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A new approach to detem ine the value of the zero-tem perature them al exponent in spin
glasses is presented. It consists in describing the energy level spectrum in spin glasses only In
term s of the properties of the lowest energy droplets and the lowest droplet exponents (LDEs) 15 1
that describbe the statistics of their sizes and gaps. W e show how these LD Es yield the standard
them al exponent of droplet theory  through the relation, = 1+ d ;. The present approach
provides a new way to m easure the them alexponent w ithout any assum ption about the correct
procedure to generate typical low -lying excitations as is comm only done in m any perturbation
m ethods Including dom ain wall calculations. To illustrate the usefilness of the m ethod we present
a detailed investigation of the properties of the lowest energy droplets in two-din ensional G aussian
Ising spn glasses. By Independentm easurem ents ofboth LD E sand an aspect-ratio analysis, we nd

2d) 0461)< py (2d) ' 0287 where py isthethem alexponent cbtained in dom ain-wall
theory. W e also discuss the origin of nite<wolum e corrections in the behavior of the LDE ; and
relate them to the nitevolum e corrections in the statistics of extrem e values. F nally, we analyze
som e geom etrical properties of the lowest-energy droplets nding results in agreem ent w ith those
recently reported by K awashin a and A ok£Y. Allin all, we show that typical large-scale droplets are
not probed by m ost of the present perturbation m ethods as they probably do not have a com pact
structure as has been recently suggested. W e speculate that a m ulti-fractal scenario could be at the
roots of the reported discrepancies on the value of the them alexponent iIn the two-dim ensional
G aussian Ising soin glass.

I. NTRODUCTION.

D espite three decades ofwork In the eld of spin glassesm ajpr issues related to their low ~tem perature behavior stil]
rem ain unresolved?. A though in portant achievem ents have been obtained in the understanding ofm ean— eld theory?
the appropriate treatm ent beyond m ean— eld to include shortrange interactions is yet to be found. T he absence of
a successfiil analytical approach to deal w ith this problem corroborates the present state of our know ledge, often
m isguided by a non-accurate, if not confiising, interpretation of the num erical data. T his situation has generated a
hot debate about the correct physical interpretation of the available num ericaldata. Leaving aside the long-standing
controversy whether replica sym m etry breaking is or not a good description of the spin-glass phase, there are still
unresolved issues which are not as strikking but evidence our ignorance about som e fuindam ental questions.

O ne am ong these problam s is the correct value ofthe them alexponent in two-din ensional (2d) G aussian Ising spin
glasses (G ISG ). T his question has received attention from tim e to tin e during the last tw o decades but not enough to
settle it de nitively and explain the origin of som e of the repogted discrepancies. T he study ofthe low -T properties of
the 2d G ISG startsw ith the work by M dM illan w ho proposed? that them alproperties n spin glasses are determ ined
by the scaling behavior of the typical Jargest excitations (com m only referred as droplets) present in the system . T his
idea has been further elaborated and extended tq dealw ith equilbrium and dynam ical properties of spin glasses in
a scenario now adays referred to as droplet m ode® . The low-T behavior in spin glasses is detem ined by a spectrum
of lJarge scale gapless droplets w ith typical length L and energy cost E L , beihg the them al exponent. As
these droplets correspond to Ipping som e dom ains of spins (assum ed to be com pact clusters), the energy cost of
these excitations arises from the set of unsatis ed bonds on their surface. T he striking low -T behavior In spin glasses
arises from m ultiple energy cancellations occurring at the surface of the droplt. T hese cancellations can be seen as
the result of a com petition between energy and entropy e ects: as the droplet becom es progressively larger there are
m ore available conform ations for the surface to m inin ize the energy cost of the unsatis ed bonds. In the absence
of cancellations one would expect = (d 1)=2. However, as these cancellations are very in portant, the inequality

< d 1)=2 holds and is by far less than the maxinum valie (@ 1)=2. The value of the them al exponent

characterizes the low-T critical behavior as it is related to the correlation length exponent where T by
the dentity = 1= . M a1 illan also used dom ain-wall renom alization groyp ideas to Introduce a practical way
to detem ne the lading energy cost of these low -lying large-scale excjtatjoné . The m ethod consists in m easuring
the energy defect of a dom ain-wall spanning the whole system obtained by com puting the change of the ground
state energy when sw itching from periodic to antiperiodic boundary conditions in one direction. Severalw orks have
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used M AV illan’s m ethod to determm fne the value of in two and three dim ensions?®. Hereafter, n order to keep
the discussion as clear as possble, we will denote by py the estin ate of the exponent obtained by dom ain-wall

calculations. The iniial value for py reported by M M illan is py = 0281 (5) for pretty m odest lattice sizes
= 3 8. Recent num erical results w ith m uch m ore pow erfiil algorithm s have reached sizesL ’ 500 and con m ed
the nitial result with much larger accuracy?2242% _, =  0287(@). These studies would de nitively clse the

problem if i were not by the existence of other altemative estin ates of the exponent , largely consistent am ong
them , which yield a quie dierent valie '/ 047@2). W e will denote this estin ate by rr as several of these
m ethods use transfer m atritd . How ever, a word of caution is necessary here as the M onte C arlo m ethod and other
approaches that are not based on transferm atrix m ethods report values com patble w ith that estim ate. For instance,
Kawashin a and A okiused another m ethod to estim ate the sti ness exponentfq . The idea is to generate a droplt
Inside a box of size L L that includes a xed central spin, w ith the follow ing procedure. F irst, the ground state
is found w ith a standard algorithm s we w ill denote it by the reference con guration). A ffterw ards, the spins at the
boundaries of the box are xed and the central soin is forced to I respect to the reference con guration. The
droplet of m nimum energy that includes the central reversed soin and does not touch the boundaries is com puted.
T he spanning length of the droplets generated In this way allow s to de ne the fractaldin ension ofboth the surface
(or perim eter for the two din ensional case) and the volum e. Tt is found that these m nin um energy droplets have a
fractalvolum e din ension an allerthan 2 and the them alexponent is = 0:42 (5) in agreem ent w ith results obtained
from M C method€4 and heuristic optin ization algorithm ££4. A sin ilar study of m ininum energy clisters in the
three-din ensionalk dw.ardsA nderson m odel also reports evidence that py is an upperbound to the actualvalue of
the them alexponent?}.

T he accuracy ofpreviousestin ates ispoorerthan the valies obtained through the dom ain-wallm ethod asthey deal,
In one way or another, w ith all possibl excitations and not only w ith the calculation of ground state energies. M ore
recently, anotherm ethod hasbeen used to estim ate the value of . It consists In perturbing the originalH am iltonian
Ho with atetm P, where P stands for the perturbation and for its intensity. For exam ple, P can be the overlap
between the actual con guration and the ground state of the orignalH am iltonian H (. As varies the new ground
state ofthe totalHam ittonian H = H g+ P rem ainsunchanged untila certain value = . isreached where a excited
energy lkvel of H ; becom es the new ground state of H . T he overlap between the old and the new ground states as
well as the value of the shifting energy provoked by the perturbation links its energy cost E w ith its size providing
another way to estin ate . W e willdenote by ,p the estim ate obtained in thisway. Thism ethod has been recently
used In the 2d G ISG by Hartm ann and Youngggn reporting the ollow ing value » 031. A lthough slightly m ore
negative than py ,both py ; p appear to be statistically com patble. Yet m ore accurate estin ates are needed to
con m whether p = py .

This Jast m ethod and the dom ain-wallm ethod have in comm on the sam e feature, ie. they perturb the origihal
Ham iltonian In one way or another to probe the characteristic energy of excitations that are supposed to be the
typical ones that determ ine the low -T therm odynam ic properties. In fact, the estimate py can be considered as a
particular exam pl of p , where the perturbation consists In reversing allthe bonds in one of the surfaces of the box.
T his raises the in portant question whether the di erent estin ates of p , obtained by considering di erent class of
perturbations, are di erent;. The question is rather subtle as there are num erical indications that indeed this could
be the case. For jnstano&, m easurem ents of p where the perturbation is a uniform m agnetic eld yield a value

p = 048() com patible w ith the other com peting set ofvalues 1f .

