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W e present a general and powerfiil num ericalm ethod usefiil to study the density m atrix of soin
models. W e apply the method to nie dim ensional spin glasses, and we analyze in detail the
four dim ensional E dw ardsA nderson m odelw ith G aussian quenched random couplings. O ur resuls
clearly support the existence of replica sym m etry breaking in the them odynam ical lin it.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Replica Symm etry Breaking RSB )ll was ntroduced
m ore than twenty years agob as a crucialtoqlto describe
the low tem perature phase of spin glasses®. One can
see replicas as an extension of Statistical M echanics that
can be very usefulwhen studying copplex system s, such
as structural glassed! or spin glasses?, where the ergod—
icity breaking in the low tem perature phase cannot be
described w ith the help of an In nitesin al extemal con—
stant m agnetic eld.

If on one side there is little doubtf:' left about the cor-
rectness of the RSB description of the low tem perature
phase of them@an eld models, on the other side the
controversy??€2 regarding its applicability to nite di-
m ensional system s such as realistic, physical spin glasses,
is alive and in good healh.

Unfrtunately, we are only starting to guess how to
address the question of the existence 0cfRSB in J:eal soin
glasses from a truly experim ental point of view®d: be-
cause ofthat, and because ofthe inherent very high com —
plexity ofthe relevant analytic com putations, m ost ofthe
recent progresses are com ing from num erical sin ulations.

The output data of num erical sin ulations are never
as reliable as analytic (@and, even better, rigorous) re—
sults. So if on one side the resuls ofnum erical sim u—
lations of four din ensional spin g]asseﬁ L% sypport the
RSB scenarp (as indeed happens for the three din en—
sionalm ode®) on the other side one can argue that these
Indications could tum out to be fallacious on larger lat—
tices, on longertjm e scalkes, at low er tem peratures... (see
forexam plkild ora typicalcriticisn to typicalnum erical
sim ulations).

Tt is clear that new approaches to this in portant issue
arg precious: Sinova, Canright, Castillo and M ach on—
al®? have recently proposed such a new tool, that can
allow a better study of spin glasses. T hey have noticed
that the spin—spin correlation m atrix h ; i (thatwewill
discuss In better detail In the next section) shares the
m ajn properties of a quantum m echanical density m a—
tridd: it enpys positivity, hem iticity and hasunit trace
(hotice that our nomm alization di ers from theirs, see

reversalsym m etry isbroken, and thus one should expect
at least one non vanishing eigenvalue of the density m a—
trix in the them odynam ical lim i, due to the extended
character.of the eigenvector related ,w ith the symm etry
breakingl¥. W hat isnew isthe clain®? that the presence
of RSB is equivalent to the existence of m ore than one
non vanishing eigenvalies in the themm odynam ic lm it.
Thus am ed the authors of :_L-Zi; undertook the study of
the EdwardsAnderson m odel with G aussian couplings
In four din ensions, were they found results that they
Judged inconsistent w ith the detection ofR SB on lattices
of linear size up to 6 (ie. of volim e up to 6%).

Thee ortsofi?_;wereltn ited to such am all lattice sizes,
because the m em ory and the num erical e ort required
in their approach grows as L?® (in the Pllow ng L will
be the lattice linear dim ension, and D the space din en—
sionality). It is clear that their sim ulation strategy and
data analysis.can som etin es go w rong, as it is evidenced
by is Biliretd i the analysis ofthe Random Field Ising
m odel. In that case, only tuming to the standard num er—
icalstrategy®, that cuses on the P arisiorder param eter
finction, P (q), they could establishd the plausbl) ab-
sence of RSB In thism odel.

Here we present a num erical strategy for the study of
the density m atrix of spin glass wih a cost of the or-
der LP . W e propose a m ore convenient data analysis,
given the expected behavior of the density of elgenvalues
of the density m atrix in the themm odynam ic lin it (see
next section and reference :_l-é) . In thisway we have been
able to study the EdwardsA nderson m odelw ith G aus—
sian couplings on lattices of volum e up to 8%, at the sam e
tem peratures as in :13 W e obtain resultsthat support an
RSB soenand? Very interesting inform ation about the
density m atrix In a RSB scengrio can also be obtained
throughmean eld caloulationdt? . M oreover the num eri-
calapproach that we have developed here can be applied
to any spin m odel.

