C16 and {l"}) w ith the three d1 erent choices
for the variable u, explained in section -IV- D ata corre—
soonding to L = 5;8;10;12;16;24;32 and 48 have been
used. The quality of the collapses close to . is quite
good in the three cases. The values of the free param —
eters that optin ize each collapse are indicated on the
plots. By visual com parison one can see that u, is the
best choice since it allow s the an aller sizes to collapse
too. O f course, this is because the collapses in this case
have an extra freeparam eter A . A s regards the quality
of the overlaps, no rem arkable di erences are observed
betw een the choicesu; and uz. In the follow ing collapses
wewilluseu, with A = 02. T hus, thebest estin ations
ofthe free param etersare: .= 221 002, =12 01
and = 0:10 0:02.

T he procedure for in proving the collapse of the data
corresponding to di erent system sizes, which will be
used m any tin es throughout this paper, renders what
we w ill call \the best values" of the free param eters. E -
ror bars represent the estin ated range ofvalues forwhich
the collapses are satisfactory. W e would like to note that
the cbtained value of . (forthe three choices ofthe vari-
abl u) is slightly higher than the value .= 216 0:03
proposed in Ref. :_13

Tt is interesting to note that the scaling functions N*;
and N, can be very well approxjmlallted wjth“G aussian
functions. The ts, shown in Figs. &) and 4 ), have
three free param eters: the am plitude a, the peak position
x and the width w . T he best num erical estin ations are:
a; = 0946 0:004,% = 2691 0008,w; = 1293 0008,
a;= 0497 0002,% = 2227 0007 andw, = 1:086
0:007.

From the fact that the scaling functions in F igs. :_d ©)
and :_Sa(b) are bounded and go exponentially to zero for
uL = ! 1 (ascan also be checked from a log-linear
plot) one can deduce that, n the them odynam ic lim i,
ld-spanning avalanches and 2d-spanning avalanches only
exist at = .. Their numbers crease as L°7° with
am plitudesN’; (0) = 0:12 001 andN’, (0) = 0:07 0:01.
M oreover, the peaks of the scaling functions N; and N,
which are digplaced from u; = 0, account for the fact
that ora nie system them axin um number of 1d and
2d spanning avalanches occurs for a certain . (L) which
shifts towards . from above.



FIG. 8:

@) Scaling plt of the number of ld-spanning
avalanches according to equation (16) using u: as the scal-
ing variabl. The values of the free param eters for the best

collapses are indicated by the legend. Sylm bols correspond to
the sizes indicated in the legend ofFig.4. () Sam e plot, but
using the scaling variable u, . Note that in this case there is
an extra free param eter. (c) Sam e plot but using us. The
continuous line n (o) shows the tofa Gaussian function.

A s regards the 3d spanning avalanches, according to
the previous discussions one m ust consider the contribbu-—
tions from N 3. and N3 . From the scaling assum ptions
t_l-E_i) and C_Z-Q') and the last closure relation In Tab]e:ﬁone
can w rite:

N3(;L)=1L N3 uL™ + N3 uL™ : @23)
This equation indicates that N3 ( ;L) cannot be col-
lapsed In a straightorward way. W e propose here a
m ethod to separate the two contrbutions in equation
C_2-§') . Thism ethod, which we will calldouble nite-size
scaling D FSS), w illbe used severaltin esthroughout the
paper for the analysis of sin ilar equations. By choosing

FIG. 9: @) Scaling plot of the number of 2d-spanning
avalanches according to equation (17) using u; as the scalk
ing variable. The values of the free param eters for the best
collapses are indicated by the legend. Symll?ols correspond to
the sizes indicated in the kgend of Fig. 4. () Same plt,
but using the scaling variable u, . N ote that in this case there
is an extra free param eter. (c) Sam e plot but using us .The
continuous line n (o) shows the tofa Gaussian function.

two system swith sizesL; and L, and am ounts of disor-

ders 1 and , so that u( 1)Li= = u( 2)Li= , one can
w rite:
N3 u(Ly = N3 u(pLy = @4)
_ Ly N3(aiLy) Ly N3(2iL2)
Ly L
N3 u( )Ly = Nao u()Ly = @5)
_ N3(1jL1) N3(2;L2)
L, L

T hus, we can check for the collapse ofdata corresponding



to di erent pairs of L;;L,). From the num erical point
ofview , the DFSS m ethod works quite well. An analysis
oferror propagation reveals that the scaling finction cor-
resgponding to the contribution w ith a sm aller exponent
w ﬂldjsp]ay m ore statistical errors.