How isthat the valie ofthe exponent p could depend on the type ofperturbation? This isa very di cul question
to answer as our present know ledge is inadequate. W e can o er only speculative answers. Strong discrepancies
am ong di erent types of perturbations could arise if a m ultifractal scenario govems the statistics of excitations in
soin glasses. By de nition, In all perturbation m ethods the probed large scale droplets are those which m Inin ize the
energy cost but constrained to m axin ize the value of the perturbation for the selected droplets. T herefore, am ong
all possble largescale low -lying droplets the perturbation m ethod selectively probes those that m axin ally overlap
w ith the perturbation. A dependence ofthe value p on a given class of perturbations could arise if the perturbation
selectively probes one or another topological property of the droplt. This rather aw kward m ulti-fractal scenario
isnot new in the eld ofdisordered system s. M ultifractality is known to be present in the localization problem in
the strongly disordered regin e. A m ulti-fractal scenario would in ply the existence of di erent critical exponents at
T = 0 degpending on the type of perturbation applied. O n the other hand, the fact that the value estin ated for »
when the perturbation is a uniform m agnetic eld appears to be consistent w ith the value rr , suggests that m aybe
som e types of perturbation can probe the relevant excitations while othersm ay not. T hese good observables, which
probe the typical excitations, could be called neutral observables In the sam e soirit as this temrm has been coined to
describe observable dependences of the uctuation-dissipation ratio (ie. the e ective tem perature) in glassy system s.
Concom itant, this \perturbation class dependence" issue is presently also debated in the di erent (out related to a
certain degree) eld ofglassy dynam ics.

If the hypotheticalm uti-fractal scenario holds, then wem ust face the question about what is the correct procedure



to detem ne the them alexponent .As detem ines the free energy cost of droplets, the natural answer is that
is given by the lowest value am ong allpossble estin ates,

=mjrlpfpg: (1)

W ih the present availbble data this relation suggests that the estinate 1y is the correct value of the them al
exponent and that py aswellasm any other estin ates p are only upper bounds to the true valie.

T he question we want to address In this paper is the follow Ing. Is i possible to devise a m ethod that is altemative
to current perturbation m ethods, n which excitations are not selectively probed by the perturbation, but selected
only according to the correct balance between energy and entropy? The m ain purpose of this paper is to show that
the analysis of the statistics of the rst or lowest excitations gives a positive answer to this question. As we will
see, the m ethod we propose In this paper yields a consistent estim ate of ocom patble w ith the value rr , therefore
supports the result that py and many other.p are only upper bounds to the actual value of . A prelin nary
acoount of these results has already appeared in

T he paper is divided as ollow s. Sec. '1.1 descnbes the basis ofthe lowest drop]et approad1 and Introduces the lowest
droplet exponents. Sec. ﬂILL show s the results obtained In the 2d G ISG . Sec. |1V. analyzes a m ethod to extract the
value of the them alexponent . Sec. W' presents amore pow erfulm ethod to extract the value of the lowest droplt
exponents based on an aspect—ratio analysis. Sec. i\/ i discusses the origin ofthe nitevolim e oon:ectjons to the value
ofthe lowest droplet exponent ; asa problem of corrections in the statistics ofextrem e values. Sec. '\7 H analyzes som e
topological properties of the low est droplets. Finally Sec. '\7 ]-ZE{ presents the conclisions. T here are a]so two technical
appendixes: A ppendix A‘ presents the heuristic argum ent that 1= d for G aussian spin glasses, and Appendjx.]':}
explains the transfer m atrix m ethod we used to obtain the lowest droplets.

II.BASISOF THE LOW EST DROPLET APPROACH.

T he purpose of this work is to show an altemative approach to detem ine the low-T behavior of soin glasses by
studying the size and energy spectrum of the low est excitations by introducing two exponents ( ; and ;) needed to
fully characterize the zero-tem perature xed point. A llalong the paper we w illdenote this exponents as lowest energy
dropkt exponents, or owest dropkt exponents in short, and that we w ill abbreviate as LD E s. The exponent ; isthe
m ost In portant one and describes the probability to nd a large-scale lowest excitation spanning the whole system ,
while the exponent ; describes the system -size dependence of the average energy cost of these low est excitations.

T he underlying theoretical background ofthe approach is the ©llow ing. To investigate the leading low -tem perature
behavior In soin glasses ket us consider expectation values for m om ents of the order param eter by keeping only the
ground state and the rst or lowest excitation. This approach was introduced in%% and can be shown to capture
the low -tem perature behavior at the lading order. The m ethod that investigates the low -T properties based on a
restricted analysis of the spectrum to the absolute low est excitations hasbeen also used for the study of the localized
phase In the disordered A nderson m odef?. The present paper can be seen as the applicability of these ideas to the
soin—glass case. At the end of the paper (see Sec. 'V II) we willgive reasons supporting the validity of our approach.

To generate the soectrum of lowest excitations we consider the follow Ing procedure. Let us consider a set 0f N ¢
sam ples and Poreach ofthem we determ ine both the con gurations ofthe ground state and the low est excitation. For
a soin m odel the lowest excitation has v goins overtumed w ith respect to the ground state (so the overlap between
the ground and that excited state isg= 1 2v=V , V being the volum e of the system ) and w ith energy cost or gap
E . It can be easily proved that the lowest excitation must be a connected cluster which we w ill generically call the
Iowest dropkt. Ifvy and E (s) denote the volum e and excitation energy ofthe low est droplet for sam ple s, In the lin i
where N 5 is sent to In nity, we can de ne the follow ing pint probability distriboution

1 X
N v w) E& E (s)) : 2)
Ss=1

P W;E)=

U sing the B ayes theorem , this pint probability distrdbution can be w ritten asP (v;E ) = gVPAV E ) where

& Z

=1 ; dEP,E)=1 8v: 3)
v=1 0
gy isthe probability to nd a sam ple such that its low est droplet hasvolum e v and B, € ) isthe conditioned probability
for that droplt to have a gap equalto E . In what llows, we sgparately discuss the scaling behavior of both
distrbutions g, ;By € )



Before continuing, and for sake of clarity, ket us m ake an im portant digression about nom enclature. There are
two volum es involved in the problem : the volum e v of the lowest excitation and the volim e V of the lattice. Tfnot
stated otherw ise we w ill refer to the volum e v as the size of the excitation while volum e w ill generally refer to the
lattice volum e V. Thus, when we speak about nitesize excitations we usually refer to excitations wih v nite,
and nitevolum e corrections (which we w ill som etin es abbreviate as FV C) w ill refer to the corrections a ecting the
distrdbution ('52) due to the nite volumeV ofthe lattice.

A .The Iowest droplet exponent ;.

T he sin plest scenario for the size distrdbution of the low est droplets is that all sizes occur w ith up;ibnn probability.
T he nom alization condition {3) mposesg, 1=V . This situation is encountered in the 1d G ISGZ%1 w ith both free
and periodic boundary conditions. H owever, in the m ost general situation, this does not hold and low energy droplets
are found w ith a probability that depends on their size v. The sin plest and m ost generalway to incorporate such
a dependence is to assum e an ansatz solution for g, that factorizes nto a power law A=V ! with ;> 0 and a
coe cient A G (@) which depends only on the overlap g between the ground state and the lowest droplet,

_ G@
F= gl @)
T he behavior of G () can be guessed in both Im tsg! 1 (thecaseqg! 1 isequivalent in m odels w ith tim ereversal
symm etry which are those we are considering here) and gq! 0O,
G(@! 0)! constant ©)
1
G@g! 1)! ——: 6
@ ) T gt (6)

The rst relation describes the scaling behavior for the num ber of droplets whose size scales w ith the total volum e
of the system . A s these can only depend on the volime V, G (0) m ust converge to a constant. T he second relation
is consequence of the fact that the num ber of droplets w ith nite size v cannot depend on V in the large V. lim it as
these are not a ected by the boundaries. O n the other hand, the distrbution of nite size droplts g, is selfsin ilar
as can be seen by inserting (td ) In (14) and using the relation g= 1 2v=V . Thisyildsg 1=v1*1, the sam e relation
as for the large scale Iim it {3 ) where gy 1=V "1 A sinple expression that nterpolates both lim its is given by,

B
G(CI)= A+(17q)1+1 M (7)

N ote how ever that, despite its sim p]Jc:lty expression (7') isonly an interpolation and them ost we can say about G ()
concems its asym ptotic behaviors G4) . . -

The ansatz @ applied only to large-scale excitations, was proposed L. Note that altthough g, is de ned for
discrete volum es, In the 1m it V 1, the values of g for consecutive droplt sizesv ! v+ 1 becom e equally spaced
by g= 2=V . Therefore, n the lim it, V 1, the function g (@) = %g\, becom es a continuous function if expressed in
tem s of the variable g instead of the Integer variable v,

1

= G : 8
9@ = 3¢ @ ®)

A word of caution is in order. A though (:ff) diverges for g= 1, leading apparently to a violation ofthe nom alization
condition (B) forg,, tm ustbe em phasized that no excitation hasg= 1 sothereisamaximum cuto valieq =1 2=V
corresponding to one-spin excitations. For instance, if we insert ('_8) Into the nom alization condition for g(g) we get
in the large V. Im i,

Z o - =
qg=1 2=V B=l B

A
= | = .
. 9@da= 11 ————+ 7057 ) 1 ©)

Inplying 0 as expected since otherw ise the nom alization would not be possbl in the largeV lmi. The

divergent term (g ! 1) in (23) show s that or ; > 0 onespin excitations are the m ost large in num ber am ong the

whole spectrum of sizes. In fact, from 62!), g@)’” o@ gW=2)’ 1=V *!, so the m aprity of excitations have a
nite size. H owever the average excitation size
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divergesin theV ! 1 Im it and di ers from the typicalexcitation volum e vy, O (1). Relation :_(i_d)) provides a way
to m easure the exponent ; altemative to the use of the scaling behavior {_4) .

