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W e study dom ain wallenergies oftwo dim ensionalspin glasses. The scaling ofthese energies

dependson them odel’sdistribution ofquenched random couplings,fallingintothreedi�erentclasses.

The �rstclassisassociated with the exponent� � � 0:28,the othertwo classes have � = 0,ascan

bejusti�ed theoretically.In contrastto previousclaim swe �nd that� = 0 doesnotindicate d = d
c
l

butratherd � d
c
l,where d

c
l isthe lowercriticaldim ension.

PACS num bers:75.10.N r,75.40.M g,02.60.Pn

Spin glasses[1]exhibitm anysubtlephenom enasuch as
diverging non-linearsusceptibilities,aging and m em ory,
m aking ita realchallengeto understand thesem aterials.
In spite ofm uch work,there is stillno consensus even
on the nature ofthe frozen order in equilibrium . M ore
surprising still, the case of two dim ensions also is not
com pletely understood. In particular,the scaling ofthe
sti� ness,a cornerstone ofspin glass theory,is di� erent
when the spin-spin couplings are ofthe form Jij = � 1
com pared to when they havea G aussian distribution [2].
This has been con� rm ed since using m ore powerfulnu-
m ericaltechniques [3,4],and in fact it was interpreted
in [4]asa lack ofuniversality,butthisisunexpected and
unexplained.Herewesolvethispuzzle:we� nd thatdif-
ferent types ofquenched disorder lead to three distinct
behaviors. In particular,we m otivate why the class of
m odelsthatincludesthecaseJij = � 1givesforthesti� -
nessexponent� = 0,and weexplain what� tellsusabout
the lowercriticaldim ension.
The m odel, its properties and our m ethods | The

m odelconsists of N = L2 Ising spins Si = � 1 on a
sim plesquarelatticewith periodicboundary conditions.
The Ham iltonian is

H � �
X

hiji

SiJijSj; (1)

where the sum runs over allpairs ofnearest neighbors
hijiand theJij arethequenched random spin-spin cou-
plings. W e shallconsiderdi� erentdistributionsofthese
couplings,allofwhich aresym m etricalaboutJ = 0.W e
begin with continuousdistributions;m ostcom m on isthe
one where the Jij are G aussian random variables with
zero m ean and unit variance. After that we investigate
discrete distributions;the m ostcom m on distribution of
thistype hasJij = � 1 with equalprobability.
An im portantfeatureofspin glassordering isthespin

glass sti� ness; the corresponding exponent � describes
how excitation free energies scale with the associated
length scale. The standard way to m easure this expo-
nentisvia the change in the system ’sfree energy when

goingfrom periodictoanti-periodicboundaryconditions.
AtT = 0 thisreducesto m easuring the di� erence

�E = E
(P )

0
� E

(A P )

0
; (2)

where E (P )

0
and E (A P )

0
are the ground state energiesfor

the system with respectively periodic and anti-periodic
boundary conditions say in the x direction. W e are in-
terested in the probability distribution of�E when con-
sidering an ensem ble ofJij and in the scaling law ofits
standard deviation � E :

� E �
L ! 1

L
�
: (3)

M easurem entsof� in two dim ensionalspin glasses(see
for instance [2]) give � � � 0:28. However, for the
Jij = � 1 distribution,Hartm ann and Young [4]recently
showed that � E rem ains ofO (1) for increasing L,im -
plying thatin thiscase� � 0.In dim ension d abovethe
lowercriticaldim ension dc

l
we have� > 0 and spin glass

ordering is stable against therm al
 uctuations. O n the
contrary,when � < 0,therm al
 uctuationspreventspin
glassordering.Becauseofthis,theauthorsof[4]conjec-
tured thatdc

l
= 2 forthe Jij = � 1 m odel. W e shallsee

that dcl should be identi� ed with the highestvalue ofd
where � � 0,and so in factdc

l
� 2:5 as believed before

the study in [4].
In thiswork weaddressthesequestionsby � rstdeter-

m ining num erically thepropertiesofP (�E )and then by
using the realspace renorm alization group picture. For
the � rstpart,we com pute the ground statesofoursys-
tem s using a heuristic algorithm [5]. In practice,when
the lattice is not too large (L � 80),the algorithm re-
turns the ground state with a high levelofcon� dence
forallofthedistributionsweshallconsiderin thiswork.
Theproblem isto reduceenough thestatisticalerrors;in
practiceweused a few tensofthousandsofsam plesata
few valuesofL foreach case.
Class 1: \continuous" distributions | W e � rst fo-

