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Localexcitations of a spin glass in a m agnetic eld
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W e study the m Inimnum energy clisters (mec) above the ground state for the 3
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d Edwards-

Anderson Ising soin glass n a magnetic eld. For elds B below 04, we nd that the eld has

aln ost no e ect on the excitations that we can probe, of volum e V

64. A s found previously for

B = 0, their energies decrease with V, and their m agnetization rem ains very an all (even slightly

negative). For larger elds, both the mec energy and m agnetization grow w i

V , as expected in a

param agnetic phase. H owever, all results appear to scale asBV (instead of B V asexpected from
droplet argum ents), suggesting that the spin glass phase is destroyed by any small eld. Finally,
the geom etry of the mec is com pletely insensitive to the eld, giving fiirther credence that they are
Jattice anim als, In the presence or the absence ofa eld.

PACS numbers: 02.60 Pn (nhum erical optim ization) ; 75.10 N r (spin glass and other random m odels)

Introduction | Strong disorder or frustration in a sys—
tem can lead to a Iow tem perature phase w ith \frozen or-
der". This isbelieved to be the case for spin glasses, the
archetypes of such system £!2 . D oes such a frozen phase
persist under generic perturbations? Here we consider
that question In the context of the Edwards?A nderson:f
Ising spin glassw hen the perturbation isan externalm ag—
netic eld. Thee ectofthe el isto align the spins in
one direction and this biasm ay break up the spin glass
ordering. Do arbitrarily small elds destroy the frozen
order, or can the ordering coexist with a eld as long as
it isnot too large? This is a long-standing question that
hasbeen surprisihgly di cult to answer.

From an experin entalpoint ofview , this question has
been addressed,only tw ice for system s of Ising spins. In
the st study, the Mmon-equilbrium ) properties were
Interpreted to suggest the presence of spin glass ordering
at low elds. Several years later the sam e sam ple was
reanalyzed and the lines of constant relaxation tin e de-
term ned?. From that, a scaling analysis was perfom ed,
leading to the conclusion that the relaxation time is -
nie or non—zero elds, and thus the system is param —
agnetic. On the theoretical size, the siation rem ains
very controversial. In themean eld pighure, where one
is guided by the SherringtonK irkpatrick® or otherm ean

eld m odels, the de A In eida-T houless In& B¢ (T ) sep—
arates the param agnetic and spin glass phases, and one
hasBar > 0 ifT < T, (T, is the critical tem perature
In zero eld). Thus soin glass ordering continues in the
presence ofa su ciently sm allm agnetic eld in them ean

el picture. At present, there is no consensus w hether
thispicture correctly describesw hat happensin thed = 3
Ising spin glass, nor even when d is large but, nite. In—
deed it has been argued by Fisher and Huse? that the
magnetic eld is always relevant, driving the system at
large scales tow ardsparam agnetisn 2. T hen any non-zero
m agnetic eld w illdestroy the spin glassordering and w ill
render the system ,param agnetic beyond a length scale
% . In the dropkt? or scalind ! pictures, % diverges as
B vanishes lke

‘B / B 2=d 2 ) (l)

where  is the spin sti ness exponent. Because of this
divergence as B decreases, the relaxation tin es also di-
verge. The di culty is thus to detem Ine w hether these
relaxation tin es diverge only asB ! 0 or at som e posi-
tivevalueB . > 0. Such a question isnearly im possbleto
address from sin ulationsbecause the tin e scalesthat can
be reached always rem ain quite am all, while equilbbrium
studiesare con ned to an all system s forthe sam,e reason.
Tn view ofsuch hurdles, m uch num ericale orf%L% i the
last few years has focused instead on the zero tem pera—
ture lim it.