B .The lowest droplet exponent

T he analysis of the gap distrdbution B, €) goes along the sam e lines aswe did for the distrdbution g, but w ith one
In portant di erence. A s the gap E describes the lowest am ong all possible excitation energies, it has to scale in the
sam e way for alldroplet sizes independently on their size (@nd, in particular, whether these are nie-size or large scale
droplets). T his statem ent refers to a scenario which hereafter we w ill call \the random energy-size droplet scenario"
RESD scenario) to speci cally indicate that the distribution of the low est energies of droplets is independent of their
size. M athem atically i can be expressed as,

B,E)=PE) ; 8v: a1

In addition, we follow the standard dropletm odeland assum e that the spectrum is gapless and de ned by an exponent
1 which describbes the characteristic energy of the lowest droplets whatever their size or overlap g w ith the ground
state. Ifthe scaling function PAv (E ) is Independent ofv it ollow s In m ediately that the non-conditioned or size-averaged
gap probability distribbution
X X
PE)= gB,E)= gPE)=FE) 12)

v 1 v 1

where we used {_1-1:) and the nom alization condition (:3) for g, . From now on, if not stated otherw ise, we w illalways
refer to the sizeaveraged probability distrbbution P (E ) w ith the clear understanding that it coincides w ith any ofthe
conditioned distributions PAV E ). A s the goectrum of low est excitations is gapless, the nom alized distribution P E )
has the follow ing scaling behavior,

1 E
P
Lt L:

PE)= 13)
W e stress that the exponent ; is com pletely di erent from the standard themm al exponent (see next section) as
they descrbe totally di erent excitations. T he them alexponent describes the energy-length relation for droplets
typically excited at nite tem peratures w hile the lowest energy exponent ; describes the droplts that are separated
by the an allest gap respectively to the ground state, so that, in general, ;

W e will argue below in Sec. :!:_F_-C_: that 1= d for a generic class of spin—glass system s w ith coupling distributions
wih nie weight at zero gap. In addition, this relation w ill provide an altemative Interpretation of the lower critical
din ension in term s ofthe exponent ; introduced in Sec:!-Z[_:A_: describing the properties of the spectrum of sizes of the
low est droplets.

C .The standard therm al exponent

Now wewant to show how the exponents ; and ; combine to give the usualscaling exponent describing the energy
cost of typical them al excitations in droplet theory. T here are severalways to show this result. For sin plicity, here
we exem plify this relation by analyzing the low -T behavior of the second mom ent of the soin-glass order param eter
at the order Iinear in T by keeping only the rst excitation. Ifqe ; 4 = Vi ; i i denotes the overlap between two
replicas (ie. con gurationsofdi erent system sw ith the sam e realization of quenched disorder), then the expectation
va]ue@. can be w ritten as ﬁ)]JowsU,

x %1

EP WE)WE vsed — 14)

< > =1
T 0 2T

2
V2
v
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where P (v;E ) is given by @).A low-tem perature expansion of C_l-l_i)'-ll:'"g up to lnear order n T yields,
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w hich show s that the lading behavior is determ ined by both g, and the density of states at zero gap PAP 0). In the
standard droplet m odel, it is generally assum ed that typical low energy droplets have an average size v = v Vv \Y
of the order of the system size (such as those generated by DW perturbation) and nie weight at zero gap By )
1=L., where is the them al exponent. In principle, a single exponent describes the scaling behavior of typical
large—scale droplkts with volum e v / V and detem ines the zero-tem perature critical behavior. A s these lJargescale
droplts are typical they occur wih nite (therefore Independent of V) probability gy O (1) while an all scale
droplets are sin ply irrelevant g, o @) 0. Thisyields,

_ T
<Er=1 e 16)

where ¢ is a non-universal sti ness constant related to the particular m odel. O ne of the m ost relevant results from

the ansatz @) is that both am alland large scale excitations contrbute to low -tem perature properties. In general, ket
us consider any expression (such as CZ[E: ) Involving a sum over allpossible volum e excitations. Rest_t:'ctjng the sum to
the largescale droplkts (v=V  nite) the net contrdbution to such sum Jspropori:onalto V gv Pv ©)/ L 91 ()
(where P is the scaling function appearing in @3)) Com ing back to @5) and using (-4.) and (_13 w e note that both
an all and large-scale excitations yield a contrdbution to (_lf:) of the sam e order and given by,

_— T

< q2 > =1 Cim ; a7
where ¢; is another constant (di erent from the constant c appearing in 616)) Identifying both relations C_l-é
Cli ) we obtah the general relation,

= 1+d: (18)

T his relation show show the value of can be com puted from ; and ;. Through the study ofa speci c exam ple, we
w ill see later that the exponents ; and ; have strong nitevolum e corrections arising from the corrections present
In the statistics of the extrem e values. H owever, we w ill present altermative routes to overcom e this dependence and
provide an accurate estim ate of .

Now we com eback to the aforem entioned argum ent at the end ofSec.:f_[-B_: clain ing that in the largevolum e lim it ;
m ust converge to the valuie d in the case of coupling distributionsw ith nite gap at zero coupling. T he details ofthe
argum ent are shown In appendix :_A-: . The argum ent has tw o parts. F irst, i is proved that one-goin excitations provide
an upperbound forthe LDE ;. Then it isargued that this upperbound holds also forany nite-size excitations (such
as two-spIn clusters, three-spin clusters, and so on). W e w ill see below how this result is supported by the num erical
analysis of the data. Let us also note that this resul, in a RESD scenario (see Sec. :]IBI can be linked to the lnear
dependence of the speci c at low tem peratures, a result w idely acospted, but that hasbeen revisited recently in q to
show that it has strong FVC due to the system atic FVC present In the value of ;. Inserting ;= d, :_(l_é) becom es,

=d(; 1): 19)

T his relation provides a way to distinguish the lower critical din ension dieq in tem s of the average size distribution
ofthe lowest droplets. A ccording to {_1(_]) the relation ;(diq) = 1 distinguishes a regin e w here the average size of the
low est droplet grow s w ith the volum e of the system to a regin e where the average size of the lowest droplet is nie,

d<d1cd:Jinlx7(V)=l ;i 1<1;, <0 (20)
v
d> dlcd:]jm1 vv)y=0@) ; 1>1; >0: (21)
V!
Themargihalcase ;= 1; = 0 is specially interesting as the average size ¥ could be nie or diverge w ith the size

but slower than a power law . This scenario corresoonds to the m ean— eld behavior as replica-sym m etry is broken
in both the standard RSB? or in the TN T (standing for trivialnon trivial) scenarios. T herefore, the study of the
size spectrum of the lowest excitations In spin glasses can be very usefulto nd out the correct value of the therm al
exponent in m odels without a niteT transition (such as the 2d G ISG) as well as establishing the correct low -T

soenario in models wih a nieT transition. In the next section we apply all these ideas to evaliate the them al
exponent for the 2d G ISG .



IIT.STATISTICS OF THE LOW EST ENERGY DROPLETS IN THE 2D G ISG

Severalnum ericalw orkshave recently searched for low -lying excitations in spin glasses using heuristic algorithm 43.
But, to our know ledge, no study has ever presented exact results about the statistics of low est excitations. W e have
exactly com puted ground states and low est excitations in two-din ensionalG aussian spin glasses de ned by

H = Jijy 1 57 @2)

i< j

where the ; arethe spins ( 1) and the Jiy are quenched random variables extracted from a G aussian distridbution of
zerom ean and uni variance. T hese have been com puted by using a transferm atrix m ethod w orking in the soin basis.
R epresenting each spins state by a weight and a graduation in the energy we can build explicitly the ground state by
keeping the largest energy and, by subsequent iteration, the rst excitation and so on (see A ppendix }:3-: for the details
on how we com pute these quantities). T he continuous values for the couplings assures that there is no accidental
degeneracy In the system (apart from the trivial tin ereversal symmetry ! ). Calculations have been done In
system sw ith free boundary conditions in both directions FF'), periodic boundary conditions in both directions PP)
and free boundary conditions in one direction but periodic in the other FP).In allcaseswe nd the sam e qualitative
and quantitative results indicating that we are seeing the correct critical behavior.