W hen com plkting this m anuscript, a note reporting
another e clent approach to the densiy m atrix spec—
tral problem has appearedt}. In this work Hukushina
and Iba dealw ith the four din ensional spin glassm odel
w ith binary (rather than G aussian lke in our case) cou—
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10*, reaching the sam e conclusion that we present here,
ie. arguing for the presence of RSB In the in nite vol-
um e lim it (they also discuss an interesting m ethod for
studying tem perature chaos).

T he layout of the rest of this paper is as follows. In
section ITwe de ne them odeland the associated density
m atrix, discussing its basic properties and the num eri-
cal approach of :13 Our own strategy is presented in
subsection :]IA-, and a working exam pl is analyzed in
subsection :]IBI w here the (replica sym m etric) ferrom ag—
netic Ising m odel in four dim ensions is analyzed. Our
num erical sim ulations of the EdwardsA nderson m odel
in 4 din ensions are described in section ']It Our resulks
are presented and discussed in sectjon -IV:: Finally, we
present our conclisions in section -V'

II. THE MODEL AND ITSDENSITY M ATRIX

W e consider the four dim ensional E dw ardsA nderson
sodn glass in a periodicbox of side .. The N elem entary
soins can take binary valies, ;= 1, and they are de—

ned on the vertices of a single hyper-cubic lattice of size

V = LP . W e considera rst neighbor interaction:
X
H = iJi;j j: (1)
hi;ji

The quenched couplings, Ji;5 = J5;, are drawn from a
sym m etric probability distribution fiinction of zero aver-
age and variance J?. Tt is custom ary to take J as uni
of tem perature, and then to set J = 1: this iswhat we
do. Two popular choices are the one of a binary proba—
bility distrdbution Ji;5 = 1 or to take J G aussian dis-
tributed. Here, we draw the quenched random couplings
from a G aussian distrdbution (a]sq in orderto allow a di-
rect com parison w ith the w ork of:_li_;) . Forallthe relevant
observables one rst com pute the themn al average on a
single realization ofthe couplings (sam pk), hereafter de—
noted by h:::d, and later the average w ith respect to the
couplings is perform ed (We denote this disorder average
by an ovgrline). The m odel @) undergoes a spin glass
transition®d at T.= 180 0:01.

T he average oyer the couplings Jj;; induces a (trivial)
gauge invariance!d in the m odel. Ifone choosesa generic
binary value for each lattice site, ;= 1, disorder aver—
aged quantities are invariant under the transform ation

I3 V0 WJ55 574 2)
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Now ket ;bearandom numberthat takesthe probabiliy
1 the values 1. If one considers the spin-soin correla—

Uon function, the sym m etry (j ) yields the disappointing
resul that

hi si= 5 5hy 3i= 4575 @)

(that is true since this relation is valid for every value of
N - . - - . . . . e § Y - -

attention to this quantity. R eference :_1-3 w isely suggested
to look at the correlation function of a single sam pl as
amatrix, ¢;5. W e de ne here ¢;;5 as

1

o bt ®)

Cij
(notice the di erence in the factor L ° with the def-
inition of references '13,:15) T he gauge transform ation
G) acts on the m atrix ¢;;5 as an unitary transform ann
T herefore, contrary to the individual elem ents of ¢4 it
self, the spectrum ofc;;y doesnotbecom e trivialafter the
disorder average. It is easy to checkti that Ci;y is sym —
m etric, positive de nite, and has trace equalto one, just
like a quantum m echanicaldensity m atrix. T hus the cor-
responding eigenvalues, 1 1 2 il oy 0; verify

e

1 = k . (6)
k=1

Follow iIng :_iﬁi the authors of ;L-:_’: have argued that in the
param agnetic phase allthe ¢ are of order Ni , and thus
vanish In the them odynam icallim it. O n the other hand
In the soin glass phase tin e reversal symm etry is bro—
ken, which in plies som e non local ordering pattem for
the spins (unfortunately only known by the soins them —
selves), and hence at least one eigenvalue, 1 should re—
man oforderonewhen N ! 1 . They also clain ed that
presence ofR SB isequivalent tom orethan one eigenvalie
behg oforder O W %) when N ! 1 . Furthem ore they
stated that each non vanishing eigenvalie corresoonds to
a pairofpure states: the correspondence to a pair ofpure
states isbecause of the global ! sym m etry ofthe
Ham iltonian @:) and of the m atrix cj;4. N otice that this
m ight be a clue for the solution of the form idable prph-
lem ofde ning pure states in a nite volum e system 2,
The fact that the presence of m ore than one extensive
eigenvalue (oforderO ™ %)) when N ! 1 isequivalent
to RSB istrue in themean el picture, as can be veri-
ed In amean eld analytic com putation at the st step

of RSBZY.