cuson distributionsP (J)thatincludea continuouspart
(weshallseelaterthatthisclassincludescertain discrete
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distributionsalso).W hen L issu� ciently large,�E can
then takeon arbitrary values.The valueof� forcontin-
uous distributions is wellknown only for G aussian Jij;
in factwe are awareofno testsofuniversality in d = 2,
though thestandard loreisthatboth � and theshapeof
P (�E )areuniversal[2].
In a � rstseriesofrunsweobtained P (�E )and � E for

the m odelwith G aussian couplings. Then we m oved on
to a continuousyet singularprobability density P (Jij):
P (Jij = J) = f P1(J)+ (1 � f) P2(J), where P1(J)

� [e
(J � 1)

2

2 + e
(J + 1)

2

2 ]=
p
8�,P2(J)� [�(J� 1)+ �(J+ 1)]=2,

and f isam easureoftheheightofthedistribution atJ �

0.W ereferto thisP (Jij)asthebroadened bim odal(BB)
distribution since itreducesto theJij = � 1 distribution
when f = 0.
In Fig. 1 we show � E as a function of L when

P (Jij)is:(1)a G aussian ofzero m ean and unitvariance
(G AU SS data);(2) the BB distribution,with f = 0:1
(B B 0:1 data);(3) asin (2)but with f = 0:2 (B B 0:2
data); (4) G aussian but with the part in the interval
[� 0:5;0:5]forced to be 0 (H O LE data). Note thatthis
lastdistribution hasa large gap around Jij = 0. In the
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FIG .1:�E asa function ofthesystem size forfourdi�erent

Jij distributions.Straightlinesarebestone-param eter�tsof

the form const� L
� 0:282

. Inset:the probability distribution

P (j�E j=�E )atL = 40 forthree ofthese distributions.

G aussian case the power law scaling of� E can be de-
term ined with good accuracy already from quite sm all
lattices;� tsto these data lead to � = � 0:282� 0:004,in
agreem entwith previouswork.Thedistributions(2),(3)
and (4)giveriseto a sim ilarscaling albeitonly atlarger
L values. W e have also considered other distributions
such asP (Jij)uniform in [� 1:5;� 0:5][ [0:5;1:5](notice
thatthisdistribution also hasa gap around J = 0),ob-
taining sim ilarresults. Itthusseem svery reasonable to
expectthatalldistributionswith a continuouspartwill
lead to the sam eexponent,� � � 0:28.
A second universality issue concerns the shape of

P (�E ). In the inset ofFig. 1 we show the probabil-

ity density P (j�E j=� E ) when L = 60 for the B B 0:1,
B B 0:2,and G AU SS data:the di� erentdata setsbasi-
cally coincidewithin statisticalerrors,strengthening the
claim that in this class the distribution ofdom ain wall
energiesisuniversal(thecurvedisplayed isjustto guide
the eye).
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thesystem sizeforthreediscreteJij distributions:� 1(PM 1),

diluted � 1 (D IL),and � 1,� 2 (PM 1PM 2).

Class 2: quantized energies | Atvariance with the
form er distributions,the Jij = � 1 m odelleads to � �

0 [4].W eshow in Fig.2 thatin thism odel� E saturates
quickly asL grows.IstheJij = � 1 m odela specialcase,
a class on its own? The crucialpointis thatthe possi-
ble�E valuesarequantized:�E isalwaysa m ultipleofa
quantum Q ,hereQ = 4.Thisled usto considerdistribu-
tionsotherthan the� 1 onewith thissam equantization
property. W e begin by \diluting" the Jij = � 1 m odel,
setting Jij = 0 with probability 0:2. The m ain e� ectof
this is to reduce the quantum from 4 to 2;indeed,the
local� elds now can take the value 0,1,2,3,4 instead of
0,2,4. In Fig. 2 we see thatforthis m odel(D IL data)
� E seem sto saturate,so again � = 0.Howeverthecon-
vergence is slow. In any renorm alization group picture
thisconvergenceisgoverned by a \correction to scaling"
exponent!. W e assum e � = 0 and thatthe asym ptotic
valueof� E isa non-zero constantgiven by the J = � 1
data;then we� tthe diluted (DIL)m odelto the form :

� E (L)� � E (L = 1 )+ AL
� !