W e have found ground states and lowest droplts for system s ranging from L = 4 up to L = 11 r PP and
up to L = 16 ©rFP and FF. The number of sam ples is very large, typically 10° for all sizes. The large number
of sam ples assures us that m any sam ples have lJargescale droplets as rst excitations. This provides us w ith good
statistics to properly analyze the sector of large-scale excitations. T he Jarge num ber of sam ples requires a big am ount
of com putational tin e so that calculationswere done n a PC cluster during severalm onths. For each sam ple we have
evaluated the volum e of the excitation v (and hence the overlap g= 1  2v=V between the ground state and the rst
excitation) and the gap E . From these quantities we can construct the g, and the PAV E).
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FIG.1l. g versus1l g for the PP (keft panel) and FF case (right panel) for di erent lattice sizesL. = 5 11 PP) and
L=6-16 (FF) from top to bottom . In both insets we plot the scaling function g(@V versusl gwih = 0:7.

In Fjg.-r_]: we show g(Q) = %gv as function ofqg fordi erent sizesin thePP and FF cases. W e can clearly see that there
are exciations of all possible sizes but, as discussed In the paragraph follow ing 6'_9), the typical ones which dom inate
by far are singlke soin exciations. To have a rough idea of the num ber of rare sam ples giving large scale exciations
ket us say that nearly half of the total num ber of sam ples have one-spin lowest excitations, whereas less than 10%
of the sam ples have lowest excitations w ith overlap g in the range 0 05. This disparity Increases system atically
w ith size. For the lattice sizes explored the typical num ber of large-scale droplets is .n the range 10? 16 which is,
Indeed, quite good to have a good sam pling of the sector corregoonding to large scale excitations. A detailed analysis
of the shape of g, reveals that it hasa at tail or largescale excitations and a power-law divergence for nite-size
excitations. The g, can be excellently tted by the interpolating form ula (:j,@)),
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g =

A sshown in the Insets ofF jg.-';' a good collapse ofthe scaling finction iscbtained w ith the e ectiveexponent § ' 077
forboth PP and FF cases. W e also plot the line resulting from the tof (2-.}') w ith num erical data w ith the follow ing
values orA and B : PPBC:A = 155@3) and B = 0:777(3); FFBC:A = 202(3) and B = 0:85(1). Note that the tis
excellent and ishardly distinguishable from the points. The value of ; is com patible w ith the one cbtained by tting
the average size w ith the expression l_lQ') w ith the addition of a constant term to account for the sm all-v behavior,
¥=Ci1+ C,V! . The same exponent 1 can be estin ated by m easuring the ratio g V=2)=g(1) D;+ D,V !
In both caseswe get an e ective exponent ¢ = 0:70(5) asbest tting value.

However these di erent estim ates of ; are strongly a ected by nite<wolum e corrections EFVC).To evidence them
we have estin ated an e ective L dependent ¢ (L) exponent by relating the average excitation size at consecutive
sizes and using relation C_l-C_i),

1 bg V(L(IJ:>1)
=1 —— %, 4)

L

n Fjg.:_Z weshow § (L) intherangeL = 4 11 forthePP case. A swe can appreciate there is a system atic increase
of the e ective exponent as we go to large volum e sizes w thout any tendency to saturate. T his proves that FVC in

ourm easurem ents are stillbig and the estin ate § used to collapse the data In Fjg.-_]: is still ar from the asym ptotic
exact value.
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FIG .2. E ective owest dropkt exponent | versusL for the PP case, com puted using logarithm ic derivatives.

A fter having discussed the g, we Jum p now to discuss the scaling behavior of the energy gap distribution PAv E)
and is averageP E ). In Fjg.rﬁ weshow P E) maih gureand inseta) and PAv E) (nsetb) forthe PP case. Sin ilar
resultsare obtained forthe FF and FP cases. Q uite rem arkably, aswas already anticipated in {_1-1:), the RESD scenario
holds as the distrbution B, € ) does not depend on the size v of the excitation (see nset b in Fig. :3), hence both
large and nite-size excitations are described by the sam e gap distrbution.

In them ain gurewe can seehow thew idth ofdistribution P € ) progressively shrinksto 0 asL increases. M oreover,
the P E ) has an exponential shape. This is shown in the inset a) ofF ig. 3 whereweplotP E ) in log—norm alscale.
N onetheless, a detailed exam ination ofthe tails ofP £ ) reveals som e deviations from lneariy. In Sec. IV I we discuss
the origin of these deviations. W e anticipate, though, that they are > consequence of the strong FVC in the range of
sizes Investigated. In that inset we also verify the scaling ansatz €13) by show ing the best data collapse or P € )
obtained w ith an e ective exponent § ’_ 1:7(@1). This isvery far from the expected valle 1= 2 discussed in the
preceding Sec. :]:[Cn and In the A ppendix :A' A calculation ofthem om entsofP €& ) C13 fordi erent values of L show s
that there are also strong sub-dom inant corrections to the leading scaling (:_133) that result In corrections as large as
the ones a ecting the exponent ;.
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N ote that the distrbution is independent of the size of the excitation.

Again, to m anifest the m agniude of FVC In ; we have evaluated E (L), the »st moment of B E ), obtained by
averaging the lowest gap over all possible droplet sizes for di erent lattice sizes in the range L = 4 11. W e have
estin ated an e ective L dependent exponent by m eans of the follow ing expression,

E L+1)
bg E (L)

I (L)=fi (25)
log L+1

L

T he resuls are shown in Fjg.-'_4 forthe PP case. Again, as for i (seeFjg.:_j), w e cbserve that the estim ated value for
{ system atically changes w ith size show ing that, for the sizes we have explored, we are still far from the asym ptotic

regin e.

FIG .4. E ective dropkt exponent [ versusL forthe PPBC case, com puted using logarithm ic derivatives (see text).

W e can sum m arize the resuls of this section saying that both lowest droplet exponents (LDEs) ; and ; display
strong system atic nitevolum e corrections EFVC).In principle, w thout fiurther elaboration, i is di cult to give an
accurate estin ate for the them alexponent using {_l-g') . An altemative estin ate fqrthe exponent could be de ned
from the analysis of the fraction of large-scale excitationswih g 1=2,f (g l=2’$4, w hich is given by
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where we haveused ;= d .(-1‘9) A Ythough .(26) yields estin ates or , agaJn these are a ected by strong nie-
volum e corrections. In the range of s:tzes st:ud:ed In this paper, and using (,’26 weget 0:6 quite far from the
asym ptotic value reported later in Secs. -IV- and-V' How can we go further and estin ate in a saferway? In the next
tw o sections we shall answer this question.

IV.A GOOD ESTIM ATE OF THE LOW EST DROPLET EXPONENTS

An interesting aspect of the e ective L -dependent exponents shown in Figs. ?.' and E]: is that, whik their FVC are
large, their corrections are of opposie sjgn_. W hile § (L) increaseswith L, { (L) decreases. A s they have to be
added to get according to the relation QS‘) their nitevolum e corrections cancel out to a certain degree. Ifwe

com bine the two estin ates for the best datﬁ; collapse given In the previous section ( i = 0:70 (), f 4 1:7@Q))

we obtain / 03 (@) which isvery close to the DW value J_n average. H ow ever, this estin ate is too_pess:'m istic. A
better route would be to use the two LDE s estin ated from {24),{5) and adding them according to (18)
cfEL)= $ @W+ds @) : @27)

InF jg."gJ (left panel) we show the valie of obtained in thisway. Note that the value of the them alexponent has
negligbble FVC but relatively large statistical uctuationswih L.

A better, abeit related, way to estin ate is the follow ing. Instead of independently nding out ; and ; we look
for an estim ator which depends on the appropriate com bination of the two exponents = 1+ d ;. The sinplest
quantity which satis es this requirem ents is given by the com bination,

E L)
L)

SinceE (L)’ L 'andv@)’ LA¢ usmg )] we dbtain A (L) L . To estin ate the value of we llow two
di erent routes: 1)Weuse (25) by J:ep]acmg T L oc @ andE @) ! A @L). By de nition, this procedure gives
exactly the estim ate C27 shown in the kft panel n Fig. -5 2) A more stable estin ate can be obtained from a t of
A (L) versus L, wih data in the range [L; maxl= 11] (for the PPBC case). This is shown in the left panel of
Fjg.:lﬂ together w ith the previous estin ate @-]‘) and also in the right panelofFjg.:_S but there com pared w ith the
e ective exponent py obtaned from dom ain-wallcalculations. O ur best value for is

A@L)=1.¢ (28)

= 046Q): (29)
T his value is very close to the nitetem perature M onte Carlp or transfer m atrix) estinates rg = 048 (15H but
certainly an aller than the dom ainwallvaluie py = 028%%¢. Our estin ate for is com patble with the other

possble value 1y obtained by other m ethods as discussed In Sec. :_i but is certainly inconsistent w ith the value
obtained w ith otherm ethods w ith resuls closer to the DW estim ate.