In this paper we also use zero tgm perature, but we
study how m infmum energy clusterstd above the ground
state are a ected by a magnetic eld. Essentially, we
search for a putative critical eld B.; if there isan AT -
line, B, is then simply Bat (T = 0). Our investigation
reduces to nding whether there is a phase transition
nB at T = 0, and for that we need an order param —
eter. Since the eld breaks the up-down symm etry, the
E dw ardsA nderson orderparam eterthat givesthe spatial
average of the square m agnetization at equilbrium isnot
ofuse. It is thus necessary to characterize the spin glass
ordering otherw ise, for instanceby an n  nite (spin glass)
susceptibility or by the presence of irreversibility on all
tin e scales. H owever these quantities are not accessble
at T = 0, and so other m easures of ordering are neces—
sary. O ne characteristic ofa spin glass order is sensitiviy
to extemal perturbations; one can thus see whether the
ground state evolves chaotically with B up to a critical
valie B.. The study % showed that there was no sign
of chaos when the lattice size was increased for values
of B 1, suggesting that 0 B. < 10. This should
be com pared to the mean eld value for connectivity 6
randagm graphs for which Bar (T = 0) / 2:1. Another
study?? considered how the ground state responded to a
dom ain wall tw ist; this gave som e evidence that the sys—
tem had frozen order for B B.’ 0:6,althoughB.= 0
could not be excluided. O ur approach here probes the
soin glass ordering through is local excitations; the en—
ergy to I a cluster of spins behaves di erently n a
sodn glass phase and In a param agnetic phase, and we
use this to test for spin glass ordering. First we shall
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describe what these m inim um energy clusters are; then
we shall consider how their energies and m agnetizations
depend on the externalm agnetic eld.

M inimum energy clusters | W e start with the 3 d
EdwardsA nderson EA ) modelw ith periodic boundary
conditions. The Ham iltonian isde ned on a cubic lattice
ofN = L3 spins,

X X
Ji;SiS4+ B Syt )

< ij> i

H =

The spins are Ising, ie., S; = 1, and the nearest-—
neighbor interactions fJij;g are quenched random vari-
ables distributed according to a G aussian law with zero
mean and uni variance.

In thism odel, when B is set to 0, there is num erical
evidenoetd ofan ordered phase at Iow tem perature w here
each spin i is frozen in a random direction hS;i6 0. W e
are interested in local excitations jn the putative frozen
phase, so ollow ing previous workH, we de ne aM ini-
mum Energy C luster ormec as the connected cluster of
soins of lowest energy that contains a speci ed number
of spins and a given, arbirarily chosen site. T he study
ofsuchmec in zero el showed? that they are, perhaps
surprisingly, fractals whose typical energy decreases w ith
their size, n contrast w ih the properties expected for
the F isherH use droplts. This resul is strking and we
take it to be a signature of the spin glass phase, allow ing
us to probe now the casewhereB > 0.

Num erical m ethod | Our measurem ents are per—
formed on latticeswith L = 6 and L = 10 wih di erent
values of the eld taken in the range 0 B 15; in
all cases, we generated 100 disorder sam ples which was
enough to obtain reasonably amn all statistical errors on
our cbservables.

Foreach disorder sam ple, we rst com pute the ground
state pf the system using a genetic renom alization algo-—
rithm®3. Then, we choose an arbitrary \reference™ spin
and I it along wih a clister containing V 1 other
soins connected to it. The goalis to nd the mec of
size V , w ith the constraint that the reference spin isheld

Ipped and the cluster is always connected. To ,nd that
mec, we use non-local K awasaki dynam ics as nt3 and
exchange M onte Carid? with a set of 30 tem peratures
between T; = 05 and T3g = 3:0). This search for the
mec isrepeated ve Independent tin esto check whether
the sam e cluster is found. (Since our algorithm is heuris—
tic, we obtain an upperbound rather than the true energy
ofthemec. In practice, we nd themec quite reliably
for v 32 as shown by our tests. Note that our opti-
m izationprocedure hasbeen in proved since the analysis
made %3 i zero eld; or nstance, we have been ablke to

nd, orV = 64, lower excitationsthan before. W ih this
In provem ent, we con m our earlier conclusionsbut also
we have been able to go to largermec sizes. In all that
ollows, wetakeV, = 2"; 1 n 6; even though the
truemec arenot always found at V = 64, we present the
results also for that size as we believe the corresponding
bias is sm all.