Combining perturbation theory and droplets ideas it
was also possible to tel2¥ that in a non RSB scenario the
second eigenvalue should not decay slow er than

2 L (7

w here the droplet exponent in four dim ensions :Isgd =
0:6{08. Actually when the lattice size is Jarger than the
correlation length which m ight,not be the case in the
achievable num erical sin ulationd3), they expect a m uch
faster decay.

U s:ng-the paraliel tem per:ng optin ized M onte Carlo
schem €23, the authors of.13 calculated the m atrix ¢,
(@ com putational task of the order 1.%P , since the lack
of translational invariance prevents the use of the Fast
Fourder transform ). They eventually diagonalized the
matrix. W hen com paring results for di erent disorder



ks that they tried to characterize by their m ean and
typical value. They found that the m ean and the typi-
cal value of the second eigenvalue were decreasing as a
function of lattice size In a double logarithm ic plot for
lattices up to 6* (see gure 7 ofthe second of references
13). Because of that they argued about the absence of
RSB in the m odel

A . An E ective Approach to the Study of the
D ensity M atrix

Studying the spin-spin correlation function ¢;;5 by an—
alyzing the usualdensity of states g,

( x) ®)

would not work: because of the constraint él_d) in the
N ! 1 Ilmitqg, () isa nom alized distrdution finction
with support in the ;1] interval with mean value 0.
In other words, this de nition in plies that in presence
of a generic nie number of extensive eigenvalues for
largevolimesg, ( ) = ( ), which doesnot contain m uch
Inform ation.

In our case we cannot weight all the eigenvalies w ith
the sam e weight: to consider a sensble indicator we can
decide to use aswelght y iself, and to de ne them od-
i ed density of states of the m atrix c;;4:

g()= ko ( k) : ©9)

k=1

Tt is naturalto expect g( ) to converge in the N ! 1
Iim i to a function containing a continuous part, plis a
delta function at = 0 (pbecause a num beroforderO N )
of eigenvalues w ill,be of order O N ! )). A calculation
at one step ofR SBLY tells us that this is indeed the case.
M oreover in the one step calculation the continuous part
do not show any gap, and it covers all the interval be-
tween = 0and = Ga, the EdwardsA nderson orgier
param eter (seealso gurel ofthe second ofreﬁrenoe:;@:) .
T herefore, from the point of view of checking Replica
Symm etry Breaking, to concentrate on the behavior of
Individual eigenvaluies does not look the best strategy.
Instegd, as i is custom ary when analyzing density of
state&zn, one can start by considering the m om ents for a
single disorder realization, gs ( ):

Z

R
d “gy()= ol ettt (10)
k=1

O urm ain observation isthat we can com pute the trace of
the r-th powerofthem atrix ¢, using r realreplicas (inde—
pendent system s, w ith the sam e realizations of quenched

replicas a; and aj:

1
N_ jfal) jfal) . a1)

of %

i=1
Then it iseasy to show that
Trcd = hf1@2 g2 oigfr /@i 12)

T hus, for Instance, the (disconnected) spin glass susogpti-
bility is sg = N Trc. In this Janguage the relationship
between non vanishing eigenvalues and the phase tran—
sition from the param agnetic to the spin glass phase is
very direct.

Tt isnow very easy to suggest a num erical strategy of
order L® : m ake the M onte Carl sinulation in paralkel
for a discrete num ber of replicas, and use them to calcu-
late the appropriate num ber ofm om ents ofg; ( ). Then
use this nform ation to extract the largest eigenvalues of
the m atrix c. UnPrtunately standard m ethods for ex—
tracting the probability density from its m om ent£? use
orthogonal polynom ials. Clearly, given the lim ited nu-
m erical accuracy that we can expect to cbtain for the
Trc", the use oforthogonality m ethods is out ofthe ques—
tion. W e have Instead used a cruder m ethod. W e de ne
a cost function

1
F (1705 ¢) = 1 k=l ko 13)

and m Inin ize i, usihg the values of the x at the m In—
Inum as an approxim ation to the eigenvalues. This
m ethod can be checked on sm all lattices, using the di-
rect com putation of c and its eigenvalues. It tums out
(see subsection \[IB and section V) that it is extrem ely
precise for the rst eigenvalue, 1, but that already for
the second eigenvalue, , the system atic error is at the
10% levelusing 12 replicas. Fortunately we can do better
than setting » 5. Let usde ne a (further) modi ed
density of states in which we do not include the st
elgenvalue

X
g()= ko ( k) : (14)
k=2
Ttsm om ents are
Zl
d Tg()= Trctt it 17 1s)

0

where we have denoted by , the subtracted traces. T he
right hand side of equation C_l-§') can be accurately calcu—
lated using the cost function, and contains all the nfor-
m ation that we need.