-0.4 -0.25 i I ‘
-0.42|~ B E ,/k/:\f/\{ E
r 1 -03 N
0441 - r ]
-0.46 - 4 -035 ]
o | ] = [ 1
-0.48 |~ h [ 1
- 1 -04f 8
0.5 h L 1
-0.52 |~ ff ff 4 045 b =
| G-osum Ge d)\le ] r '\fax—x/*{ i
054 oo fit A( ) in [L L = 1] — L ]
| | I | I | | I | —-0.5 | | | 1
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 4 6 8 10
L

L -
FIG.5. Exponent fOrthePPBC case. Left plot: . exponent versus L obtained from two m ethods. M ethod 1: using 27).
M ethod 2: using the m ore stable estin ate tting @8-;) over a given range of L values (see text). R ight plot: D om ain-wall
exponent (top) and exponent (pottom ) estin ated by the second m ethod as explained in the text and plotted as a function of
L.
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A llthese estim ates strongly support the nequality = ¢ < pw . However, ongcannot exclude a situation where
the present tendency ofthe data getsmodied and ! py iIn the largel lim 29, W e have already explained in
Sec. :E[Cn that 1must converge to 2 in the large volum e lim it in plying the relation :£1_9) . Introducing our estin ate
C29 (l9 we get,

1= 0:7700) : (30)

A oonvmcmg proof of the correctness of the values C_Z-Q';%-_') requires proving that the estim ate {_2-4) converges to the

valie BO) when L ! 1 . In the next section we present an aspectratio analysis to evidence that the estin ates
C29 BO) are correct in the large L Iin it.

V.ASPECTRATIO ANALYSISOF THE LOW EST DROPLET EXPONENTS

In this section, we present som e additional data obtained via an aspect—ratio analysis ARA ). This analysis has
been proved to be very usefil to extract the value of the dqm ain-wallexponent py by generating dom ain walls in
rectangular latticesM L with di erent aspect ratiosM =I24%%. It has been ©und that, in the lin i of large aspect
ratio, the value of py for Gaussian spin glasses is lJargely independent of the boundary conditions. W e have seen
In Sec. -]Ii that our m easurem ents on squared lattices of size L L m ix snall excitations with large ones so one
does not have a clarcut separation in the statistical distrdbution between the two di erent regin es v O (1) and
v=V O (1). Ourm an m otivation here is to show that, by hvestigating large aspect-ratios, we can separate these
two di erent scaling regines. W em ade ourm easurem entson systemsofsize L. M ,withM = LR >> L whereR
ranges from 1 up to 10. W e have investigated di erent types of boundary conditions: periodic boundary conditions
n both directions PPBC) and periodic boundary condiions in the L direction w ith free boundary conditions in the
M direction @PBC).

I Fig. (@), we display the data rg(g) versus1 g 8) rthe FPBC case orL = 8andR = 1;5 and 10. O ne can
clearly see that the behayjor pfthe distrbution g (q) drastically changesasone increasesR . Indeed, asw e have already
seen In Sec. :1];'[ and in G (;3:) forR = 1 it isvery di cul to separate the region of an all excitations (a scaling

region wih g(q) ’ m) fnom the one of large excitations (a constant g-independent contribution g(q) ’ vl <)

Them ain advantage of sesparating these tw o regions is that one can t directly each ofthem . Thisyields two separate
measuram ents ofthe LDE ) in addition to the estim ate (ld) obtained from the L dependence of the average size of
the excitations.

100 F~  FPBC,L=8,R=1 — — -

f R=10 -------- ]
10 |
o
R
TF

0.1 I IIIIII I I I IIIIII ‘\A*I\z‘w:-u,lv-wl -Inl~ll

0.01 0.1 1

1-q

FIG.6.g(Q) versusl qgfortheFPBC forR = 1;5 and 10 and forL. = 8.
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InFig. @'j), weshow g(@) versusl gfrR = 10 forvarious linearsizesl and forthe PPBC case. T hese distrdbutions
have been obtained by running a large num ber of sam ples ranging from 10 m illion of samples for L = 4 down to 5
m illion for the largest size L = 9. W e have also inserted in the gure two vertical lines which indicate the Im is for
the range of values we have chosen for the tsofthe scaling behavior ofthe nite-size excitation sector @ g  0:07)
and for the constant contribution corresponding to large scale excitations (I g  025). W e have chosen these values
for the follow ing reasons. F irst, as one can clearly see n Figs. (E;j), the scaling region for sm all excitations survives
up to excitation sizesv / L L. This size provides a threshold valie for the overlap q, below which the sinpl

scaling g(q) © =+ does not hold anym ore,

\Y% RL? R G1)
An second, there is a crossover region around q’ ¢y, . A carefil ook at Fig. (::/.) show s that the scaling region for
an allexcitationsendsaround 1 g’ 0:07. At this value, one observes a change of the slope of the curves just before
entering the regin e of large excitations where g (g) becom es g Independent. For1l g 025, the curves are rather
constant and the result ofa t does not depend much on the choice 1 g= 025. This second threshold valie is
Indicated as the rightm ost verticalbar in F ig. (:j.) .

i PPBC, L=4 —— ]
10 E_ |_=6 ”””” _E
: L=7 o :
T 1E =
= E :
0.1 3 ‘ E
001 Lot v v i
0.01 0.1 1

1-q

FIG.7.g(@ versusl qforthePPBC case orR = 10.

In Fig. ('_8), we show the estin ated values of e ective lowest droplet exponent § obtained in three di erent ways.
The rst estin ate hasbeen obtained by averaging the volum e of all excitations for di erent lattice sizes as explained
n Sec.@:l-;t and then taking a logarithm ic derivative, see C_Z-é_f) . The second estin ate hasbeen obtained by considering
the large excitation sector (1 g 025) and is L ;R dependence:

g@’ RL?*) *: 32)

Averaging the exc:ii:atjon volum e w ithin this sector (1 q 025) and using again the corresoonding logarithm ic
derivatives as in {_24_1) yields the second estin ate. T he third estin ate for ; is obtained from a direct t ofg(q) for
anallvaluesofl qg:

g@’ ¢ ot *: 33)

T his third m ethod is iIn fact the m ost direct one since it can be done for each size L. (W hile the other two estin ates
requirea tusingdata from two di erent lattice sizesL and L % . The st conclusion thatwe leam from F ig. @) isthat
the ARA produces a great In provem ent on the estin ated values of the exponent ;. Them ost stable m easurem ent is
the third estin ate obtained by tting the sm alksize spectrum of the excitations. In that case, { isnearly constant
w ith a value that converges to

12



1= 077(@Q) (34)

in excellent agreem ent w ith the result @(_5) of the previous section.

08 rr T 7 rrr 117 T T T T T T

0.65 |~ / -
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4 5 6 7 8 9
L
FIG.8. E ective lowest dropkt exponent { versus L for the PPBC case or R = 10. W e represent the values of ¢
obtained from tting the distrdbution of g(g) for am all excitations (solid line), for large excitations (short dashed line) aswell

as the value obtained by tting the average size of excitations (dotted line).

M oreover, one also cbserves in F ig. ('5) that the two otherestin ated valuesfor { , obtained w ith the rstand second
m ethods, are strongly correlated. T his show sthat nitevolum e corrections, which are expected to a ect the value of
the exponent obtained from the analysis of large-size excitations, does a ect also the value of the exponent ocbtained
by averaging over the whole spectrum . In addition, we also cbserve that the ARA for arge R strongly decreases the
m agnitude of nitevolum e corrections. W hile on a square geom etry, the e ective exponent § obtained from the
average size of excitations took values in the range 052 0:62 (see Fjg.:ﬁ.'Z)), with the ARA, we obtain for the sam e
exponent values In the range 0:64  0:72, which are m uch closer to the expected asym ptotic value 0577 (1) .

