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W e show by num ericalsim ulations that the correlation function ofthe random �eld Ising m odel

(RFIM )in the criticalregion in three dim ensions has very strong uctuationsand thatin a �nite

volum e the correlation length is notself-averaging. This is due to the form ation ofa bound state

in the underlying �eld theory. W e argue that this non perturbative phenom enon is not particular

to the RFIM in 3-d.Itisgeneric fordisordered system sin two dim ensionsand m ay also happen in

otherthree dim ensionaldisordered system s.

05.10,05.20,75.10,75.40

Ferrom agneticsystem sin arandom �elds(RFIM )have

a puzzling behaviour.Itisalready known thatperturba-

tiverenorm alization group (PRG )leadstotheprediction

ofdim ensionalreduction thatisknown to givewrong re-

sultsfortheRFIM ,and thisalthough RFIM is,together

with branched polym ers [2],the only case where PRG

can beanalyzed toallordersofperturbation theory [1,3].

Severalattem ptswere m ade to explain thisdiscrepancy

[4{8].

O ne suggested possibility is the appearance ofa non

perturbativephenom enon (i.e.theform ation ofa bound

statein theunderlying�eld theory)which invalidatesthe

perturbativeanalysis.There areseveralconsequencesof

this.Itisnotany m oreobviousthatnaivescaling argu-

m entsapply in thescalingregion asitisusuallyassum ed,

orifand how they should be m odi�ed. W e expect also

thesenon perturbativephenom ena,related to theform a-

tion ofbound states,to invalidatethepredictionsofper-

turbativerenorm alizationgroupforthecriticalbehaviour

ofdisordered system s (calculation ofcriticalexponents,

proofofuniversality classesetc.) A new exam ination of

these questionsisrequired.

W e claim that the appearance ofbound states is not

peculiarto the3-dim ensionalRFIM (whatispeculiarto

the RFIM is the possibility to perform the very large

scale sim ulations needed in order to observe these non

perturbativephenom ena).K ardaretal.[9]havealready

noticed that averaging over the disorder generates at-

tractiveinteractionsam ong replicasthatproducebound

states in severaltwo dim ensionalsystem s. In the for-

m ation ofbound statesthereiscom petition between the

strength oftheattractiveforcesand thesizeoftheavail-

ablephasespace.In two dim ensionsphasespaceissm all

and even averysm allattraction wins,sobound statesare

generic. In three dim ensions form ation ofbound states

depends on the strength ofthe attraction. In the case

ofthe RFIM Br�ezin and De Dom inicis [8]have already

found that an instability appears in the kernelof the

Bethe-Salpeter equation,leading to the form ation ofa

bound state in lessthan 4 dim ensions. O urresultscon-

�rm theiranalysis.

Therelevanceoftheattractiveinteractionam ongrepli-

cascan also be seen in a case where the interaction be-

tween replicas is repulsive. This is the case ofdiluted

branched polym ers (or lattice anim als). There are not

bound states in that case and perturbative renorm al-

ization group,i.e. dim ensionalreduction,has to work.

Indeed dim ensionalreduction has recently been proven

rigorously in thiscase[20].

In thispaperweaddressthequestionoftheexistenceof

bound statesand ofthevalidity oftheusualscaling laws

by studying the 3-d RFIM by extensive num ericalsim u-

lationsatzero tem perature. As m any previousauthors

[11{15,17]we havetaken advantageofitsequivalenceat

zero tem perature with the m axim um ow problem in a

graph [10],forwhich a very fastpolynom ialalgorithm is

known [18]. The sim ulationsm entioned above provided

evidence of an in�nite correlation length at the phase

transition through a�nitesizescalinganalysis,butnodi-

rectm easurem entofa correlation length wasperform ed.

In the present paper we perform direct m easurem ents

ofcorrelation lengths. W e willsee that the correlation

functionshavevery strong uctuations.W ewillshow by

a scaling analysis that these uctuations are so im por-

tant,thatin any �nite volum e the correlation length in

thecriticalregion isnotself-averaging (i.e.itisstrongly

sam pledependent).

Letusrem ind thattheHam iltonian oftheRFIM isof

theform H = � J
P

< i;j>
�i�j �

P

i
hi�i.Asusually

P

< i;j>
runs over neighbouring sites ofa cubic lattice

with coordinates x;y;z = 1;� � � ;L and hi are indepen-

dent random G aussian variables with variance h
2

i = 1.