Geometry of mec | Let us ook at two geom etric
properties of mec. Consider rst the extension of mec
as a function of their volum e V ; our data for the m ean
end-to-end extensions are displayed in the insert ofF ig.i.
G wen these values, we conclude that mec span thewhole
system whenV  15ifL = 6andwhenV 30 ifL = 10.
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FIG .1l: Radius of gyration versus the volum e of mec at dif-
ferent values ofthe eld B when L = 10. Insert: M ean end-—
to-end extension versus the volum e. N ote the log—log scale in
both cases. The plain line has a slope 1=2, corresponding to
df = 2.

Second, consider the, fractal dim ension of the mec.
W henB = 0,wearguedtd that con gurationalentropy is
su clent to drive mec tow ards the lattice anin al phase
In which they are stringy ob fcts w ith a fractal dim en—
sion df = 2. This excitation branch is thus distinct from
the F isher-H use droplets w hich are com pact ob gctsw ith
a fractalboundary. W hat happens in the presence of a

eld? It isusefulto think of the large B lim i which is
strongly param agnetic. T he surface energy ofa cluster is
a random variable Ji; that is sym m etric about zero, while
itsbuk energy is BV . C larly, energy m Inin ization in
a random environm ent w ill drive the clusters to extend
their surface, leading to the lattice anim alphase. W e can
seen F jg.-r}: that this geom etrical property, just lke the
extension, is nearly independent of the strength of the
magnetic eld. This shows that geom etrical properties
ofmec are not relevant to distinguish between a param —
agnet and a spin glass, but it also gives further support to
the claim thatmec are Jattice anin alseven when B = 0.

Energies of mec | Consider rst the typical excita—
tion energy E ofa mec, where ( ) denotes the average
over disorder. In the param agnetic phase, ie., or large
B,E is expected to be selfaveragingasV ! 1 . Since
there is a non zero m agnetization per soin, that energy
should grow asE (V) / BV, kading thereforeto = 3.
N ote how ever that because ofthe selfaveraging property,
the probabiliy to ndE = O (1) should go to zero much
faster than any power of V for large V ; there are thus
no low-energy excitations at large scgles. Follow ing an
Im ry-M a argum ent, Fisher and Hu argued that this
should actually occur orany B 6 0 forsu clently large
V ’s. T he param agnetic behavior should set in beyond a
cross-over volum e Vg , obtained by com paring the Zee—



man energy pr ofa B = 0 droplkt wih is excita—
tion energy V ~% . The resul is the cross-over volm e
Vg / B 2%4:=6@: 29 with the corresponding length be—
ing given in Eq.il. Note that d; is the (possbly frac-
tal) dim ension of,the excitation. In the usualpicture of
com pact dropktd?, one has df =, 3 and 02. In
the num erical investigation ofmecp:, it was found that
the excitation clisters were instead fractal, de 20,
and that the e ective was an all and negative. Since
is am all com pared to d¢f In all cases, we expect roughly
Vs / ( =B)?.Using thevalie 6 from ournum erical
results, we obtain a rather large valuie Vg~ 36=B 2.

Let us focus on the volum e dependence of the m ean
mec energy atdi erent eldsB .ForallourB values, this
mean initially decreases w ith volum e; furthemm ore, this
decay is com patble with a power lay, E V) VvV =%
wih ¢ 013 as Hund ;n zero eldi. From the point
ofview ofthemean eld picture, the behavior cbserved
In our data is qualitatively as expected: below B. 035,
the soin glass ordering leads to a decreasihg E (V) at all
V ,while forB > B. we recover the param agnetic behav-
jor of an Increasing energy when V is su ciently large.
Note howeverthat theestinateB,. 05 is farbelow the
mean eld vali&l associated w ith random graphs ofcon—
nectiviy 6,By r 23 . The in portant issue is therefore
w hether the curves eventually bend upwards at large V
forallvaluesofB > 0. In order to be m ore quantitative,
we have attem pted to scale the data, looking for a col
lapsewhen potting E (V )=E (Vg ) asa function ofV=Vy .
Surprisingly, the data does not collapse well at allwhen
Vs / B ? butmergesmuch better ifwe takeVy / B !
as shown by the \scaling curve" In the nsert ofFjg.:_j.
This result suggests that even the low B curves m ght
eventually bend upw ards for Jarge enough V ; that could
be interpreted as signaling the instability ofthe spin-glass
phasein a eld.W ewilretum to this point later.
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FIG .2: M ean energy per spin versus volum e at di erent val-
ues of B when L = 10. Insert: Scaling curve. B = 15( ),
10@2),0:7@),05@),04( ),03(G),02( ),0d1#),0( )