-135 T T I T I
d4 b FPBC —— _
145 - PPBC -
15 F 1
-1.55 | 1
£ -6 ’*\ -
o _ ®, .
T 165 L -
1.7 F L F .
175 F L S~
-1.8 " - X
-1.85 | 1
_19 | | | | | | |
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
L
FIG.9. E ective exponent | obtained via a logarithm ic derivative for the PPBC and the FPBC . W e also plot best t
curveswhich convergeto § L ! 1 )= 1:96(6) rthePPBC andto § @ ! 1 )= 2:12(11) ortheFPBC.
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The sam e conclusion holds for the lowest droplet exponent 1. In Fig. @), we show the e ective exponent ¢
obtained by evaliating the logarithm ic derivative as In d25 Note that niewvolim e corrections are much am aller
than w ih the squared lattices and asa result, the value ofthe e ective exponent convergesm uch faster to the expected
valie 2. Usihga toftheform § @)= § 1)+ ESt, onegets { (1)= 196 (6) for the PPBC, the best t
being also represented in F ig. ('g) . In this gure, we also show the sam e exponent obtained for the FPBC, where the
best tyieldsthe asymptoticvalue § (1 )= 2:12(11). In both cases the tting value we obtain for the exponent
is ' 1. Note that the asym ptotic values for § are well com patible w ith our prediction of Sec. :!-I_-C_:, 1= 2 (see

also the heuristic argum ent in A ppendix A!).

VI.FINITE-VOLUME CORRECTIONS (FVC)AND THEIR RELATION TO THE STATISTICS OF
EXTREME VALUES

W hat is the origin of these strong nitevolum e corrections? Intuitively it is not di cul to nd an explanation
for the strong system atic nitevolum e corrections in the lowest droplet exponent ;. A s the word lowest indicates,
these exponents describe the statistical distribution of droplet excitations which are at the tail of the energy gap
distrbbution that includes allpossble high energy levels. A s the volum e ofthe system increasesthere ism ore available
space to nd excitations w ith lower energy gap. T his In plies that there is m ore probability to nd a lowest droplet
w ith an energy am aller than a given threshold valie E . A s this probability system atically increasesw ith L for all
sam ples, § (L) mustbe a decreasing function of L. . This is in agreem ent w ith what we have found. T he behavior of

{ (L) ismoredi cul to establish. By the sam e token, although there ism ore available space for droplets we expect
that di erent droplet sizes increase or decrease their relative probability In a non-trivialway m aking di cul to guess
how the exponent { (L) system atically changesw ith L.

0-4 T { T { T { T { T
L =4 i
— L=5
0.3 — L=7 —
L=8
L L=9 i
= L=9
<02r —[=10 -
L=11
— =12 ]
0.1 —
0O 2 4 6 é 10

FIG .10. Local eld distrbution for di erent lattice sizes with FFBC boundary conditions.

To understand the origin of niewvolum e corrections in the value of ; we have focused our attention on the
behavior of the upper bound exponent :1[ describing the statistics of the lowest one-spin excitations as described
In the Appendix h‘ The gap distrbution corresponding to these excitations can be obtained from the local- eld
distrdbution evaluated at the ground state. W e have num erically com puted this distribution for di erent sizes, the
results are shown in Fig. .l(] A s discussed In the appendix 'A, the local eld distribbution has a nie weight at zero

eld and is a selfaveraging quantity. A s the local eld distrdbution is selfaveraging, the probability distribution for
the lowest one-spin excitations corresponds to the extram e value statistics of the local eld distrbution p; ) where
h stands for the Iocal eld which we assum e to be positive as the gap is given by its absolute value (the subindex 1
is used to stress that this distribution describes energy gaps for one-spin excitations only). If P; (h) stands for the
probability distrdbbution of the sn allest local- elds, then P (h) can be easily related to p; (h) by standard probability
argum ents (see for instance,28). A Though the argum ent is very general, here we apply it to one-spin excitations. For
a given sam ple, the lowest value h is selected as them Inimn um valie am ong all the possble V local eldsh; at each
lattice site. The probability P; () is given by the ©llow ing expression,
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@
Py h)=Vp ) pr h)ah®’ t=  — p 0°)dh’ (35)
h Gh
w hich acoounts for all possible ways the value h coincides w ith the m inin um value obtained am ong all di erent V
Jocal eldsdistributed according to the p; (). T he last dentity show sthat P; (h) is nom alized. T his probability can
be explicitly worked out In the large V 1 i,

@
PiM)= @exp[ Vah)l=Vag hlexp[ Vg h)] : (36)

Up to second order In h the function g; h) is given by,

0 2

P O)+ (@1 0))

91 0) = pr Oh+ =——=———n’: 37)

From {_gé) we Inm ediately leam that the gap distrdbution is an exponentialw ith a sub-leading G aussian correction
whose m agnitude decreases as 1=V . A ctually, plotting P; )=V as function of the scaling variable x = hV one gets,
P1 () PO+ 1 0)°

= gl &®=V)exp xp (0)

\Y% AY ©8)

In the large V lm it gf ®x=V) ! p1(0) and the coe cient in front of the G aussian correction goes asym ptotically to
zero, therefore the distrdbution P, (h) converges to an exponential as expected,

P h)=Vp O)exp Vg O)h (39)

In agreem ent w ith the scaling relation 613) W e can now understand the deviations from the pure exponentialbehavior
discussed In Sec. ']It In the context of the Inset a) shown n Fig. d They are sin ply consequence ofthe niewvolime
corrections of the extrem e values of the gap distrdbution for allenergy levels (and not only one-spin excitationsaswe
are discussing here). So one could in agine to com pute for a given sam pl the rst V energy gaps corresoonding to
the stV excitations. W e also assum e that the resulting distrbution p,; E ) is selfaveraging in the large volum e
Im it (as it is the Jocal- eld distrdbution p; h)). T he lowest energy distrdbbution constructed by taking the m inim um

value ofthe gap E foreach sam pl yields the extrem es distrdbution P,;1 (E ) de ned in (113) (from now on we w ill drop
the subindex alll In Po1(E ) as it coincides with the P (E ) de ned In C13 A Iso the subindex 'all for the p.n E )
w illbe dropped) . Tn fact, the param eters p (0);p°(0) characterizing this distriution can be obtained frgm theP E)’s
shown i Fig.d. To evaliate them , the best way is to analyze the cum ulative distrbution P € ) = El dE%® E9)
which from @5) we can assume tobeP E) = exp[ VgnE)]. Thuswecan tP (E) wih an exponential wih
G aussian correctionsA exp[ Bx C%=2]whose tting param eters are related to p (0) and p°(0). The best tsyild
the Pllow ing valuesp (0) 02 and () = 0:3.

-1.2 T T T T T T T

v=1 FFBC »
17 &4 lowest excitation FFBC -
8y 1 é 1 é 1 110 1 12
L

FIG .1l. E ective dropkt exponent § versusL forthe FFBC case, com puted using logarithm ic derivatives (see text). W e
show the exponent obtained for one-spin excitations (v= 1) in com parison to the one obtained from the whole distribution of

gaps.
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Co m ing back to our original goalwe discuss now the nitevolum e corrections for the estinate § , as shown in
Fi. 4 From the distrdbution C36) descrbing the whole spectrum of excitations we can express the e ective exponent
©5) orL >> 1 as,

S @)= w . (40)
' g L)
T he com putation ofE (L) is quite straightforward as it is given by the sim ple relation,
Z Z
EWL)= EP E)dE = exp VgE) 41)
0 0

w here we have used C_§§) plus an integration by parts. T he integral, up to second order In 1=V yields,

0 2
= 1 p O+ ©0)) ‘o 1 : 42)
Vp (@) V2 p0))3 V3
Thserting this result in Cfl-(_i)we nally get,
. B d p’(0) 1
T @)= d+V 1+ 0 0)? +0 i 43)

This shows that § (L) approaches d from below (s p9(0) is positive) . O n the other hand the m agnitude of the

1
nite<rolum e corrections can be pretty large if o (0?)2 >> 1. For instance, if one takes the resuls obtained from

the analysis of one-spin excitations one getsp; (0) * O-O69;p§ Q)" 125 yJe]dJng (0)))2 ’ 27:which is indeed large.

Inserting these values in @3 we obtain an estim ation for § @ = 12) = 1.65 In good agreem ent w ith num erical
results (see F4ig. g]:
Ifwe Insert the previous estin ated values for the whole spectrum ofexcitations extracted from theP € )’sih Fig. -IJ.

0
we obtain 25>/ 75. From {3) it Dlowsthat § @)’ 2@ 75-V),which orL = 11yeds{ = 187.A1

in all, the m agnitude of the e ective exponent ; is well com patible w ith the reported value § used in the inset a)
n Fi. d orthe PP case. Note that the FVC correctionsto § obtained from the local eld distrdbutions in the FF
case are much larger than FVC corrections in the PP case In agreem ent wih ARA resuls (see Fjg.:-?!). From this
analysis i becom es clear that to signi cantly reduce the m agnitude of the nitevolum e corrections in the value of
(etussay 1’ 1:95), we would need larger volum esbeyond 20  20.

VII.COM PACTNESSOF THE LOW EST ENERGY DROPLETS.

