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Scalings of dom ain wall energies in tw o dim ensional Ising spin glasses
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W e study dom ain wall energies of two din ensional spin glasses. The scaling of these energies
dependson them odels distribution ofquenched random couplings, alling into three di erent classes.

The st class is associated w ith the exponent

be justi ed theoretically. In contrast to previous claimn swe nd that

028, the other two classes have = 0, as can
= 0 does not indicate d = dY

but ratherd df, where df is the lower critical dim ension.

PACS numbers: 75.10Nr, 75.40M g, 02.60 Pn

Spin glasses 'E:] exhibitm any subtle phenom ena such as
diverging non-lnear susceptibilities, aging and m em ory,
m aking it a realchallenge to understand these m aterials.
In spie of much work, there is still no consensus even
on the nature of the frozen order In equilbrium . M ore
surprising still, the case of two din ensions also is not
com pletely understood. In particular, the scaling of the
sti ness, a comerstone of spin glass theory, is di erent
when the spin-spin couplings are of the form J;; = 1
com pared to when they have a G aussian distrdbution {_Z].
This hasbeen con m ed since using m ore pow erfil nu—
m erical techniques '[5, :ﬁf], and In fact i was Interpreted
n Ef] as a lack ofuniversality, but this is unexpected and
unexplained. Here we solve thispuzzle: we nd that dif-
ferent types of quenched disorder lead to three distinct
behaviors. In particular, we m otivate why the class of
m odels that includesthe case J;5 = 1givesforthesti -
nessexponent = 0,andweexplainwhat tellsusabout
the lower critical dim ension.

The model, its properties and our m ethods | The
model consists of N = L? Ising sphhs S; = 1 on a
sim ple square lattice w ith periodic boundary conditions.
The Ham ilttonian is
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where the sum runs over all pairs of nearest neighbors
hiji and the J;; are the quenched random spin-spin cou-—
plings. W e shall consider di erent distributions of these
couplings, allofwhich are symm etricalabout J = 0. W e
begin w ith continuous distributions; m ost com m on is the
one where the Ji5 are G aussian random variables w ith
zero m ean and unit variance. A fter that we investigate
discrete distribbutions; the m ost comm on distridbution of
thistypehas J;; = 1 wih equalprobabiliy.

An im portant feature of soin glass ordering is the spin
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—
nent is via the change in the system ’s free energy when

going from periodic to antiperiodicboundary conditions.
At T = 0 this reduces to m easuring the di erence
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where E O(P " and E O(AP " are the ground state energies for
the system wih respectively periodic and antiperiodic
boundary conditions say in the x direction. W e are in—
terested In the probability distribbution of E when con—
sidering an ensamble of J;; and in the scaling law of its
standard deviation E :
E L : 3)
L1

M easurem ents of 1n two din ensional spin glasses (see
fr instance P give 028. However, Pr the
Ji3 = 1 distribbution, Hartm ann and Young Eff] recently
showed that E remains ofO (1) for increasing L, in —
plying that In this case 0. In dim ension d above the
lower critical dim ension df we have > 0 and spin glass
ordering is stable against them al uctuations. On the
contrary, when < 0, them al uctuations prevent spin
glass ordering. B ecause of this, the authors of E_4] con gc—
tured that df = 2 forthe Jj5 = 1model. W e shall see
that df should be identi ed with the highest value ofd
w here 0, and so in fact & 25 as believed before
the study in #].

In this work we address these questionsby  rst deter-
m Ining num erically the properties ofP ( E ) and then by
using the real space renom alization group picture. For
the 1rst part, we com pute the ground states of our sys—
tem s using a heuristic algorithm f]. Tn practice, when
the lattice is not too large (L 80), the algorithm re—
tums the ground state with a high level of con dence
for all of the distrbutions we shall consider In thiswork.
The problem isto reduce enough the statisticalerrors; In
practice we used a few tens ofthousands of sam plesat a
few values of I for each case.

Class 1: \continuous" distrioutions | We rst o
cus on distributionsP (J) that lnclude a continuous part
(w e shall see Jater that this class includes certain discrete
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distrbbutions also). W hen L issu ciently large, E can
then take on arbitrary values. The value of for contin—
uous distrdbutions is well known only for G aussian Jj5;
In fact we are aware of no tests of universality n d= 2,
though the standard lore is that both  and the shape of
P(E)are unjyersal-'_[i].

Ina rstseriesofrunsweobtanedP ( E)and E for
the m odel w ith G aussian couplings. Then we m oved on
to a continuous yet singular probability density P (Ji5):
Py =J)=£fP0)+ @ £f)Pry{J), where P; (J)

w12 wr1n? P —
F 8 ,pP2(0) [ @ L+ T+D1HE2,

2 +e 2
and f isam easure ofthe height ofthe distribution at J
0.W ereferto thisP (Ji3) as the broadened bin odal BB)
distribution since it reduces to the Ji; = 1 distrdbution
when £ = 0.