: (4)

with A and ! adjustable param eters.W e havealso con-
sidered distributionswhereJij = � J1 or� J2 with equal
probability(wehavestudied thecasesJ2=J1 = 1:5,2and
3.).Again we� nd theconvergenceto beslow but� tsas
in (4)work well;furtherm ore,allthe estim atesof! are
sim ilar,being in the [0:4 :0:6]interval. Allthese facts
justify the claim that� = 0 whenever�E isquantized.
Justasin thecontinuouscase,to analyzetheshape of

the distribution of�E we m ust choose a scale;the cor-
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rectchoiceisto com parethehistogram safterm easuring
allenergies in units ofthe basic quantum Q . To test
whetherthehistogram sforthedi� erentJij distributions
becom e identicalin the large L lim it we plot in Fig. 2
(lowerpanel)theprobabilityP (�E = 0)to� nd azeroen-
ergy dom ain wall.Thedata suggestthatthehistogram s
becom e identicalin the large L lim it,i.e.,they support
universality. (Following Eq.(4),we � x the asym ptotic
value ofP (�E = 0) to be that given by the J = � 1
m odel,and then we determ ine !;in the plot we show
these� ts;they areallgood and thevaluesof! areclose
to 0:5.) W ehavechecked in detailthatthisclaim applies
to the quantized distributions m entioned before and to
the D IL m odelwith 10% dilution.

Class 3: quantized energies revisited | So far we
haveonly considered situationswith even valuesofL.If
L isodd (and theJij = � 1),thepossiblevaluesof�E =J
are � 2;� 6;� 10,::: The quantum Q isstillthe separa-
tion between the energy values,butthe positionsofthe
histogram entriesare di� erent(in particular,�E = 0 is
notallowed). A som ewhattrivialconsequence ofthisis
thatnecessarily� � 0as� E =Q isgreaterorequalto1=2
forallL. Considernow the question ofthe universality
ofthehistogram s.W ehavechecked within ourerrorbars
thatthelargeL lim itofP (�E =Q )fortheJij = � 1m odel
isthe sam e asthatobtained using the J2=J1 = 3 m odel
(stillwith L odd ofcourse). This kind ofquantization
thusgivesriseto a third class,again with � = 0.

Could therebefurtherclasseswith quantized energies?
Sincewehaveim posed re
 ection sym m etry ofthedistri-
bution oftheJij theonly possiblehistogram sarethetwo
wediscussed:�E isam ultipleofthequantum Q orofthe
form (n + 1=2)Q ,where n isinteger. Ifthe universality
classdependsonly on thepossiblehistogram types,then
no otherclassesarise.

Discrete doesnotm ean quantized | Letusalso con-
siderthecasewherethecouplingsarediscretebutwhere
there is no quantization. W e consider the distribution
P (J) = 1

4
[�(J � J1)+ �(J � J2)](IRR for \irrational"

hereafter),where J1 = 1 and J2 =
1+

p
5

2
� 1:618 isthe

golden m ean.Clearly wehave�E = 2(nJ1+ m J2)where
n and m are integers. Since J2=J1 is irrational,the set
ofpossible �E values becom es dense when L ! 1 and
so itisnaturalto conjecturethatthisP (Jij)leadsto do-
m ain wallenergiesin class1.O ur� ndingsare that� E
decreaseswith L and showsno sign ofsaturation,and a
power law � t gives � = � 0:29� 0:01,the value associ-
ated with class 1. O ur conjecture is thus substantiated
by these � ndings.

The convergence of P (�E =� E ) to its lim it is m ore
problem atic: for� nite L,the distribution is the sum of
a � nite num ber of delta functions: we can only hope
to have a \weak convergence" to the P obtained with
the G aussian couplings. In these conditionsitisappro-
priateto considertheintegrated probability distribution
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.In Fig.3 weplot� < for

the irrationaland forsom e continuouscases. The plots
are very sim ilar,supporting the claim that the discrete
distribution IRR leadsto dom ain wallenergiesin class1.
W ehavealsoincluded P (�E =� E )asan insetintoFig.3:
wehaveused a sm allbin size thatallowsoneto observe
the com plex structure.
The case ofhierarchicallattices | Thee� ectofhav-