Itiswellknown thatthere is a zero tem perature phase

transition in this m odel. For J > Jc the spins are fer-

rom agnetically ordered,while for J < Jc we get a dis-

ordered phase where a large num berofspinsare locally

aligned with the random external�eld.
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FIG .1. M asses m (k)
1=�

(with � = 1:5 ) as a function of

J,forL = 160. k = 1 isthe lowest curve,while k = 3 isthe

highest.

In orderto m easurecorrelation length atzero tem per-

ature we proceed as follows. W e considercubic lattices

with linearsizeL.Forevery sam pleoftherandom �eld,

we considered two copies of the system with di�erent

boundary conditions. For the �rst copy � allthe spins

at the plane x = 1 are set to plus one. For the other

copy � they are setto m inusone. W e letfree boundary

conditionsforboth copiesattheotherend ofthelattice,

i.e. x = L. W e im pose periodic boundary conditionson

the two perpendicular directions. For each value ofthe

ferrom agnetic coupling J we �nd the two ground states

�iand �i.Foreverysam plesoftherandom �eld wem ea-

surethedistanceds(x)=
1

2
(1� qs(x))wheretheoverlap

isgiven by

qs(x)=
1

L2

X

y;z

�(x;y;z)�(x;y;z) (1)

which depends on the sam ple s; (we rem ind that

because of the boundary conditions at x = 1,

�(1;y0;z0)�(1;y0;z0)= � 1 )ds(x)m easuresthepropor-

tion ofspinswhich haveoppositevaluesin thetwoground

statesatdistancex from theboundary.By construction

ds(1)= 1. IfJ < < Jc ds(x) willrapidly decrease with

x,while forJ > > Jc itwillasym ptotically rem ain con-

stant. It is known from lattice gauge theories [21]that

onee�cientway to m easurecorrelation lengths,isto im -

poseboundary conditionson an observableand m easure

thevariation oftheobservablewith thedistancefrom the

boundary.From thebehaviourofds(x)m easured num er-

ically wearegoing to m easurethecorrelation length and

draw conclusionson the underlying �eld theory.

W esim ulated 1200 sam plesforL = 160,2000 sam ples
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FIG .2. M asse-ratios asa function ofJ,forL = 160. Cir-

clesrepresentm (2)=m (1)and squaresrepresentm (3)=m (1)

for L = 120 and 3500 sam ples for L = 80 for di�erent

values ofthe ferrom agnetic coupling J � Jc. From the

previoussim ulations[12{15,17]itisknown thatJc � :44.

W e found very strong sam ple to sam ple uctuations of

ds(x),even forsystem sofsizes160
3.In ordertoextrapo-

latetothein�nitevolum elim it,westudied thebehaviour

ofd(k)(x)= ds(x)
k fork = 1;2;3,(asusually thebarde-

notesaverageovertherandom �elds),i.e.theaverageof

the k’th powerofds(x)overthe sam ples.

For J < Jc we expect an exponentialdecay in x of

d(k)(x) � exp(� m (k)x). The m asses m (k) are inverse

correlation lengths. W e �rst �tted our data with the

form ula

d
(k)(x) =

exp(� m (k)x)

x�(k)
(a(k)+

b(k)

x
) (2)

W e expect m (1) to vanish at the criticalvalue J = Jc.

According to �nite sizescaling m (1)� (Jc � J)�f((Jc �

J)L1=�). W e found thatthe scaling function f isa con-

stant with a good approxim ation,i.e. a very sm allL

dependanceofm (1),and 1:3� � � 1:9,com patiblewith

previous results [14,15,17]. W e have obtained a better

determ ination of� in another set ofsim ulations,(with

di�erentboundary conditions)thatwe willpublish else-

where.Fora given value ofJc the statisticalerrorsin �

arevery sm all.Thelargeuncertainty isdueto subdom i-

nantcorrectionsand to the extrem edependance of� on

the value ofJc. For J < < Jc (in practice for J < :43)

we found �(1)= 0 in agreem entwith dim ensionalargu-

m ents,while forJ � Jc �(1)= :27� :05.