One could still worry about the bias induced by our
use of the cost function to obtain ;. This can be easily
controlled, because, since the eigenvalues of the m atrix



a situation where we can expect that _r is clearly and
substantially largerthan ,;;.On the otherhand, ifthe
biason 1 is ,itwilla ect_r ofa quantity ofthe order
of ( r fl ). TherePre, a bias dom lnated subtracted
trace w illbe characterized by sucoe§s_jyem om entsofg( )
being very sin ilar (see subsection |IIBI).

Let us conclude this subsection by discussing the dif-
ferent scenarios that could describe the scaling of the
subtracted traces, n the L. ! 1 lim it. For a standard
replica sym m etricm odel, such asthe usual ferrom agnetic
Ising model, we expect 1 = O@L*™ ). In a RSB
soenario we expect that or L ! 1 r+1 tends to a

nite value (@nd that nite volum e corrections due to
the eigenvalues that create the () In g( ) are of the
form O (L *® ), while iother nite size corrections due
to critical uctuations m ay not decay so fast). Finally,
In a droplet scenario, if one assum es that the subtracted
tracesare controlled by ,, then equation (-'_7.) In pliesthat
=0@”" ); 16)
wih = 06{0:8 In four din ensions (recall that this is
an upper bound in the decay of ;). The only way out
from this scaling behavior in a droplt picture would be
to assum e that a number of the order L ( > 0) of
eijgenvalues is of order L. : we are not aware of any

argum ent?? that would in ply the existence ofa divergent
num ber of critical eigenvalues In a droplt picture.

B. A Simple Exam ple: the Ferrom agnetic Ising
M odel

A sa rstchedk wehave studied the ferrom agnetic Ising
m odel In four dim ensions. Here the H am iltonian has the
sam e form than in @'),butwjth Ji;5 = 1. W e have stud-
ied the system at T = 05T, to prove the desp broken
phase w ith small correlation length (the critical tem per—
ature is herd?} T.= 668025 0:00004)).W e have sinu—
lated in parallel (in this case w thout parallel tem pering,
but wih an usual heatbath updating scheme) twelve
replicas of lattices of linear size L = 3;4;6 and 8, for
3 10° M onte C arlo steps, starting from a fiilly ordered
state.

In this sin ple case the density m atrix c;;y can be very
easily diagonalized. T he correlation function h ; i de—
pendsonly on the distancebetween thetwo spins, %3 x5,
and thus the eigenvectors are proportionalto exp K  xl,
w here the wave-vectors K verify the usual quantization
rules on a periodic box. It is straightforward to show
that the corresponding eigenvalies are

* 2 +
X ek =1 N
¥ = LD i @
i=1
and, given the ferrom agnetic character ofthe interaction,
the largest elgenvalie corresponds to X = 0 (the m agne—
tization, M ):
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FIG . 1l: Cost function Q3:) estin ate of the largest eigenvalue
of the density m atrix, as a ﬁm_c_tjon of the num ber of calcu—-
Jlated m om ents (see equation @3)), or the our din ensional
Isihgmodelat T = 05T, n a L = 4 Jattice. The horizontal
lines correspond to hM 2i plus or m lnus one standard devia—
tion.
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FIG.2: Asin gure:y'but fora L = 8 lattice.

In <_:rt,u:es:11l and ;2: we com pare our estim ate of ; for
the L = 4 and L = 8 lattices, as obtained from the
m agnetization (the horizontalband is MM 2i plus/m fus
an standard deviation), and from the cost finction {_1-3) .
A s both gures show, 12 replicas are surely enough to
obtain agreem ent w ithin errors, which in this case are
particularly am all.

Having gained con dence in our procedure we can now
check evolution of the subtracted traces w ith increasing
lattice size ( g‘t,u:es-';’:I and :il:). The two values are very
an all, decreasing w ith the lattice size and alm ost (out
not com pletely) com patble with zero. One should no—
tice that 3 and  are com patblesw ithin errors for all
Iattice sizes (we will see in section iV, that in the spin
glass case the situation is very di erent): in the ferro—
m agnetic case the real 3 and ; are so an allthat they
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previous subsection. O ne m ight ask how com e that we
were abl to resolve such an sn all bias, gJyen the com —
paratively large errors reported in gures'L and d this is
due to the strong statistical correlations betweenTr(c")
and our estin ate for 7.