In Fig. -r_]: we show E as a function of L. when
P (Ji3) is: (1) a G aussian of zero m ean and unit variance
(GAUSS data); ) the BB distrbution, with £ = 0:1
BB 0:1 data); 3) asih Q) butwih £f= 02 BB 02
data); (4) Gaussian but wih the part in the interval
[ 05;05] orced to be 0 H OLE data). Note that this
last distrdbution has a large gap around J;5 = 0. In the
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FIG.1l: E asa function ofthe system size for four di erent

Ji3 distrdbutions. Straight lines are best oneparam eter tsof
the o const L °%2%2 | Inset: the probability distrbution
P (JE F E) at L = 40 for three of these distrdbbutions.

G aussian case the power law scaling of E can be de-
term ined w ith good accuracy already from quite smnall
lattices; tstothesdata kadto = 0282 0:004,n
agreaem ent w ith previouswork. T he distrbutions ), (3)
and (4) give rise to a sin ilar scaling abeit only at larger
L values. W e have also considered other distrbutions
such asP (Ji3) uniform in [ 1:5; 0:5][ 0:5;1:5] (hotice
that this distrdbution also has a gap around J = 0), ob—
taining sim ilar resuls. It thus seam s very reasonable to
expect that all distrdbutions w ith a continuous part w ill
Jead to the sam e exponent, 028.

A second universality issue concems the shape of
P ( E). In the lset of Fig. '] we show the probabil-

ity density P (j E ¥+ E) when L = 60 forthe BB 01,
BB 02,and GAUSS data: the di erent data sets basi—
cally coincide w thin statistical errors, strengthening the

clain that in this class the distrbution of dom ain wall
energies is universal (the curve digplayed is just to guide

the eye).
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FIG.2: E=Q (top)andP ( E = 0) (bottom ) asa function of

the system size for three discrete Jiy distrdoutions: 1 PM 1),

diuted 1 OIL),and 1, 2 PMI1PM2).

C lass 2: quantized energies | At variance w ith the
form er distrbbutions, the J;5; = 1 model leads to
0 Eﬂ]. W e show In Fig. ;_Z:thatjn thismodel E saturates
quickly asL grows. Isthe J;5 = 1modela specialcase,
a class on its own? The crucial point is that the possi-
bl E valuesare quantized: E isalwaysamuliple ofa
quantum Q ,hereQ = 4. This led us to consider distribu-
tions other than the 1 one w ih this sam e quantization
property. W e begin by \diluting" the J;; = 1 model,
setting Jiy = 0 with probability 02. Themain e ect of
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
02/4. Tn Fig. @ we see that for thism odel © IL data)

E seem sto saturate, so again = 0. However the con—
vergence is slow . In any renom alization group picture
this convergence is govemed by a \correction to scaling"
exponent ! . Weassume = 0 and that the asym ptotic
value of E isa non-zero constant given by theJ = 1
data; then we t the diluted O IL) m odelto the fom :

E L) ECL=1)+AL ° : 4)

wih A and ! adjustable param eters. W e have also con—
sidered distrbbutionswhere J;; = J; or J, wih equal
probability we have studied the casesJ,=J; = 15,2 and
3.).Again we nd the convergence to be slow but tsas
in (:ff) work well; furthermm ore, all the estim ates of ! are
sim ilar, being In the P4 : 0:6] interval. A 1l these facts
Justify the claim that = 0 whenever E isquantized.
Just as in the continuous case, to analyze the shape of
the distrdbution of E we must choose a scale; the cor—



rect choice is to com pare the histogram s afterm easuring
all energies in units of the basic quantum Q . To test
w hether the histogram s forthe di erent J; distrdbutions
becom e identical in the large L lim i we plot In Fig. :ga*
(lowerpanel) the probability P ( E = 0) to nd a zero en—
ergy dom ain wall. T he data suggest that the histogram s
becom e identical in the large L lin i, ie., they support
universality. Eollow ng Eq. @), we x the asym ptotic
valie of P ( E = 0) to be that given by the J = 1
m odel, and then we detem ne !; in the plot we show
these ts; they are allgood and the values of ! are close
to 0:5.) W e have checked in detailthat thisclain applies
to the quantized distributions m entioned before and to
the D IL m odelw ith 10% dilution.

Class 3: quantized energies revisited | So far we
have only considered situations w ith even valies of L . If
L isodd (@nd the Jj; = 1), thepossblevaluesof E=J
are 2; 6; 10, ::: The quantum Q is still the separa-
tion between the energy values, but the positions of the
histogram entries are di erent (in particular, E = 0 is
not allowed). A som ew hat trivial consequence of this is
that necessarily 0Oas E=Q isgreaterorequalto 1=2
for allL.. Consider now the question of the universality
ofthe histogram s. W e have checked w ithin our errorbars
thatthe largeL Im itofP ( E=Q) fortheJ5 = 1model
is the sam e as that obtained using the J,=J; = 3 m odel

(stil w ith I odd of course). This kind of quantization
thus gives rise to a third class, again wih = 0.

