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Localexcitations ofa spin glass in a m agnetic �eld
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W e study the m inim um energy clusters (mec) above the ground state for the 3 � d Edwards-
Anderson Ising spin glass in a m agnetic �eld. For �elds B below 0:4,we �nd that the �eld has
alm ost no e�ecton the excitations thatwe can probe,ofvolum e V � 64. Asfound previously for
B = 0,their energies decrease with V ,and their m agnetization rem ains very sm all(even slightly
negative).Forlarger�elds,both the mec energy and m agnetization grow with V ,asexpected in a
param agnetic phase.However,allresultsappearto scale asB V (instead ofB

p
V asexpected from

droplet argum ents),suggesting that the spin glass phase is destroyed by any sm all�eld. Finally,
thegeom etry ofthemec iscom pletely insensitive to the�eld,giving furthercredence thatthey are
lattice anim als,in the presence orthe absence ofa �eld.

PACS num bers:02.60.Pn (num ericaloptim ization) ;75.10.N r(spin glassand other random m odels)

Introduction | Strong disorderorfrustration in a sys-

tem can lead toalow tem peraturephasewith \frozen or-

der".Thisisbelieved to bethecaseforspin glasses,the

archetypesofsuch system s1,2.Doessuch a frozen phase

persist under generic perturbations? Here we consider

that question in the context ofthe Edwards-Anderson3

Isingspin glasswhen theperturbation isan externalm ag-

netic � eld.The e� ectofthe � eld isto align the spinsin

one direction and thisbiasm ay break up the spin glass

ordering. Do arbitrarily sm all� elds destroy the frozen

order,orcan theordering co-existwith a � eld aslong as

itisnottoo large? Thisisa long-standing question that

hasbeen surprisingly di� cultto answer.

From an experim entalpointofview,thisquestion has

been addressed only twice forsystem sofIsing spins. In

the � rst study4, the (non-equilibrium ) properties were

interpreted to suggestthepresenceofspin glassordering

at low � elds. Severalyears later the sam e sam ple was

re-analyzed and thelinesofconstantrelaxation tim ede-

term ined5.From that,a scaling analysiswasperform ed,

leading to the conclusion that the relaxation tim e is � -

nite for non-zero � elds,and thus the system is param -

agnetic. O n the theoreticalsize,the situation rem ains

very controversial.In the m ean � eld picture,where one

isguided by theSherrington-K irkpatrick6 orotherm ean

� eld m odels,thedeAlm eida-Thoulessline7 B A T (T)sep-

aratesthe param agnetic and spin glassphases,and one

has B A T > 0 ifT < Tc (Tc is the criticaltem perature

in zero � eld). Thusspin glassordering continuesin the

presenceofasu� ciently sm allm agnetic� eld in them ean

� eld picture. Atpresent,there isno consensuswhether

thispicturecorrectlydescribeswhathappensin thed = 3

Ising spin glass,noreven when d islarge but� nite. In-

deed it has been argued by Fisher and Huse8 that the

m agnetic � eld is alwaysrelevant,driving the system at

largescalestowardsparam agnetism 9.Then anynon-zero

m agnetic� eld willdestroythespin glassorderingand will

render the system param agnetic beyond a length scale

‘B . In the droplet8 orscaling10 pictures,‘B divergesas

B vanisheslike

‘B / B
�2=(d�2�) (1)

where � is the spin sti� ness exponent. Because ofthis

divergence as B decreases,the relaxation tim es also di-

verge.The di� culty isthusto determ ine whetherthese

relaxation tim esdivergeonly asB ! 0 oratsom e posi-

tivevalueB c > 0.Such aquestion isnearlyim possibleto

addressfrom sim ulationsbecausethetim escalesthatcan

be reached alwaysrem ain quite sm all,while equilibrium

studiesarecon� ned tosm allsystem sforthesam ereason.

In view ofsuch hurdles,m uch num ericale� ort11,12 in the

lastfew yearshasfocused instead on the zero tem pera-

turelim it.