Fi. :lO show s the resuls of the DFSS analysis of N 3
according to equation C_2§) The di erent symbols, In
this case, Indicate the values of L; and L, used for each
set of data. Fjg.:_l-(_j (@) corresponds to N5 (u,L*™ ) and
FJg:_i(_j (b) corresponds to N3¢ (U, LY~ ). Tt should be em —
phasised that such collapses are obtained w ithout any
free param eter. The valuesof , ., and A are taken
from the previous collapses 0ofN; and N,.

— T T T T T T
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FIG.10: (a) Num ericalestin ation ofN's (u,L'" ) and (o) of
N:'gc (uzL ~ ).D atahavebeen obtained according to equations
24 and .25 Symbols, according to the legend, indicate the
va]ues of L; and L, used for obtaining each data set. The
continuous line in () isa tofa Gaussian function.

Again, from the shape of the scaling functions we
can deduce the behaviour In the them odynam ic lim it:
from the crossing points ofthe scaling fiinctions w ith the
u, = 0 axis,we ndthatNs.( c;L)= (016 0:02)°%°
and N3 ( ;L) = 0:79 0:02. A s occurred previously
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w ith the num ber of 2d and 1d spanning avalanches, N5
can also be very wellapproxin ated w ith a G aussian func—
tion with am plitude as. = 0:706 0005, peak position
X3c = 1244 0:007 and width ws. = 0:802 0:009.
The fact that N3 ;LY ) vanishes exponentially for
u L= ! 1 con ms that, in the them odynam ic
lim i, such avalanches only exist at the critical point.
Furthem ore, from the fact that N5 tends to 1 and
to 0 exponentially fast when u,L*~ ! 1 we deduce
that one subcritical 3d-spanning avalanche w ill exist for
< . and there w illbe none above this value.
To end w ith the analysis of the num ber of avalanches,
we w ill separate the two contributions to N ,5:
Nps (L) =1L "*Npge uL’™ + L°Npe () (26)
In this case the DFSS m ethod cannot be applied since
N'hse and N depend on di erent variables. A rst
check of the validity of this hypothesis has a]ready been
presented in section ITI. The t of equation (,'26 to the
data correspondingto = . @ = 0),shown in the inset
ofFJ'g.:_é, gives estin ations of s/ 202 , Ny () =
0:028, and N, sc (0) = 0:085. Furthem ore, we can also
check that the derivative w ith respect to behaves as:
|
1 @N,s(;L) _ 1 N Q)

L nset = 3 nsc

0
xR S e ()

@7

Fig. :_1-1: (@) dem onstrates that the data (estim ated us—
Ing a twopoint dertvative formula) is com patble with
this behaviour. The line shows the best t Wih two
free param eters: N"nsc 0) and N"nso ( ¢)) of the func-
Uon 627) wih pe + 1= 3 = 0:15. One obtains

nSC O)= 0136 0:011 ancl\]”r?sO (c)= 0102 0:003.
T he good agreem ent is a test ofthe dependence w ith the
variables uL'® and of the finctions Nps and N0
regpectively. To go further into the analysis ofN 5, one
m ust provide som e extra hypothesis on the shape of the
scaling functions. G ven the fact that we have found al-
m ost a perfect G aussian dependence of the scaling func-
tions N3, N, and N'3. one can guess that N, s will also
have a G aussian dependence. By forcing the G aussian
function to satisfy N',sc (0) = 0:085 and the fact that
that N"I?SC ©0) = 0:136 (from previous estin ations) we
end up wih a trial function wih a single free param e-
ter that should be enough to satisfactorily scale the data
from Fig.i4.