N ote that the BV scaling obtained above is rather un—
expected since tm eansthatthein uenceofa an allm ag—
netic eld on low energy excitations is actually stronger
than anticipated by the F isherH use argum ent. A lthough
we do not have a clear understanding of this resul, one

could slightly alter the argum ent as follows. ForB = 0
the ground state hasa zerom agnetization per spin, which
m eans, as recalled above, that the m agnetization ofa re-
gion of volum e ¥ is typically of order ¥=2. ForB 6 0,
a non zero m agnetization per spin B (see Fjg.:_j) ap—
pears; this m eans that the spatial correlations in the
ground state change for distances larger than % such
that ¥ B ©7?, kading to % (B) 23 . smce
the mec are fractal, the excitations built at B 6 0 are
expected to be a ected as soon as V gf,or, using
de = 2,at V. (B) *’, aresuk that is closer to the

scaling reported in Fjg.g.
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FIG .3: M ean m agnetization per site (Upperpanel) and m ean
energy (lower panel) of the ground state ofa N = 10° spins
EdwardsA nderson system , versus the m agnetic eld.

W e have also studied the distribution of energies of
mec, Por a given volum e; the case V = 32 is given In
Fig.4.Asexpected, orlarge elds B = 1:0and 1:5), the
distrbbutions becom e sym m etric around theirm axin um ,
and their weights for am all excitation energies rapidly
tend to zero. However for ow elds, B 05, we nd
that these distrbutions hardly change at allwih B .
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FIG . 4: Histogram of energies for V. = 32 mec, at di erent
values of B . The lines are there to guide the eye.

M agnetization of mec | Another observable of inter—
est isthem ean m agnetization per sitem (V;B ) ofmec of
volum e V in the presence ofthem agnetic eld B . (The
mec’sm agnetization isde nedbeforeitis Ipped.) In the
droplt picture, the system is driven to the Jarge B 1l it
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FIG .5: M ean m agnetization per site versusV when L = 10,
for di erent m agnetic eldsB .

when V growsassoon asB 6 0. T hus, beyond the cross—-
over scale Vg discussed above, m (V;B ) should converge
to a function m B ) that is non—zero orallB & 0. The
situation isdi erentin themean eldpicture.Mean eld
predicts that the equilbrium m agnetization is indepen-—
dent of the tem perature T at low enough T . Now since
the Iow T properties follow from those ofthe lowestlying
excitations, we see that these excitations cannot have a
non-zero mean m agnetization. The mean eld picture
then consists in having the lJargeV lim it ofm (V;B ) van—
ish forB B. and grow forB > B.. In both pictures of
the spin glassphase, m (B ) actsasan order param eter for
the param agnetic phase. Fjg.:?; showsm (V;B) asa func-
tion 0of V. W e see that the m agnetizations for B 05
are ndeed very an alland in fact are negative rather than
positive. A lso, we see a clkar uptum to positive m for
V = 32,B ~ 0:#4; this uptum seem s to be present even
for smaller elds, suggesting that B, < 0:4. This bound
ism ore stringent than what we found from the energies

of the mec. Finally, Just lke the energy, the m agneti-
zation appears to approxin ately rescale as a function of
BV.