ITII. THE MONTE CARLO SIM ULATION

W e have studied by num erical sin ulations the four di-
m ensional EdwardsA nderson soin glass with quenched
random G aussian couplings @) . W e have sinulated 12
realreplicas in paralielusing a heath bath algorithm and
P aralkel Tem perind?h, on lattices ofvolum e 3%, 44, 6% and
8%. The ratio between fi1ll Jattice heat bath sweeps and
parallel tem pering tem perature swap attem pt was one
to one. For all lJattice sizes the largest tem perature was
Thnax = 2¢7 and the lowest tem perature Ty iy = 08 (see
tab]e:_i fordetails ofthe num ericalsin ulation) . T heprob—

60% level Foreach replica we havem easured the perm a—
nence histogram at each tem perature, and we checked its

atness. W e controlled them alization by checking that
there was no residual tem poral evolution in the B inder
cum ulant and in Trct?.

The m ain scope of the sin ulation has been to obtain
Trr, orr = 2;:::;12, using equation {ll There is
an aw fully Jarge num ber of equivalent ways of form ing
the trace 1 7#2 273 :::f**1 when one m ay choose the
replica labels a; out oftwelve possible values. O ne needs
to nd a com prom ise betw een loosing statisticsand wast—
Ing toom uch tin e in a given disorder realization (the dis—
order average is the critical factor controlling statistical
error). Our com prom ise has been the Ppllow ing: given
the special in portance ofthis cbservabl? we have calcu-
lated the & possible overlaps 1?2, and we have
com puted TJ:(C2 ) using allthe 66 quantities. For traces of
higher orderw e have considered only tw elve contributions

of the form g g 1+ 2 o vl or 1 = 1;2;:::;12
(the sum s are understood m odulo 12).
1 : .
L=3 ——
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FIG . 5: The Binder cum ulant as a function of tem perature,
for the 4D E dwardsA nderson m odelon lattices of linear size
L = 3,4,6and 8.

In addition to the Tr(c") we havem easured the B inder
cumulant (see gure -_5) W e have also m easured a second
adin ensional operator

Bz = o 19)
Tr??

that we show In g‘ure-é

The theory of nite size scaJJng24 predicts that adi
m ensional quantities close to criticality are functions of
L= (I T.),where isthethem alcriticalexponent (i
D = 4one nddi =10 0:01)). The crossing points
signals the spin glass transition at T = 1:8 with sin ilar
accuracy for both the cumulants that we have consid—
ered. At the lowest tam perature that we have reached
thelL = 6 and L = 8 lattices seem to be far enough from
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IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To com pare our resultsw ith the ones of:_l-g: wew ill spe—
cialize here to T = 1:0. W e start by checking on sm all
lattice sizes (see In gure:j. the L = 4 data) the cost func—
tion procedure. In this case the estim ate of ; that one
can obtain by usihg the cost function can be com pared
directly w ith the result obtained by diagonalization ofc:
we nd a fair agreem ent. For larger lattices we can only
check the convergence of_r as a function of the num ber
ofm om ents (see gure ;_3:) . Again, the convergence looks
fast enough for our purposes. W e show in gure :§ the
probability distribution of ; . The low eigenvalues tail
is basically lattice size independent. _

W e show our results or , and 3 1 gure :_1(_)I and

gure :_1-]_:, respectively. ", is a factor of 10 larger than
_3: our data are not bias dom inated (see subsections
:}Z-E‘iz: and :_-]-—E-El:) . The fact that the data point ﬁ)r_3 in the
L = 8 lattice isabovethe L = 6 one and at two standard

uctuations from com patdbility m ay be due either to a
strong uctuation, orto a rst glin pse ofbiase ects. If
one sticks to the bias hypothesis, the e ect on _2 can be
(very conservatively) estin ated as the di erence of the

L N sam ples N easures N them a1 N

3 2800 50000 50000 20
4 2800 50000 50000 20
6 1208 150000 150000 40
8 362 100000 200000 40