The best collapse is shown in Fig. 11 () which cor-
regoonds to N'p50 (). The function N, 5. used for the
collapse is shown in the inset and correspondsto a G aus—
sian fiinction w ith am plitude a, sc = 0085, peak position
Xpsc = 0% and w idth w,sc = 1:485. It is interesting to
note that the peak position ofthis scaling function occurs
at a value u, L™ = xpc < O as opposed to the case of
the previous scaling finctions N';, N, and N3¢ forwhich
the peak position wasat u,L'~ > 0. This indicates that
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FIG.11: (a) Analysis of the consistency of Eq. é?:) . The
points correspond to num erical data and the line is the best
t (with two free param eters) by xingthevalieof psc+ 1=
to the previous estim ations. (o) Scaling plot revealing the be—
haviour of N, 50 ( ). The continuous line show s the behaviour
of the approxin ate lower bound err (6= ) estin ated from
the spins that I independently of their nelghbouxs The
inset show s the G aussian function N'jsc (uzL ) used for the

separation of the two contributionsto N 5.

the properties of the 1d, 2d and 3c critical avalanches
have opposite shifts with nite size L com pared to the
nsc critical avalanches.

To end wih the analysis of the number of non-—
spanning avalanches i is interesting to com pare the
function N5 () with the approxin ate lower bound
( err (6= )) discussed In section ITI, which is represented
by a continuous line in Fig. :_1-1: ©). The di erence be-
tween the two curves, which becom es bigger when
Increases, is due to the existence of clusters of several
soins (not considered in the extrem ely facile analysispre—
sented here) that i independently of their neighbours
contrbuting to the num ber of non-critical non-spanning
avalanches.

11

VI. SCALING OF THE DISTRIBUTIONS OF
SIZES D (s; ;L)

C Iose to the criticalpoint thereare di erentwaysto ex—
press the Invariance of the size distrdbutions corresoond-
Ing to di erent choices of a pair of invariants am ong the
three exponents proposed in equations €12), (13 and
Cl4 For any generic distrbution D (s; ;L) one can
w rite the follow Ing nine generic expressions:

D (s; ;L) = L dp gL 9 ;uLtt ; 28)
D (; ;L) = L dp st= ¢ y;uLts ;. 9)
D (s; ;L) = L a8 g9 y;sn @ ;. (30)
D (s; ;L) = s D sL?% ;uL’™ ; 31)
D (s ;L) = s D s= 9 yunts 32)
D (;;L)=s B s %uwsL? ; (3
D (s57L) = 313 40 sL ¢ un™ ;@4
D (s; ;L) = 313 4D s 9uul™ ; 35
D (s; ;L) = 413 ¢ 1§ s 9 u;sL ¢ (36)

A Ihough we have used the generic ndex , it isevident
that such assum ptions can only be proposed for the dis—
tributions of avalanches of a singlke kind, ie. D, D ,,
D 3.,D3 andD s . Forthe com posite distrdbutionsD 3,
D s, D5 and D , one expects m ixed behaviour, and con—
ceming D 50 We cannot expect a dependence on uL '~

T he exponents could also be di erent for the di er-
ent kinds of avalanches, but as w ill be discussed in the
follow ing paragraphs, n allcases = 1 except or s,
which will take a lJarger value.

As argued before, when scaling the numbers of
avalanches, the last three expressions (34), {35) and {36)
are not very usefiil for the num erical collapses because
they introduce large statistical errors. M oreover, when
trying to check the collapses expressed by equations {_29)
and (32 the two independent variables of the scaling
function converge to zero when the critical point is ap—
proached. Thus, such a collapse cannot be checked for

_= 0. Therefore, the Interesting scaling equations are
8), 80), 31 and G3).