In this paper we also use zero tem perature, but we

study how m inim um energy clusters13 abovethe ground

state are a� ected by a m agnetic � eld. Essentially,we

search fora putative critical� eld Bc;ifthere isan AT-

line,B c is then sim ply B A T (T = 0). O ur investigation

reduces to � nding whether there is a phase transition

in B at T = 0,and for that we need an order param -

eter. Since the � eld breaksthe up-down sym m etry,the

Edwards-Andersonorderparam eterthatgivesthespatial

averageofthesquarem agnetization atequilibrium isnot

ofuse.Itisthusnecessary to characterizethe spin glass

orderingotherwise,forinstanceby an in� nite(spin glass)

susceptibility or by the presence ofirreversibility on all

tim e scales. Howeverthese quantitiesare notaccessible

atT = 0,and so other m easuresofordering are neces-

sary.O necharacteristicofaspin glassorderissensitivity

to externalperturbations;one can thussee whetherthe

ground state evolveschaotically with B up to a critical

value B c.The study in
11 showed thatthere wasno sign

ofchaos when the lattice size was increased for values

ofB � 1,suggesting that 0 � B c < 1:0. This should

be com pared to the m ean � eld value for connectivity 6

random graphs for which B A T (T = 0) ’ 2:1. Another

study12 considered how theground stateresponded to a

dom ain walltwist;thisgavesom eevidencethatthesys-

tem had frozen orderforB � B c ’ 0:6,although B c = 0

could not be excluded. O ur approach here probes the

spin glassordering through itslocalexcitations;the en-
ergy to 
 ip a cluster of spins behaves di� erently in a

spin 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 shallconsiderhow theirenergiesand m agnetizations

depend on the externalm agnetic � eld.

M inim um energy clusters | W e startwith the 3� d

Edwards-Anderson (EA)m odelwith periodic boundary

conditions.TheHam iltonian isde� ned on a cubiclattice

ofN = L3 spins,

H = �
X

< ij>

JijSiSj + B
X

i

Si : (2)

The spins are Ising, i.e., Si = � 1, and the nearest-

neighbor interactions fJijg are quenched random vari-

ablesdistributed according to a G aussian law with zero

m ean and unitvariance.

In this m odel,when B is set to 0,there is num erical

evidence14 ofan ordered phaseatlow tem peraturewhere

each spin iisfrozen in a random direction hSii6= 0.W e

are interested in localexcitationsin the putative frozen

phase,so following previous work13,we de� ne a M ini-

m um Energy Clusterormec asthe connected clusterof
spins oflowestenergy that contains a speci� ed num ber

ofspinsand a given,arbitrarily chosen site. The study

ofsuch mec in zero �eld showed13 thatthey are,perhaps
surprisingly,fractalswhosetypicalenergy decreaseswith
their size,in contrast with the properties expected for

the Fisher-Huse droplets. Thisresultisstriking and we

takeitto bea signatureofthespin glassphase,allowing

usto probenow the casewhereB > 0.

Num erical m ethod | O ur m easurem ents are per-

form ed on latticeswith L = 6 and L = 10 with di� erent

values ofthe � eld taken in the range 0 � B � 1:5;in

allcases,we generated 100 disordersam ples which was

enough to obtain reasonably sm allstatisticalerrors on

ourobservables.

Foreach disordersam ple,we� rstcom putetheground

stateofthesystem using a geneticrenorm alization algo-

rithm 15. Then,we choose an arbitrary \reference" spin

and 
 ip it along with a cluster containing V � 1 other

spins connected to it. The goalis to � nd the mec of

sizeV ,with theconstraintthatthereferencespin isheld


 ipped and theclusterisalwaysconnected.To � nd that

mec,we use non-localK awasakidynam ics as in13 and

exchange M onte Carlo16 with a set of30 tem peratures

(between T1 = 0:5 and T30 = 3:0). This search for the

mec isrepeated � veindependenttim esto check whether

thesam eclusterisfound.(Sinceouralgorithm isheuris-

tic,weobtainanupperboundratherthanthetrueenergy

ofthe mec.) In practice,we � nd the mec quite reliably

for V � 32 as shown by our tests. Note that our opti-

m ization procedurehasbeen im proved sincetheanalysis

m adein13 in zero� eld;forinstance,wehavebeen ableto

� nd,forV = 64,lowerexcitationsthan before.W ith this

im provem ent,wecon� rm ourearlierconclusionsbutalso

we have been able to go to largermec sizes. In allthat

follows,we take Vn = 2n; 1 � n � 6;even though the

truemec arenotalwaysfound atV = 64,wepresentthe

resultsalso forthatsizeaswebelievethe corresponding

biasissm all.

Geom etry of mec | Let us look at two geom etric

propertiesofmec. Consider � rstthe extension ofmec

asa function oftheirvolum e V ;our data forthe m ean

end-to-end extensionsaredisplayedin theinsertofFig.1.

G iven thesevalues,weconcludethatmec span thewhole

system when V � 15ifL = 6and when V � 30ifL = 10.
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FIG .1: Radiusofgyration versusthe volum e ofmec atdif-
ferentvaluesofthe �eld B when L = 10. Insert: M ean end-
to-end extension versusthevolum e.Notethe log-log scale in
both cases. The plain line hasa slope 1=2,corresponding to
df = 2.

Second, consider the fractal dim ension of the mec.