O ne Intriguing question about the droplet excitations concems their topological properties. K awashin a and A ok £¢
have argued that droplet excitations are not com pact. Instead, their volum e has a fractal structure as the num ber of
lattice points Included in the droplet scales w ith its spanning length which is a m easure of the length scale of the
droplet) w ith an exponent am aller (@round 1.80 (2)) than the din ension ofthe system (2).

To answer this question we have com puted the surface, ie. the perin eter P, of all lowest droplets. T he relation
betw een the average perin eter as function ofthe size v of the excitation depends on both the fractaldin ension ofthe
surface or perin eter dg and the volum e d,, of the lowest droplets. ds and d, can be de ned In term s of the spanning
length 1 of the droplet which can be de ned in di erent ways. For exam pl, one could use the gyration radius, the
average distance betw een the sites contained in the cluster, or the m axin um distance am ong the sites of the cluster.
A s the typical length scale of our lowest droplets is anall, 1’ 10, we have not attem pted to estin ate it as this
can strongly depend on the precise de nition of the spanning length. Here, we restrict ourselves to Investigate the
perin etervolum e dependence. In tem s of the spanning length 1 the surface fractal and volum e fractal dim ensions
ds;dy ofthe droplts are de ned as,

|

=

av}
o
»

44)
1w @5)

which com bined give,



ds

P Vo 46)

In Fjg.:_l-%I we show P (v) as a function of v for di erent lattice sizes. A s can be seen, FVC are im portant for large
volum es. H ow ever, there is an enveloping curve that is independent of I for an all volum es and spans a progressively
ncrease range ofvolum es as L. Increases. T his enveloping curve is excellently tted (continuous curve) by the scaling
relation {46) and yields an estin ate,

ds ,

— 7 0:632@) 47)
consistent w ith the results reported by K awashin a and A oki 2—5 = 0:61 (1) obtalned with a compltely di erent
m ethod.
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FIG .12. Perin eter (P ) of the droplet versus its volum e (v). T he solid line corresponds to the t (éa:) with ds=dy, = 0:6322).

VIII.CONCLUSION S

W e have shown that a proper description of low —tem perature properties in two-din ensional G aussian spin glasses
can be done in temm s of the lowest droplet exponents LDEs) ; and ; descrbing the spectrum of lowest excitations.

1 describes the spectrum of sizes of the lowest energy droplets, while ; describes the typical energy cost of these
lowest droplets whatever their size. A ssum Ing that ;=  d one concludes that the LDE ; fully characterizes the
soin—glass phase. A fhough independent num erical estim ates of ; and ; show_ strong nitevolum e corrections, the
them alexponent = ;+ d ; can be wellestin ated giving the resuls CZ9) C_SQ‘

= 046(Q) 1= 0:770(): 48)

unam biguously showing that < py = 0287 (4;2-1 . Our estim ates @-@') have been con m ed via an aspectratio
analysis which provides estin ates much less in uenced by niewvolum e corrections. M oreover, the result ; = 2
(that is beheved to be correct for spin glasses w ith coupling distrbutions w th nite weight at zero coupling, see the
A ppendix !A') hasbeen num erically con m ed by the aspect+atio analysis. To sum up,M d1 illan’s excitations are not
the typical Iow —lying excitations and our approach o ersa new and Independent w ay to estim ate the thermm alexponent

w ithout the need to generate typical low -lying excitations by looking at the new ground state of the system after
perturbing it.

W e think that discrepancieson the value ofthe therm alexponent reported by com paring non-perturative m ethods
(such as nitetem perature transferm atrix calculations and the present lowest droplt analysis) with perturative
m ethods such as dom ain-wall calculations (or perturbations induced by introducing a coupling term in the energy
function that induces a lJarge-scale excitation) are serious enough to be taken as a clear indication that our know ledge
ofthe low -tem perature properties of the 2d G ISG is still nadequate. In this direction we want also to recall the issue
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of m ultifractality and the possibility that di erent exponents could describe the zero-tem perature critical point. Is
this really possble? W ell, to our know ledge no exact result preclides this possibility and, although purely speculative
at the present stage, one should seriously think about it. A together, the present analysis suggests that the excitations
In 2d G ISG are very di erent from the com pact droplets proposed in the context of the droplet m odel. If this were
true, the in plications of the 2d studies in Jarger din ensions could be im portant. T here are m any routes that can be
followed to understand better what is going on and the origin of this discrepancy. Certainly, w ith the outstanding
accuracy of present algorithm s to com pute ground states n 2d, i would be very interesting to revisit again the
analysis of the gtatistics of the large scale excitations generated by in posing a unifomm m agnetic eld. \O d" results
by R iegeret al? give an estin ate r that is com patible w ith our estin ate rather than to the dom ain-wallestin ate.
This would be an Independent check of our values, but using a perturbation m ethod w ith an appropriate neutral
observablk such as the globalm agnetization as has been explained In Sec.:_I'[beﬁ)re @:) .

T he proposed m ethod m ay appear venturesom e as, to our present know ledge, there isno num ericalstudy in the eld
along this line of research. H owever, as explained in Sec.:_i, recent studies on the disordered A nderson m ode]}.z have
revealed that the analysis of the lowest excitation provides a good description of the localized phase. M ore studies
are certainly required to understand better the reliability of the present m ethod to investigate the critical properties
of spin glasses. O ne disadvantage of our approach is that a huge num ber of sam ples is needed to reasonably sample
largescale excitations. However, aswe saw In Sec.:y:, the behavior ofthe g(g) foramnalll g can be extracted w ith
a m odest num ber of sam ples. T he advantage, as has been already stressed In Sec. :E, is that we do not introduce any
extermal perturbation to generate the excitations.

F inally, we want to com m ent on the extension ofthis approach to otherm odels. O foourse, the In m ediate extension
one could think ofisthe 2d J m odel. However, the analysis of this m odel appears quite troublesom e. Thism odel
does not have a continuous gap distrdbution but a discrete one that introduces fiirther com plications. A s the ground
state is not unigue one has to rede ne the full analysis to properly de ne the spectrum of lowest excitations. The
discreteness of variables,cqud have som e unexpected e ects In the present approach as seem s to happen also with
dom ain-wall caloulation232%. It ism ore natural to extend the research to other m odels such as 2d ISG w ith other
continuous coupling distributions w ithout gap (eg. characterized by P (J) Jj oryj! 0),M gdatK adano spin
glasses (where both the ground state and the rst excitation could be feasbly found w ith an appropriate algorithm ),
G aussian soin glassesbeyond d = 2 (W here unfortunately, algorithm sarem uch lesse ective than in 2d asthe ndingof
the ground state becom esa NP com plte problem ) and nally m ean— eld spin-glassm odelsw here the zero tem perature
exponents g known and m aybe the spectrum of low est excitations could be analytically tackled. P relin inary results
in this case®? con m that the present analysis describes pretty well the data for rather an all sizes. W e are pretty
con dent that, in the near future, new results and evidencesw ill nally resolve this Interesting problem .

APPENDIX A:HEURISTIC PROOF OF THE IDENTITY = D

In this appendix we show that ;= d. In what ollow s we do not attem pt to present a rigorous proofbut we
content ourselves to present an heuristic argum ent. T he argum ent has two parts: rst we show that d is an upper
bound, next we show that the upper bound is the exact value. For the upper bound the argum ent is well known
and goes as follow s. C onsider the ground state and allpossble one-spin excitations. B ecause one-goin excitations are
not necessarily the absolute low est ones, the statistics of the lowest one-spin excitations m ust yield an upper bound

I brthevalnie of 3, 1 ;. The statistics of the Iowest one-spin excitations is detem ined by the behavior of
the ground-state local eld distrdbbution pth) n the Imit h ! 0. Ifph) is selfaveraging and p(0) is nie (in the
largevolum e lim i) then the statistics of the low est excitationsm ust be govemed by the exponent :1[ =  d-A lthough
we do not know a precise m athem atical proof of the statem ent that p(0) is nie, i looks quie ntuiiveld. any
short—range system w ith a frustrated ground state and a coupling distrdbbution with nite density at zero coupling, we
m ay expect a nite probability to nd a cage containing a spin coupled to its neighborsby a set of weak bonds which
produce a vanishing net local- eld acting on that spin. T his argum ent should generally hold ford 2. M oreover, as
its nam e indicates, the local- eld distrbution is a localobservable. An argum ent a Ja B rout proves that i should be
selfaveraging as allpossible local eld valies are realized across the whole lattice .“_: . The next part of the argum ent
consists In proving that an identical upper bound is valid by considering excitations w ith size strictly larger than
1 but nie. The upper bound derived for the one-goin excitations m ust necessarily hold for nite-size excitations
beyond one-gpin excitations (for instance two-spins, three—spins and so on) as the gap corresponding to the nite-size

10 urnum erical results in the 2d G ISG con m this conclusion, see Seci_/-_ﬂ
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excitations can always be written as a linear com bination of a nite number of Iocal elds w ith coe cients which
depend on the ground state con guration. It is easy to verify that the aforem entioned properties of the local- eld
distrbution ph) mmply that the new gap distrbution has a nite weight at zero gap and is selfaveraging. This
argum ent how ever cannot be extended to largescale Wih v = V) excitations in a straightforward way because the
distrbbution for the corresponding gap distrdbution corresponds to an In nite sum oftems in theV ! 1 Il it.
However once we argue that ; is an upper bound valid for all nite-size exciations it can be conclided that this
upperbound m ust coincide w ith the exponent ; describing the probability ofthe absolute low est excitations. From sz)
the fraction of large scale excitationsv ! V isgiven by Vgy = vi . In general > 0 so this fraction vanjshes:-_’: n
the In nitevolum e lim it and nite-=size excitations detem ine the resutt ; = d as they dom nate the spectrum of
low est excitations. M oreover, if large-scale excitations yield a di erent value for ; this would im ply that boundary
conditions could a ect the value of the them alexponent. T hat would be quite unusualas this would m ean that the
exponents ofthe T = 0 xed point would depend on the boundary conditions.