T hebehaviourofthe scaling fiinctions is, in som e cases,
restricted by the nom alization conditions. If scaling
holds forthe whole rangeofs= 1; 3, flom equation

C28 one can w rite:

3

%
L 9p sL ¢ ;untt =1: (37)

s=1

If0< d < 3,by de ning a new variable x = sL ¢ ,
for large L, the above expression is transform ed into the



follow Ing integral:
Z
1, ¢ bhd

dxD"  x;ull” 1: (38)

0

For those distributions for which the integral converges,
it isnecessary that = 1.W eexpectthat this condition
can be applied to the casesofD1,D,,D3cand D3 . In
these four cases, as can be seen in Fig. d(c the distri-
butions show a m arked decay in thetwo Iim itsofs ! O
ands ! L3. Notethat the plots have logarithm ic scales
and that D 3. and D 3 corresoond to the left-hand and
right-hand peaks in D 3 respectively). For the distribu-—
tion D ¢ the exponent s can be larger than 1 since
this distribbution m ay extend into the sm all s region and
convergence of the Integral in I_3§‘) cannot be ensured.

Fig. 3-2_; show s a 3d view of the collapses corresoond-—

ing to D"y sL 4f;u,LtT The lines show three cuts
of the scaling surface corresponding to u,L~= = 121,
u, L™ = 0 and u,L'™ = 0:56. The collapses of the
curves corresponding to the di erent sizesare satisfactory
w ithin statistical error. The only free param eter in this
case is df . The best estin ation renders a fractaldim en—
sion de = 2:78 005 for such ld-spanning avalanches.
Sin ilar behaviour is obtaied for D', sL 9f;u,L*"
A though, in principle, we have considered dr as a free
param eter, the best collapses are cbtained w ith the sam e
value df = 2:78 as that obtamhed for the ld-spanning
avalanches.

The analysis of D 3. and D3 ismore di cuk. Ac-
cording to the corresponding distribution relation (see
Tab]egi‘p, and assum ing the scaling hypothesis (18), {20)
and {28), one can w rite:

N3D3(s; ;L) =

=1 % N3 LY )05 sL 4f;uLt™  +

= ;ul’™  ; (39)

+L 9 N3 @LY )3 sL 9
where we have taken into account the fact that for the
subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches 33 = 1 and they
have a fractaldin ension d; . A though i is possbl to
conceive a DF SS treatm ent to separate the tw o contribu—
tions in ('_3-_9), the hard num ericale ort needed aswellas
the associated statistical uncertaintiesm ake it very di —

cul. In the next section we will show that it is enough
to analyze the behaviour of the k-m om ents of the distri-

butions to obtain the critical exponents.

VII. SCALING OF THE kMOMENTS OF THE

DISTRIBUTIONS

Besides the scaling of the entire distrbutions
D (s; ;L) that exhibit Jarge statistical errors, it is also
usefil to analyze the behaviour of their k-m om ents. For
those distrbutions for which the ntegralin E q.@é) con—
verges (and, therefore, = 1), we can check the corre—
soonding scaling functions. By using a sin ilar argum ent
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FIG . 12:

d 1=
fiuL

Collapses corresponding to D';  sL

T he three cuts of the scaling surface are taken at u2L1: =

121, w, L' = 0 and L' = 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. Symbols on the
horizontal plane show the behaviour of the rst nom ent of
the distribbution according to the legend in gure -4: The lne
is a guide to the eye.

as that used for deriving equation &_3-5), we get:

(; ;L)=1% X urt=

40)

A s an exam ple of such collapses, we have indicated the
behaviour of the scaled rst m om ent of the distrbution
D; (s; ;L) on thehorizontalplane ofF . :121 In thiscase
the collapses are obtained w ithout any free param eter.

Aswillbe seen later, it ism ore convenient to analyze

the scaling behaviour of the productsN  hs*i . By using

equations QE;) and Cfl(_i), one gets:

N (;L)ks*i (;L)=1 ** N uL'™  * unL's
41)

Fig. :_l-g' show s the collapses corresponding to the rstm o—
ment (average size) ofD; and D ,. No free param eters
are used in this case. Sim ilar scaling plots can be ob-
tained from the analysis ofthe second m om entsw ith the
sam e set of scaling exponents.