W hen B = 0,weargued13 thatcon� gurationalentropyis

su� cientto drive mec towardsthe lattice anim alphase

in which they are stringy objects with a fractaldim en-

sion df = 2.Thisexcitation branch isthusdistinctfrom

theFisher-Husedropletswhich arecom pactobjectswith

a fractalboundary. W hat happens in the presence ofa

� eld? Itisusefulto think ofthe large B lim itwhich is

strongly param agnetic.Thesurfaceenergy ofaclusteris

arandom variableJij thatissym m etricaboutzero,while

itsbulk energy is� B V .Clearly,energy m inim ization in

a random environm entwilldrive the clusters to extend

theirsurface,leadingtothelatticeanim alphase.W ecan

seein Fig.1 thatthisgeom etricalproperty,justlikethe

extension,is nearly independent ofthe strength ofthe

m agnetic � eld. This shows that geom etricalproperties

ofmec arenotrelevantto distinguish between a param -
agnetand aspin glass,butitalsogivesfurthersupportto

theclaim thatmec arelatticeanim alseven when B = 0.

Energies of mec | Consider� rstthe typicalexcita-

tion energy E ofa mec,where (� ) denotes the average

overdisorder. In the param agnetic phase,i.e.,forlarge

B ,E isexpected to be self-averaging asV ! 1 . Since

there is a non zero m agnetization perspin,thatenergy

should grow asE (V )/ B V ,leading therefore to � = 3.

Notehoweverthatbecauseoftheself-averagingproperty,

theprobability to � nd E = O (1)should go to zero m uch

faster than any power ofV for large V ;there are thus

no low-energy excitations at large scales. Following an

Im ry-M a argum ent,Fisher and Huse8 argued that this

should actually occurforany B 6= 0 forsu� ciently large

V ’s.The param agnetic behaviorshould setin beyond a

cross-over volum e VB ,obtained by com paring the Zee-
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m an energy B
p
V ofa B = 0 droplet with its excita-

tion energy � V �=df .The resultisthe cross-overvolum e

VB / B �2d f =(df �2�),with the corresponding length be-

ing given in Eq.1. Note that df is the (possibly frac-

tal)dim ension ofthe excitation. In the usualpicture of

com pact droplets17,one has df = 3 and � � 0:2. In

the num ericalinvestigation ofmec13,itwasfound that

the excitation clusters were instead fractal, df � 2:0,

and thatthe e� ective � wassm alland negative.Since �

is sm allcom pared to df in allcases,we expect roughly

VB / (� =B )2.Usingthevalue� � 6from ournum erical

results,weobtain a ratherlargevalueVB � 36=B 2.

Let us focus on the volum e dependence ofthe m ean

mec energyatdi� erent� eldsB .ForallourB values,this

m ean initially decreases with volum e;furtherm ore,this

decay is com patible with a power law,E (V ) � V �f =df

with �f � � 0:13 asfound in zero � eld13.From thepoint

ofview ofthe m ean � eld picture,the behaviorobserved

in ourdata isqualitatively asexpected:below B c � 0:5,

the spin glassordering leadsto a decreasing E (V )atall

V ,whileforB > B c werecovertheparam agneticbehav-

ior ofan increasing energy when V is su� ciently large.

Notehoweverthattheestim ateB c � 0:5 isfarbelow the

m ean � eld value11 associated with random graphsofcon-

nectivity 6,B M F � 2:1.Theim portantissueistherefore

whetherthe curveseventually bend upwardsatlarge V

forallvaluesofB > 0.In orderto bem orequantitative,

we have attem pted to scale the data,looking for a col-

lapsewhen plotting E (V )=E (VB )asa function ofV=VB .

Surprisingly,the data doesnotcollapse wellatallwhen

VB / B �2 butm ergesm uch betterifwetakeVB / B �1

as shown by the \scaling curve" in the insertofFig.2.

This result suggests that even the low B curves m ight

eventually bend upwardsforlargeenough V ;thatcould

beinterpretedassignalingtheinstabilityofthespin-glass

phasein a � eld.W e willreturn to thispointlater.
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FIG .2:M ean energy perspin versusvolum e atdi�erentval-
ues ofB when L = 10. Insert: Scaling curve. B = 1:5(� ),
1:0(2),0:7(3 ),0:5(4 ),0:4(� ),0:3(5 ),0:2(� ),0:1(+ ),0(� )