Conclisions | Our results show that when B < 04,
the system behaves qualitatively jistasin thecaseB = 0
(@t least for the sizes studied here), whereas signi cant
changes arise when B 04. If there is a critical eld,
which appears to us rather unplausble, i must obey
B. < 04, a bound that is stronger than that m ost re—
cently obtained™ . This valie is am all com pared to the
value arising in themean eld approxin ation for which
B¢ 231. A Yhough we cannot com pltely rule out the
mean eld picture, the possbility of rescaling the dif-
ferent curves as a function of BV points towards the
destruction of the spin-glass phase or B € 0. On the
other hand, our data are also unexpected from the point
of yiew of the droplt m odel. First, as em phasized be-
ﬁ)rélgn, mec appear as fractal, rather than com pact, ob—
Bcts. Second, the FisherH use prediction of a crossover
volime Vg / B 2 appears not to be correct. We nd
that the m agnetic eld has a much strongere ect, since
we obtain Vg / B ', which m ight be a consequence of
the fractal nature of the mec. Fially, the geom etric
properties of the mec appear to be B independent, and
m ost probably they are lattice anim als for allB . M any
of the points raised by the present study would be clari-

ed if the correspondjng results in d = 4 were available.
N ote that recent work%8 on Bethe lattices reveals a non
zero value of the critical eld B, as expected.

A cknow ledgm ents | J. L. acknow ledges a fellow ship
from the M ENRT and the CEA for computer tine on a
Compag SC232. O .M . thanks the SPEC for is hogoi
tality during this work. W e thank F . K rzakala for com —
m unicating his resuls prior to publication.

Laboratoire de Physique Theorique et M odeles Statis—

tiques, B 4tim ent 100 | U niversite P aris Sud, 91405 O rsay

France

M .M ezard, G .Parisi,andM .A .V irasoro, Spin—G lJass T he—

ory and Beyond, vol 9 of Lecture N otes in Physics W orld

Scienti ¢, Singapore, 1987).

A .P.Young, ed., Spin G lasses and Random Fields W orld

Scienti ¢, Singapore, 1998).

35 S.F.Edwards and P. W . Anderson, J. Phys. F 5, 965
(1975).

A .Tto and H .A .K atori, J. Soc. Japan 63, 3122 (1994).

J.M attsson, T . Jonsson, P.Nordblad, H . A . K atord, and

A .Tto, Phys.Rev.Lett. 74, 4305 (1995).

°D. Sherrington and S. K irkpatrick, Phys. Rev. Lett. 35,

1792 (1975).

J.R.L.deAIneida and D.J. Thouless, J.Phys.A 11,

983 (1978).

D.S.Fisherand D .A .Huse, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 1601

(1986).

I.R.Pimentel, T. Tem esvari, and C .D .D om Inicis, P hys.

Rev.B 65, 224420 (2002).

A.J.Bray and M . A .M oore, In Heidelerg C olloquium

on G lassy Dynam ics, edited by J. L. van Hemmen and
I.M orgenstem (Springer, Berlin, 1986), vol. 275 of Lecture
Notes in Physics, pp.121{153.

J.Houdayer and O .C .M artin, Phys.Rev. Lett. 82, 4934
(1999), cond-m at/9811419.

F. Krzakala, J. Houdayer, E. M arinari, O. C. M artin,
and G . Parisi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 197204 (2001), cond—
m at/0107366.

J.Lam arcg, J-P .Bouchaud,O .C .M artin,and M .M ezard,
Europhys. Lett. 58, 321 (2002).

M .Palassiniand S.Caracciolo, Phys.Rev. Lett. 82, 5128
(1999), cond-m at/9904246.

J.Houdayer and O .C .M artin, Phys.Rev. Lett. 83, 1030
(1999), cond-m at/9901276.

K .Hukushin a and K .N em oto, J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.65, 1604
(1996), cond-m at/9512035.

D.S.Fisherand D .A .Huse, J.Phys.A Lett.20, L1005
(1987).

¥ F.Krzakala and G .Parisi (2003), cond-m at/0304590.

11

12

13

15

16

17