A s regards the scaling of N 3hsiz, m ultiplying expres—
sion C_?;g') by s, summ ing over the whole s—range, and
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FIG .13: Collapses corresponding to N ; ( ;L)hskil (;L) @)
and N, (;L)hs®i, (;L) (). Symbols indicate the system
sizes according to the legend.

in posing condition C_S-]‘), one obtains:

Nshsiz = L +di~3c uLl: %C uLl: +

+ L9 Ny uLlt

3 uLtt @2)
This equation can be separated by a DFSS analysis.
Figs. 14 (@) and 14 (o) show the collapses corresponding
toN3. 3. and N3 I respectively. The only free pa—
ram eter In this scaling plot is the fractal din ension of
the subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches. The best value
isds = 298 002. Note that the shape of the scal-
ing fiinction in Fig.14 k) indicates that, in the them o-
dynam ic lim it, the critical 3d-spanning avalanches only
contribute to the rstmoment for =

On the other hand, the shape of the scaling function
nF J'g.:}-ff (@) indicates that, In the them odynam ic lim i,
the subcritical 3d-spanning avalanchesm ay contribute to
the rstmoment n the whole u, < 0 range. Note that,
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FIG . 14: Collapses corresponding to
N3 @@L ) 3 @@L ) (@ and Nic@L' ) 3L’ )

©). Symbols indicate the values of L; and L, used for the
D FSS analysis according to the kegend in Fig.!10. The inset in
(@) reveals the power-law behaviourNs 3 GrLt™ ) s
wih 3 = 0:024.

as revealed by the Inset in Fig. :_l-é_i @), the behaviour
in the region of negative values of u,L*~ isN'3 1
(G124 ) wih 3 = 0024 0:012. This num erical
value is com patible w ith the equation:

3 = @ &) @3)

T his hyperscaling relation, when introduced into equa-
tion {42), resuls in a second tem that grow s with L3.
A swillbe analyzed In the next section, such a temm will
be responsble for the order param eter behaviour In the
therm odynam ic 1im it.

The analysis of the moments of the non-spanning
avalanches presents extra di culties, as occurred in the



analysis of their num ber. T he expected behaviour is:

N s (;L)hs g (;L) =

=1 nsect (I+k nsc)dnscN'nsc (U.Ll: ) k

+L3ano( ) (44)

nso ()
A s explained previously, the DF SS cannot be applied,
given the di erent dependence on uL '~ and ofthetwo
term s in @4) T he possibility of using a trial filnction is,
now , more di cul since we cannot m ake a straighfor-
ward hypothesis on the shapeof ... In orderto tthe
value of 5. and dpsc We can analyze the dependence of
the k-moment (fork = 2 and k = 3) and its derivatives
w ith respect to  at = ¢ @ = 0). Data is shown
in Fig.15(@) and Fig. 115 b) w ith og-log scales. The al-
m ost perfect power-law behaviour for di erent values of
k and for the derivatives, indicates that the second term
n d44| ) plays no role in .. This is because the expo—
nent of the rst temm is much larger than 3. Indeed,
the best ts are obtained with dysc = df = 278 0:05

and psc = 165 002 which render large values of the
|
n h
mg(;L) =2 L 3 Ny@Lt ) ; uL®™ o+
o
+ Ld3 3N3 UL1= 3 UL1=

Thisequation tellsusthat m ¢ willdisplay am ixed scal-

ing behaviour. The st term in (]46 accounts for the

contrbutions of the 1d-spanning, 2d-spanning and criti-

cal 3d-spanning avalanches. W e can de ne an exponent
¢ so that:

o

(+d 3) @7)

This relation is the sam e relation that other authors
have called \violation of hyperscaling" [ll ';L3 l22.] From
ourbest estin ationsof , andd¢,weocbtain .= 0:15
0:08.