In �gure 1 we plotm (k)1=� (with � = 1:5 )asa func-

tion ofJ for L = 160. Not too far from Jc,m (1)
1=� is

linear in J to a very good approxim ation,m (2)1=� and

m (3)1=� have a m ore com plex behaviour. W hatis very

surprizing isthatforJ > :425,m (2)and m (3)collapse
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FIG .3. Probability distribution (histogram m e) of d(x)

for J = :436,L = 160 and two values ofx,x = 55 (dashed

line)and x = 110 (continuousline).

with m (1). This is best illustrated in �gure 2, where

we plot the ratios m (2)=m (1) and m (3)=m (1) as func-

tion of J for L = 160. Alm ost identicalresults were

obtained for L = 120 and L = 80. For sm allenough

ferrom agnetic coupling m (k)=m (1)= k,i.e. the m asses

are self-averaging,asexpected in perturbative �eld the-

ory [19],whilecloseto thecriticalpointm (k)=m (1)= 1.

Itisobviousthat0 � ds(x)� 1 from the very de�nition

ofds(x). Itfollowsthatd
(k)(x)� d(1)(x) and therefore

m (k) � m (1);m (k) = m (1) am ounts to the m axim um

possible violation ofself-averaging ofds(x). Thisisalso

illustrated in �gure3,whereweplotthe probability dis-

tribution (histogram m e)H (d)ofds(x)overthe random

�eld sam ples,for L = 160,J = :436 and and two val-

ues ofx,x = 55 (dashed line) and x = 110 (continu-

ousline).Theseshistogram m esseparateinto two peaks,

one around d = 0 and the other around d = 1. As we

vary x the shape ofthe histogram m e rem ainsthe sam e,

only the relative height ofthe two peaks changes. For

sm aller but nottoo sm allJ’s,in the region ofJ where

stillm (k) � m (1),H (d) has also contributions outside

the two peaks. The peak around d = 1 is necessary

form (k)= m (1),otherwise d(k)(x) would decay with x

fasterthan d(1)(x).

For any �nite x there is also the possibility ofa su-

perposition ofexponentialsin d(k)(x).W ehavetherefore

tried another�tto d(2)(x),

d
(2)(x) = c1d

(1)(x)+ c2(d
(1)(x))2 + c3 exp(� m

0

x) (3)

where m
0

is a new m asse. It turned out, particularly

for interm ediate values ofJ,that this is a m uch better

�t. W e found that no superposition ofexponentials is
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FIG .4. Scaling plot ofc1 versus m L (see text). Circles

correspond to L = 160, squares to L = 120, and stars to

L = 80.

needed in the �t ofd(1)(x). W e found that when c3 is

6= 0, m
0

> 2m (1),i.e. this term contributes only for

sm allx.

d(1)(x)hastheslowestdecayin x in equation 3.There-

fore c1 m easures the violation ofself-averaging ofd at

large x. Forsm allJ,c1 � c3 � 0 i.e. the m asse isself-

averaging,whileforJ � Jc,c2 � c3 � 0,c1 � 1.In order

to study thecrossoverbetween thetwo regim es,wetried

the �nite sizescaling ansatz

c1 = g((Jc � J)L1=�) = G(Lm ) (4)

where m = m (1). In the previousequation we used the

�nite size scaling ofm ,i.e. m L = f((Jc � J)L1=�) to

change variables from (Jc � J)L1=� to m L. As is seen

in �gure 3 where c1 is plotted versus m L this ansatz

works rather well. In the scaling region,i.e. for sm all

m ,c1 � 1 and d(2)(x) � exp� m x,i.e. m (2) = m (1)

and we observe the m axim um possible violation ofself-

averaging,as we have seen before. O utside the scaling

region (i.e. form > :075)we found thatforconstantJ,

c1 � 1=L2 (we rem ind thatin thisregion m dependson

J and noton L )and d(2)(x)� exp� 2m x. Thism eans

thattheviolation ofself-averagingofd vanishesas1=L2.

From theveryde�nition ofds(x),ifds 6= 0,ds � 1=L2.It

followsthatd(2)(x)� d(x)=L2,i.e.c1 � 1=L2 am ountsto

thesm allestpossibleviolation ofself-averaging.Itis,we

think,very rem arkablethatin thescalingregion wecross

from thesm allestpossibleviolation ofself-averaging,i.e.

c1 � 1=L2,over to the m axim um possible violation of

self-averaging,i.e.c1 � 1.