TABLE I: Relkvant param eters of the M onte Carlo sinula-
tion. L is the lattice size. N ganpes denotes the num ber of
realizations of the G aussian couplings. T he num ber ofM onte
C arlo steps (heat bath sweep plustem perature swap attem pt)
discarded for them alization was N them a1- N is the num ber
of tem peratures sim ulated in the parallel tem pering. F inally,

m eagiltree weare Faken A1ivrma N . . M oante C arle oFaen o
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FIG . 7: D isorder averaged cost function Qé) estin ate of the
largest eigenvalue of the density m atrix, as a function of the
num ber of calculated m om ents (see equation QE})), for the
four din ensional EdwardsA nderson spin glass at T = 10,
on a L = 4 lattice. The horizontal lines corresoond to a
num erical diagonalization of the m atrix ¢;;; plus orm nus a
standard deviation.
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FIG. 8: D isorder averaged , for the four dim ensional

EdwardsAnderson spin glass at T = 1:0 as a function of
the num ber of com puted m om ents, on di erent lattice sizes.

L = 6 and L = 8 data points corresponding to 3. This
di erence is well covered by the error n the L = 8 data
poinnt ﬁ)r_z.

A fter the above considerations we can now proceed to
the In nite volum e extrapolation. In gure .‘_L-2_: we plt
the data ©r , asa function of L ° . Tt is evident that,
ktting aside the L = 3 data, a lnear t is appropriate.
T he extrapolation to in nite L isde niely di erent from
Zero:

L 3; ,=00119 00003 ; 2=dof= 1738; (20)
L 4; 2= 090102 00004 ; “=dof= 1:73:(1)

In gure :_l-é we plot the data as they should scale accord—
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FIG . 9: Probability distrdbution of the largest eigenvalue as
calculated In the four din ensional EdwardsA nderson spin
ghss at T = 190, for lattices of linear size L = 4, 6 and 8.
The binning in the L = 8 lattice was reduced by a factor of
two, due to the an aller num ber of sam ples.
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FIG. 10: D isorder averaged subtracted trace T, br the
four dim ensional EdwardsA nderson spin glass at tem pera—
ture T = 1:0 as a function of the lattice size.

equation {16) yields a very high value of 2=dof either
when we include the L = 3 data or when we-exclide
them weuse = 0:6, the west possble vau&?):

2=dof= 17; @2)
2=dof= 14: @3)

L 3 ;
L 4 ;

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have proposed and used a new num erical approach
to the study of the density m atrix In spin glasses. The
original idea of 13, nam ely to introduce the density m a—
trix in the spin glasses context, allow sto m ake interesting
ca]cu]atjons'-lq, and m ight even proxl{..el.useﬁllto thede ni-
- . N N N . - 3 Q
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FIG .12: D isorder averaged ", asa function of L. ° for the
four din ensional EdwardsA nderson spin glass at T = 1:0.
The dashed line is for a linear best t, excluding the L = 3
data.

Our method is a further step beyond the useful ap-
proach of of :_12_5 T he technology we have developed can
be safely applied to the study of di erent spin m odels.
Themain lm itation of our approach is not related w ith
the use ofthe density m atrix, but w ith the extrem e di —
culy in them alizing large lattices deep in the spin glass
phase. Should an e cientM onte C arlo algorithm be dis-
covered, ourm ethod would be in m ediately available, be—
cause the com putationalburden grow sonly asLP . Very
recently, another optiy ized m ethod has been proposed
by Hukushin a and Ibal’. U sing their m ethod they were
able to study 10* lattices, using binary ratherthan G aus—
sian couplings which strongly speedsup the sim ulation).

U sing our approach we have been abl to show that
the density m atrix approach forthe fourdin ensionalE d—
wards Anderson m odel with G aussian couplings in lat-
ticesup to L = 8, and temperaturesdown to T = 10
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FIG . 13: D isorder averaged _2, as a function of L ? forthe
four din ensional EdwardsA nderson spin glass at T = 1:0.
Thedroplt exponent ischosen at its owerbound, = 0:6.
The dashed (dotted) line is for a linear best t, excluding
(incuding) the L = 3 data point.

that there are serious di culties with the scaling law s

predicted by the altemative droplt m odel. In this re—
spect, the results are In Ml agreem ent w ith the avail-
ables studied of the Parisi order param eter, and w ith
the recent results of 7. A word of caution is in order:
the (postulated) in possbility of gefting therm odynam ic
data in the reachable lattices sized!d, a ects equally to
the P (g) approach and to the density m atrix approach.
However our data for adin ensional quantities, such as
the B inder or B3 cum ulant, seem very hard to reconcile
w ith the possbility ofa purely nite volum e e ect.
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