At this pomt it is interesting to com pare equations
£43 and 647 W e would lke to note that we could also
have introduced an exponent © that would transfom
Eq. C43) into an equation sin ilar to {47 N evertheless,
the quality ofthe scalings of the num bers of 3d-spanning
avalanches in FJg:;Ld show s that such an exponent ° is
either zero or very sm all. M oreover, an analysis of the
behaviour of N5 foruLl® ! 1 reveals an exponen—
tial drift versus N3 = 1 which reinforces the idea that
there is no need for an hyperscaling exponent °. Note
that a value %> 0 inplies that the num ber of subcrit-
ical 3d-spanning avalanches (3 ) willbe in nite, in the
therm odynam ic lim it. O n the other hand, our assum p—

NZ uL = 2 uL 1= + N3c uL 1=

14

exponent of the rst term ¢ 5:8). Sinilar ts can be
obtained from higher m om ents w ith the sam e values of
the exponents dpsc and npsc-

VIII. MAGNETIZATION DISCONTINUITY

In this section we discuss the behaviour of the discon—
tinuity m in the m agnetization of the hysteresis loop.
W e would lke it to behave as an order param eter. For
large systam s, it is clear that only spanning avalanches
m ay produce a discontinuiy in the m agnetization. W e
can evaluate the totalaverage m agnetization jimp m
due to the contrbution of all the spanning avalanches
(1d, 2d, 3cand 3 ).

2 .
m g = FN shsig : 45)
F jg.:_l-§ (@) show s the behaviour of m ¢ versus fordif-

ferent system sizes. A ccording to the scaling analysis in
the previous section, m g willbehave as:

1=
3¢ ul

(46)

tion that °= 0 indicates that N3
function in the them odynam ic 1im it.

By Inserting equations {_ZIQ:) and l_éi]') C_Aié ) one can
easily read the m ixed scaling behaviour of st

behaves as a step

oLt )
48)

ms(;L)/ L < @L¥)+1n *°

where, .= = 0d2and 3 = = 0:02. is a scaling
function w ith a peaked shape (it corresponds to the sum
of the scaling functions in Figs. 113 @), 113 ®) and 14 ©))
and ° is tw ice the scaling finction in Fig. 14 b). Con-
sequently, In the them odynam ic lim it, only the second
term associated to the subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches
w ill contribute to the m agnetization jum p (order param —
eter). For nie systams, the rst tem may a ect the
scaling of the data close to . given the peaked shape of

ThJS behaviour can be observed in Figs. :lé(b and
.16 (¢), where the two possble scalings show the break—
down of the collapse ©r u,L'™ < 0 when ushg the
exponent = and the breakdown of the collapse for
u,L'" 7 0 when using the exponent 5 = . The larger
the system , the better w ill be the data collapse in F ig.
:_l-é (c) and the worse w illbe the collapse in Fjg.:_l-é ©).
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In both cases, the lines show the best ts of Eq$4 and its
derivative at = ..

IX. DISCUSSION

Table l'!i_t shows a summ ary of the exponents that
characterize the avalanche num bers and distrdbutions ob—
tained from our num erical sim ulations. W e would like to
point out that such exponents are independent of and
L in a very large region around the criticalpoint both for

> cand < . simultaneously. Such an achievem ent
has not been possble in previous analyses, even w ith
larger system sizes. T he reason is that som e of the con—
tributionswehave denti ed hamely 3 andns0),which
reduce nite size e ects, were previously neglected.

Tn TabledTlwealso indicate previousestin ations ofthe
exponents found in the literature l_l-ﬁ] T he com parison
is quite satisfactory. Let us analyze the eight exponents:

A Ithough the value of does not &1l within the
error bars In Ref.:_l;i, we have already argued that
the exact de nition of the scaling variable u used

15

exponent| best value values in Ref. 13
12 02 141 0417
0:10 002 0:15 0:15
nsc 202 0:04
de 278 005 |298 043 = 1= )
ds 2:98 002
nsc 165 002
c 0:15 008
3 0:024 0:012| 0:035 0032 = )