The quantities d(k) have a sim ple correspondence in

�eld theory at�nite tem perature T. Letusconsideran

in�nite system at�nite tem perature.W e study the �eld

theoreticequivalenttothequantityqs(x)de�ned in equa-

tion 1 and its correlations. To the Ising spins � and �

3



correspond the �elds �(~x)and  (~x). Their vacuum ex-

pectation (i.e.theirspaceaverage)hasbeen substracted

from �(~x)and  (~x)so thattheircorrelation,forexam -

ple h�(~x)�(~y)i decay with their distance j~x � ~yj. The

connected correlation function isde�ned as

G s(~r;~r
0)= h�(~r) (~r)�(~r 0) (~r 0)i (5)

The subscript s represents the dependence on the ran-

dom �eld sam ple. W e can also de�ne G (k)(~r� ~r 0) the

averageoverthesam plesofthekth m om entofG s(~r;~r
0)

(averagingovertherandom �eldsrestorestranslation in-

variance),G (k)(~r�~r 0)= (G s(~r;~r
0))k.Thesecorrelations

G (k)(~r� ~r 0)can be sim ply de�ned if,asusually,we in-

troducen replicas(attheend n ! 0)to averageoverthe

random �elds. In the high tem perature phase and for

largej~r� ~r 0j,G (k)(~r� ~r 0)�
exp �(�(k)j~r�~r

0
j)

j~r�~r 0j� (k) Ifwesum

overthe\transverse" y and z com ponentsofthevectors

~r and ~r 0,G
0
(k)(rx � r

0

x)=
R

ry ;rz;r
0

y
;r

0

z

G (k)(~r� ~r 0),then

G
0
(k)(rx � r

0

x)�
exp �(�(k)jr x �r

0

x
j)

jrx �r
0

x
j�

0
(k)

i.e.G
0
(k)(rx � r

0

x)and

G (k)(~r� ~r 0)have the sam e exponentialbehaviour,only

the powerprefactorisdi�erent.Ifwede�ne

Q
�(x)=

1

L2

X

y;z

�
�(x;y;z) �(x;y;z) (6)

where � and  arethe �eldscorresponding to two iden-

ticalcopies of the system , and the \com posite" oper-

ators A �
1
�
2
����

k

(x) = Q �
1

(x)Q �
2

(x)� � � Q�
k

(x), where

�1;�2 � � � �k are k replica indicesalldi�erentfrom each

other,

G
0
(k)(x � y) = hA

�
1
�
2
����

k

(x)A �
1
�
2
����

k

(y)i (7)

W e can inserta com pletesetofstatesr in equation 7

G
0
(k)(x � y)=

X

r

hA
�
1
�
2
����

k

(x)jrihrjA �
1
�
2
����

k

(y)i (8)

Let’s callr0(k) the lowestm ass state giving a non zero

contribution to theprevioussum and �(k)itsm asse.For

largejx � yj,G
0
(k)(x � y)� exp� (�(k)x). In perturba-

tive�eld theory theselowestm assestatesr0(k)arethose

created by the 2k �elds ��
1

;  �
1

; � � � ; ��
k

;  �
k

,i.e.,

�(k) = 2k�,where � is the m asse ofthe �eld �. Ifwe

�nd �(k)6= 2k� perturbation theory brakesdown.

Ifuniversality isvalid along the transition line,down

to zero tem perature,asitisusually assum ed,the previ-

ousargum entsare also valid atzero tem perature. First

rem ark that for J < Jc,and for x > > 1,qs(x)= 1,so

the \connected" part ofqs(x) is qs;c(x) = qs(x)� 1 =

� 2ds(x). Itfollowsfrom the previousthatthe long dis-

tancebehaviourofd(k) and G
0
(k)(x� y)arethesam e.W e

found in our sim ulations that,near the criticalregion,

m (k)6= km (1),i.e. there existsa new state r0,coupled

to allthe com posite operatorsA �
1
�
2
����

k

(we have only

m easured the correlation functionsfork = 1;2;3).This

m eansthatthere existsa bound state and thisexplains

why perturbation theory breaksdown in the RFIM .

A prelim inary version ofthis work was presented by

oneoftheauthors(NS)attheHelsinkiW orkshop Disor-

dered system satlow tem peraturesand theirtopological

properties(January 2002).
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