NotethattheB V scaling obtained aboveisratherun-

expected sinceitm eansthatthein
 uenceofasm allm ag-

netic � eld on low energy excitationsisactually stronger
than anticipated bytheFisher-Huseargum ent.Although

we do nothave a clearunderstanding ofthisresult,one

could slightly alterthe argum entasfollows. ForB = 0

thegroundstatehasazerom agnetization perspin,which

m eans,asrecalled above,thatthem agnetization ofa re-

gion ofvolum e ‘3 istypically oforder‘3=2. ForB 6= 0,

a non zero m agnetization per spin �B (see Fig.3) ap-

pears; this m eans that the spatial correlations in the
ground state change for distances larger than ‘B such

that ‘3B �B � ‘
3=2

B
, leading to ‘B � (�B )�2=3 . Since

the mec are fractal,the excitations built at B 6= 0 are

expected to be a� ected as soon as V � ‘
df

B
,or,using

df = 2,atV � (�B )�4=3 ,a resultthatis closerto the

scaling reported in Fig.2.
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FIG .3:M ean m agnetization persite(upperpanel)and m ean
energy (lower panel) ofthe ground state ofa N = 103 spins
Edwards-Anderson system ,versusthe m agnetic �eld.

W e have also studied the distribution of energies of

mec,for a given volum e;the case V = 32 is given in

Fig.4.Asexpected,forlarge� elds(B = 1:0and 1:5),the

distributionsbecom esym m etricaround theirm axim um ,

and their weights for sm allexcitation energies rapidly

tend to zero. However for low � elds,B � 0:5,we � nd

thatthesedistributionshardly changeatallwith B .
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FIG .4: Histogram ofenergies for V = 32 mec,at di�erent
valuesofB .The linesare there to guide the eye.

M agnetization of mec | Anotherobservableofinter-

estisthem ean m agnetization persitem (V;B )ofmec of

volum e V in the presence ofthe m agnetic � eld B .(The

mec’sm agnetization isde� ned beforeitis
 ipped.) In the
dropletpicture,thesystem isdriven to thelargeB lim it
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FIG .5:M ean m agnetization persite versusV when L = 10,
fordi�erentm agnetic �eldsB .

when V growsassoon asB 6= 0.Thus,beyond thecross-

overscale VB discussed above,m (V;B )should converge

to a function m (B )thatisnon-zero forallB 6= 0. The

situation isdi� erentin them ean � eld picture.M ean � eld

predicts that the equilibrium m agnetization is indepen-

dentofthe tem perature T atlow enough T. Now since

thelow T propertiesfollow from thoseofthelowest-lying

excitations,we see thatthese excitationscannothave a

non-zero m ean m agnetization. The m ean � eld picture

then consistsin having thelargeV lim itofm (V;B )van-

ish forB � B c and grow forB > B c.In both picturesof

thespin glassphase,m (B )actsasan orderparam eterfor
theparam agneticphase.Fig.5 showsm (V;B )asa func-

tion ofV . W e see thatthe m agnetizationsfor B � 0:5

areindeed verysm alland in factarenegativeratherthan

positive. Also,we see a clear upturn to positive m for

V = 32,B >
� 0:4;this upturn seem sto be presenteven

forsm aller� elds,suggesting thatBc < 0:4.Thisbound

ism ore stringentthan whatwe found from the energies

ofthe mec. Finally,just like the energy,the m agneti-

zation appearsto approxim ately rescaleasa function of

B V .

Conclusions | O urresultsshow thatwhen B < 0:4,

thesystem behavesqualitativelyjustasin thecaseB = 0

(at least for the sizes studied here),whereas signi� cant

changes arise when B � 0:4. Ifthere is a critical� eld,

which appears to us rather unplausible, it m ust obey

B c < 0:4,a bound that is stronger than that m ost re-

cently obtained12. This value is sm allcom pared to the

value arising in the m ean � eld approxim ation forwhich

B c � 2:1. Although we cannotcom pletely rule out the

m ean � eld picture, the possibility of rescaling the dif-

ferent curves as a function of B V points towards the

destruction ofthe spin-glass phase for B 6= 0. O n the

otherhand,ourdata arealso unexpected from thepoint

ofview ofthe droplet m odel. First,as em phasized be-

fore13,mec appearasfractal,ratherthan com pact,ob-

jects. Second,the Fisher-Huse prediction ofa crossover

volum e VB / B �2 appears not to be correct. W e � nd

thatthe m agnetic� eld hasa m uch strongere� ect,since

we obtain VB / B �1 ,which m ightbe a consequence of

the fractalnature of the mec. Finally, the geom etric

propertiesofthe mec appearto be B independent,and

m ostprobably they are lattice anim alsforallB . M any

ofthe pointsraised by the presentstudy would beclari-

� ed ifthe corresponding resultsin d = 4 were available.

Note thatrecentwork18 on Bethe latticesrevealsa non

zero value ofthe critical� eld Bc asexpected.
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