TABLE IIT: Summ ary ofthe valies ofthe exponents obtained
from the simulations in this work. e have indicated the
nam es of the exponents from Ref. '13 whose de nition does
not exactly correspond to our nom enc]ature between paren—
theses.

for the collapses m ay Introduce som e deviations In

this value. By using u; we cbtain = 1:14 and
using uz weobtain = 14.
As regards our value is In agreem ent w ith the

valie previously reported fl3] W e would ke to
note that in Ref. :L3 the authors also report a
valuie of 0015 0015 probably due to a m isprint).
T he fact that this exponent isnon—zero in plies that
there are In nite spanning avalanchesat the critical
point in the them odynam ic Iim it.

A s regardsy g, to our know ledge there are no pre—
vious nite-size scaling analyses of the number of
non-spanning avalanches.

Conceming @ and ds , the num erical valies are
consistent w ith the value df = 2:98 043 esti-
m ated previously [1G]. W e shall note that this pre-
vious estin ation was obtained from the analysis of
the distribbutions of non-spanning avalanches. It
should therefore correspond to our def and not to
our d; (which corresponds to the subcritical 3d-
spanning avalanches) . N ote also that the di erence
between de and d; suggests that there m ight be
realphysicaldi erences between such two kinds of
avalanches. T he possibility of distinguishing them
In the num erical sin ulation w illbe studied in a fii—-
ture work.

T he exponent , s, according to ourde nitions, de—
scribes the scaling behaviour of the distribution of
critical non-spanning avalanches. P revious mea—
surem ents of a sin ilar exponent, have analyzed
N ,s without distinguishing between critical (nsc)
and non-critical (ns0) non-spanning avalanches and
have not considered the fact that the system is -
nite. W e can estin ate what the value ofan e ective
exponent r¢ will be for the distrdbution of non—
Soanning avalanches for very large system s. From
equation (§4), taking k > 1, and large values of L,



only the rsttem in the sum survives, so that:

N, ()hsFig ()=

= 1, nset Atk

nsc)di'nsc uL]-: k uL]-:

49)

On the other hand, in the sam e lim i, the analysis
ofequation {26) renders:

Nps ()= L °Npg () : (50)

Combining the last two equations, we get an es-
tin ation for the pseudo-scaling behaviour of the
k-m om ent of the non-spanning avalanches:

hs®i () =
)yde 3 anc (uLl: ) k

anO ( ) e

= T, nset QFK asc uLl®

1)

If one approxin ates N0 ( ) by N'pg0 ( ¢) and im -
poses hs®i,s L ¢ err ¥ Ddrgk (a1,1= ) it is pos—
sble to deduce that the e ective exponent is o¢r =

nsct @3 nsc)=ds . From our num erjcallgs'tjm a—
tions of the di erent exponents in Table IIi, one
obtains ef¢ = 200 0:06. This value is in very
good agreem ent w ith the value ¢r = 203 0:03
found previously [_l-g] N evertheless, we would lke
to point out that according to our analysis, such an
exponent is not a real critical exponent and, there—
fore, willdepend on for nite system sashasbeen
fund previously [16].

As regards the values of . and 3 we would
like to note that previous analyses have not iden—
ti ed the two contrbutions to m . It is there—
fore not strange that di erent values have been ob—
taied previously: 017  0:07.B], 00  0:43!L1],
0:035 0028 :_[1_'B]. T he larger the system , the closer
the e ective exponent becomesto 3