APPENDIX B:TRANSFER MATRIX ALGORITHM S

In this appendix, wew illbrie y explain how we determ ine the ground state and the st excied state. W ew illwork
on a square lattice of size . L. The energy associate to a con guration of spins S (i;j) wih a xed con guration of
disorder J* (1;3) and JY (;Jj) is

X X X X
E = J* @IS @Is d+ 1;9) + JY(H3)s s i+ 1) ®B1)
i=1;L 13=1;L i=1;L 3=1;L. 1
X
+B; J*@L;3)S @©;3)s ;3 + B J¥ ({L)S (L)S (171) 5
j=1;L i=1,L

whereB; and B, correspond to the choice ofboundary conditions. H erewew illconsider three cases : P eriodic-P eriodic
boundary conditions PPBC) wih B; = B, = 1; FreePeriodic boundary conditions FPBC) wih B; = 1;B, = 0
(orequivalently B; = 0;B, = 1) and Freefree boundary condiions FFBC)B; = B, = 0. W ew illonly consider the
case with a G aussian distribution of the bond disorder J*;JY. To detemm ine the ground state and the st excited
states, we proceed as follow : we start by associating a weight for each con gurations of spins in the rst row of the
lattice S (1;1);S (1;2); ;S (L;L):
X
W (S (1;1);S (1;2); 7S (1;L))»LIBL;L)S (1;L)S (1;1) + J¥ (1;1)S 1;DS 1;i+ 1) = B2)
i=1;L 1

N ext, we start terating the transfer m atrix using a sparse-m atrix factorizationSi. The rst iteration gives
WS L;2); ;S 1;L);S ;1)) = ayax U (1;1)S (L;1)S ;1) + W (S (1;1); 7S (L;L))] - B 3)
Since we are also Interested in the st excited state, we de ne the second largest weight:
W (S (1;2); 7S (L;L);S ;1) =gmin U* (1;1)S (L; 1S ;1) + W (S (1;1); 7S (L;L))] : ®B4)
In the ollow ing, we w illuse the sin pli ed notation
W 3 W S &) iS (FL);S i+ 1;1); iS@E+ 1;3 1) :

Thus egs. (B 3B 4) becom e

Wl (1;2) = m axg q;1) U*@;1)s @;1)s ;1)+ W (1;1)] B6)

and
W2 (1;2) = ming o) U* ;1S G;DS ;1) + W (1;1)] ®7)
2This fractions is nite only in d= 1 where = 0. But this case is trivial as the surface of large scale droplets in d= 1 only

contains a nite num ber of broken bonds.
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At the next iteration, the num bers of possible weight w ill again be m ultiplied by two but we willkeep only the two

largest ones de ned as

W(A;3) = maxs ap JF1;2)S 1;2)S 2;2)+ JY 2;1)S 2;1)S (2;2)+ W T (1;2)

W % (1;3) = max u ing ¢ ,5) 0% (1;2)S (1;2)S ;2) + J¥ (2;1)S 2;1)S (2;2)+ W * (1;2)];
m axg 12 UF (1;2)S (1;2)S 2;2) + J¥ 2;1)S (2;1)S 2;2) + W ? (1;2))) :

T he general tteration relations are

WiEGy)=maxsg; H 0 @I DS @I 1S G+ ;3 1)
+JY @A+ 1;5 2)SA+ 1;7 2)S@E+ 1;3 L+ W @3 1))

W i) =maxming o5 1 0* &3 DS &I 1S @+ 1;3 1)
+JY A+ 1;5 0 2)S @+ 1;3 2)SE+ 1;3 D+W &3 D)%
maxs gy U @I DS @I 1S E+ ;5 1)

+JY A+ 1;3 2)S@A+ 1;3 2)s@d+ 1;3 L+ W& 1)) :

In addition, each tin e that we end the construction ofa new row, wemust add the boundary tem

W@ ! W@+ BodY GL)S LIS D) ;W A1) ! W 2 E1) + BoJdY (HL)S (HL)S (1) ¢

B8)

®9)

B10)

B11)

B12)

W e stillhave to take In account the boundary condition corresponding to B . The two type ofboundary conditions

(' ree or P eriodic) have to be considered separately :

Free boundary condiion, B = 0 : In that case, we ierate up to the construction of the weights associated

to the con gurations of the spins S (L;1); ;S L;L). The energy of the ground statg 8 then sin ply the
maxinum am ong allthe weightsW * (L;1):
Eo=maXesoay; sl @1 B13)
Wecllfs? @;1); 9 (I;8L)g the con guration of spins on the last row for the ground state. T he energy of
the st excited state is the second largest weight among W * (L;1) and W 2 @ ;1):
E1=maxaxss o) sepgema; mzeW  CiDImaxes wa); sy’ ©DI: B14)
Periodic boundary case, B = 1 : We st choose one con guration of spins on the 1rst row
si@;1);8%@;2); $(15%). The weight of this con guration is de ned as n (82). The weight of all the

other con gurations of spins on this rst row are xed to an arbitrary large negative num ber. N ext we fterate
the transfer m atrix as describbed above, up to the construction of the weights W * (L;1) and W 2 (L;1). Finally,
w e iterate one additional row , w ith bonds J* (L.;1) and JY (L + 1;1) = 0. Next, we store the two weights W I and

W 2 associated to the initial spins con guration S*(1;1);51(@1;2); $(153.). W e denote these two weihts by
wleta;1);5t@;2); L13)) ®15)
WlEe @+ 1;1)=s"1;1);S @+ 1;2) = s1@;2); ;S L+ L;L)4E4))
W 2eta;1);80@;2); L1;8)) ®B16)
W26 @+ 1;1)=s';1);S @+ 1;2) = ST(@1;2); ;S L+ LLMEA)) :

T he energy of the ground state is them axinum on allthe W ?*:

Eo=MaXesiqn); ‘mo)gW 6 1;1);571;2); e=ANP ®17)

and we denote by S° (1;1); (;4.) the con guration of spins on the rst row fr the ground state. The
energy ofthe rst excited state is the second largest weight among W * (L;1) and W 2 (L;1):
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; ifEL)ge £50 (1;1);  0m)g W Leta;1);st@;2); YapE % B18)
smig W 261 1;1);51152); =R ®19)

E; = maxaxegsia;)

M aXegi(1;1);
T he construction of the ground state and of the rst excited state is much m ore costly In com puting tin e

for the periodic case, since we have to repeat 2F tines the iterations, one time for each con guration
S*(1;1);57(1;2); (1),

So far, we have only describbed how to com pute the value of the energies associated to the ground state and the rst
excited state. Since we also want to determ ne the spins con gurations for these two states, we have to store, at each
feration of the transfer m atrix, the value of the spin on which one sum s, as well as the value of the previous spins.
Thus, oreach 2* weightsW ' (4;j 1), we have to store the con guration

Cs ;5 1); s a1 2 ©@;1); 7S (L;L);s 2;1); iSWI 2)):
At the next iteration, we w illbuild the weight W ! (i;j) w ith the corresponding con guration
Cs ;9); s+ D Cswy 1) sar15 &30 1) B21)

wih S ({;j 1) the value of the spin which corresponds to the m axinum in 'QE-%_i_b) . From this construction, one have
access to the spins con gurations of the ground state and the rst excited state.

F inally, one should also add that this construction can be easily extended to the second excited state, etc. A fter
@:ﬂ), one can easily de ne a third weight which would be associated to the second excited state, and so on.
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