ing quantized �E can also bestudied on hierarchicallat-
tices. O ne advantage is that one can study very large
sizes,a second isthatonecan accessa continuousrange
ofdim ensions.W ehavefocused on M igdal-K adano� lat-
tices [6];these are obtained by recursively \expanding"
graphs.Starting with oneedgeconnecting two sites,one
replaces it by b paths in parallel, each com posed ofs
edgesin series,leading to b� snew edges.Thisprocedure
isrepeated hierarchically;afterG \generations" the dis-
tancebetween the outer-m ostspinsisL = sG ,while the
num berofedgesofthelattice is(b� s)G .Thedim ension
oftheselatticesisd = 1+ ln(b)=ln(s).O neputsan Ising
spin on each site and a coupling Jij on each edge.Peri-
odicboundary conditionssim ply im ply thatthetwo end
spinsm usthavethesam evalue,and from thiswede� ne
�E . The probability distribution of�E can be followed
from G to G + 1. The recursion equations for P (�E )
m ake sense forany s [7]: s can be an integerbutitcan
also beany positiverealvalue!O nem ay then com pute�
foran intervalofdim ensions,using eithercontinuousJij
(forinstanceto check universality [8,9])orquantized Jij
couplings(ourfocushere).
In Fig.4 we show � asa function ofdim ension d (s is

variable,bis� xed and setto 3).W e show the valuesfor
continuousdistributionsand forwhen thequantization is
oftheform ofclass3.Asexpected,ifin oneclass� > 0,
allclasseslead to the sam e value of�,i.e.,quantization
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isirrelevantwhen theenergy scalediverges.However,as
soon as� < 0 in the continuouscase,quantization gives
rise to a histogram � xed pointdistribution in which the
j�E jareconcentrated on thefew lowestvaluesand � = 0.
Sim ilar results are obtained for class 2 quantization

but there is an interesting di� erence. Indeed,since �E
can bezeroin thisclass,oneseestwofurther� xed points.
An obviousoneisassociated with havingP (�E = 0)= 1,
i.e,.alldom ain wallenergiesvanish.Itiseasy toseethat
this � xed point is stable and has � = � 1 ;there is no
spin glasssti� ness,and thesystem isparam agneticeven
at zero tem perature. The other � xed point is unstable
and has� = 0. W hatisthe interpretation ofthese two
extra � xed points? To allow �E to be zero, one can
think ofthediluted m odelwheresom eofthebondshave
Jij = 0.Clearly when the dilution isstrong enough,the
non-zero bondswillno longerpercolate and we are in a
strongly param agneticphase;the renorm alization group
(RG )
 ow in thisphase takesone to the P (�E = 0)= 1
� xed point. O n the contrary, at low dilution, we are
in a spin glassphase and the RG 
 owsare towardsthe
other stable � xed point. O n the boundary ofthese two
phases,the RG 
 ows takes one to another � xed point
which isunstable:itisassociated with theparam agnetic
to spin glass transition as dilution is decreased. Such
considerationshavepreviously been developed ford = 3
M igdal-K adano� lattices[10].
Finally,weseethatitisappropriatetode� nethelower

criticaldim ension dcl from the end point ofthe � = 0
curve;� = 0 on itsown doesnotsignald = dc

l
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FIG .4: � as a function ofd for a one-param eter fam ily of

M igdal-K adano� lattices;we display two setsofdata points,

one for continuous Jij distributions,the other for quantized

distributions.

Discussion | O urnum ericalevidenceofuniversality
(both for� and P (�E =� E ))isverystrongforcontinuous
and related distributions (see � gures 1 and 3). But we
also � nd universality classeswhen �E isquantized.This

classi� cation is substantiated by the behavior of� and
ofthe � xed point distributions ofdom ain wallenergies
in M igdal-K adano� lattices.Itisappropriatehoweverto
becautiousand to rem ark thatthecorrection to scaling
exponent! wem easure(seeequation 4)issm all,! � 0:5.
Because ofthat we are not able to com pletely exclude
the Bray and M oore expectation that� E (L = 1 )= 0
[11].O urm ostextensivedataareforthem odelDIL with
f = 0:2. Here our � ts give � E (L = 1 )=Q = 0:49(1)
while if we force � E (L = 1 ) = 0, the �2 of the � t
increasesby 2:3;thus � E (L = 1 )= 0 is notexcluded
by ourdata though itappearsasm uch lesslikely.

W hatisthe source ofthe universality we observe? In
the M igdal-K adano� lattices,the renorm alization group
transform ation is clear and so the di� erent classes are
very natural.Forthe Euclidean latticesthe existence of
a renorm alization group transform ation for �E has not
been established,but since ourdata pointto universal-
ity,itshould bepossibleto de� nesuch a transform ation.
Note thatits� xed point(and thusP (�E =� E ))willde-
pend on theaspectratio and on thefactthatweusepe-
riodicboundary conditions.O urP (�E )arethusa priori
notcom parabletothoseof[4]whereoneofthedirections
had free boundary conditions.
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