Finally, i is interesting to com pare the behaviour of
spanning avalanches, with the problkm of percolation
f_ZZ_’;]. In percolation, the num ber of percolating clusters
behaves as a step function, in the them odynam ic lim it
ford < 6,exactly asN 3 . Theorderparam eteris, in this
case, the probability fora site to belong to the percolating
cluster. H ow ever, this is precisely what we are evaluating
by the fiinction N3 hsiz =L3 which is the second tem
n I_éig:) and is the only relevant term in the them ody—
nam ic lim . A s occurs in percolation, the hyperscaling
relation #43) between 3 , and d; is ful lked since
only one in nite avalanche contrbutes to the order pa—
ram eter for ! < from b_e]ow . M oreover, In the perco—
lation problm ford> 6 4], the number of percolating
clusters exhibits, besides the step function, an extra -
function singularity at the percolation threshold. In our
case 3Bd-GRFIM ) we also have such a contrbution at
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cr Which we have identi ed as 1d, 2d and critical
3d-spanning avalanches the rsttem in ('{_16_:)]. The exis—
tence of such an In nite num ber of avalanches exactly at
¢ (the number ofwhich growsasL ) in plies the break—
down ofthe hyperscaling relation .= [B (+ de)l.

X. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In thispaperwehave presented nite-size scaling analk
ysis of the avalanche numbers and avalanche distribu-
tions in the 3d-GRFIM w ith m etastable dynam ics. A fter
proposing a num ber of plausble scaling hypotheses, we
have con m ed them by obtaining very good collapses of
the num erical data corresponding to system s w ith sizes
up to L = 48.

The rst result is that, in order to obtain a good de—
scription of the num erical data, one needs to distinguish
between di erent kinds of avalanches which behave dif-
ferently when the system size is Increased. Avalanches
are classi ed as being: non-spanning, ld-spanning, 2d—
spanning or 3d-spanning. Furthem ore, we have shown
that the 3d-spanning avalanches m ust be separated into
two classes: subcritical 3d-spanning avalanches w ith
fractal dimension d; = 2:98 and critical 3d-spanning
avalanches w ith fractaldin ension d¢ = 2:78, as the 1d
and 2d spanning avalanches. N on-spanning avalanches
occur for the whole range of . W e have also proposed a
separation between critical non-spanning avalanches and
non-critical non-spanning avalanches in order to cbtain
good nite-size scaling collapses. T he non-critical non—
spanning avalanches are those w hose size is independent
of the system size and whose number scales as L3. The
critical non-spanning avalanches also have a fractal di-
mension df = 2:78.

The second in portant result, is the scenario for the
behaviour In the them odynam ic lm it: below the cri—
ical point, there is only one subcritical 3d-spanning
avalanche, which is responsible for the discontinuity of
the hysteresis loop. Furthem ore, at the critical point
there are an in nite num ber of 1d—, 2d—, and 3d-critical
spanning avalanches.

For nite system s, the six di erent kinds of avalanches
can exist above, exactly at and below .. The nie-
size scaling analysis we have perform ed has also en—
abled us to com pare di erent scaling variables u, 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 variabl
W= (  J=c+Al o= Jwitha= o02.

So far the analysis presented in this paper, is re—
stricted to the analysis of the num bers and distrbutions
ofavalanches integrated along halfa hysteresis loop. O ur
analysis of the average m agnetization discontinuity m
starts from the hypothesis that only spanning avalanches
m ay contrbute to such a discontinuiy. However, as a
future study, we suggest that the m easurem ent of cor-
relations in the sequence of avalanches and the analysis



of non-integrated distributions, m ay revealdetails of the
singular behaviour at the critical eld H .. For instance,
non-spanning avalanches could show a tendency to accu—
mulate in H ., iIn the them odynam ic lim it. This could
change som e of the conclusions reached in thiswork.

As a nal general conclusion we have shown that it
is not necessary to sinulate very large system sizes to
estin ate the critical exponents for thism odel. In order
to identify the di erent kinds of avalanches i m ay even
be better to analyze an all system s w ith larger statistics.
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FIG .16: (a) Behaviour ofthe totalcontribution ofthe span—
ning avalanches to the m agnetization jum p as a function of
. The inset reveals the crossing behaviour at < c. M)
Scaling of m s by considering the 1d, 2d, and the critical 3d—
spanning avalanches. N ote the lack of collapse for the region

wL™ . 0. (© Scaling of m s by considering the subcritical
3d-spanning avalanches. N ote the lack of collapse for the re—
gion uy L = 0. Sym bols iIndicate the system sizes according

to the legend.
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