Could therebe further classesw ith quantized energies?
Since we have In posed re  ection sym m etry of the distri-
bution ofthe J;; the only possible histogram sare thetwo
wediscussed: E isamultiple ofthe quantum Q orofthe
form @ + 1=2)Q, where n is integer. If the universality
class depends only on the possible histogram types, then
no other classes arise.

D iscrete does not m ean quantized | Let usalso con—
sider the case w here the couplings are discrete but w here
there is no quantization. W e consider the distribution
P@W=3l0 3+ ¢ 3] @R Hr\imtonal"
hereafter), where J; = 1 and J, = -2 1618 is the
goldenmean. Clarly wehave E = 2(J + m J,) where
n and m are integers. Since J,=J; is irrational, the set
ofpossble E vallesbecomesdensswhen L ! 1 and
so it isnaturalto concture that thisP (Ji5) leads to do-—
main wallenergies in class 1. Our ndingsarethat E
decreasesw ith L and show s no sign of saturation, and a
power law tgives = 029 001, the value associ-
ated wih class 1. O ur congcture is thus substantiated
by these ndings.

The convergence of P ( E= E) to is lim it is more
problem atic: for nite L, the distribbution is the sum of
a nite number of delta finctions: we can only hope
to have a \weak convergence" to the P obtained w ih
the G aussian couplings. In these conditions it is appro—
priate to consider the integrated probability distribution
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FIG . 3: T he integrated probability distrbution for E= E in

the G aussian case, in the two BB cases, and in the irrational
J,=J1 case (L = 60). Inset: binned probability distribution
of E=E forthe irrationalcase (IRR),L = 60.
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the irrational and for som e continuous cases. T he plots
are very sin ilar, supporting the claim that the discrete
distrdbution IRR leadsto dom ain wallenergies in class 1.
W ehavealso ncludedP ( E= E ) asan J'nsetjntong.-'_B:
we have used a an allbin size that allow s one to cbserve
the com plex structure.

The case ofhierarchical ttices | Thee ect ofhav-
Ing quantized E can also be studied on hierarchical lat-
tices. One advantage is that one can study very large
sizes, a second is that one can access a continuous range
ofdim ensions. W e have focused on M igdalK adano lat-
tices i_d]; these are cbtained by recursively \expanding"
graphs. Starting w ith one edge connecting tw o sites, one
replaces it by b paths in paralkel], each com posed of s
edges in serdes, radingtob snew edges. T hisprocedure
is repeated hierarchically; after G \generations" the dis-
tance between the outerm ost spins isL = s® , while the
num ber of edges of the lattice is 0 &) . The dim ension
ofthese Iattices isd = 1+ In Pp)=In (s). O neputs an Ising
$in on each site and a coupling Ji5 on each edge. Peri-
odic boundary conditions sin ply In ply that the two end
soinsm ust have the sam e value, and from thiswe de ne

E . The probability distrdbution of E can be followed
from G to G + 1. The recursion equations for P ( E)
m ake sense for any s Ij]: s can be an integer but it can
also be any positive realvalue! O nem ay then com pute
for an interval of dim ensions, using either continuous Ji;
(for instance to check universality E, :_9']) or quantized Jij
couplings (our focus here).

In Fjg.:ff we show as a function ofdim ension d (s is
variable, bis xed and set to 3). W e show the values for
continuous distributions and forwhen the quantization is
ofthe form ofclass 3. A s expected, if In oneclass > 0,
all classes lead to the sam e value of , ie., quantization



is irrelevant w hen the energy scale diverges. H ow ever, as
soon as < 0 in the continuous case, quantization gives
rise to a histogram  xed point distribution in which the
j E jare concentrated on the few lowest valuesand = 0.

Sin ilar results are obtained for class 2 quantization
but there is an Interesting di erence. Indeed, sihce E
can be zero in this class, one seestwo firther xed points.
An obviousone isassociated w th havingP ( E = 0) = 1,
ie,. alldom ain wallenergiesvanish. It iseasy to see that
this xed point is stabl and has = 1 ; there is no
soin glass sti ness, and the system is param agnetic even
at zero tem perature. The other xed point is unstable
and has = 0. W hat is the interpretation of these two
extra xed ponnts? To allow E to be zero, one can
think ofthe diluted m odelw here som e of the bonds have
Ji3 = 0. Clearly when the dilution is strong enough, the
non-zero bonds w ill no longer percolate and we are In a
strongly param agnetic phase; the renom alization group
RG) ow In thisphase takesoneto theP ( E = 0)= 1

xed point. On the contrary, at low dilution, we are
In a soin glass phase and the RG  ow s are towards the
other stable xed point. On the boundary of these two
phases, the RG  ows takes one to another xed point
which isunstable: it is associated w ith the param agnetic
to soin glass transition as dilution is decreased. Such
considerations have previously been developed ford = 3
M igdatK adano Iattices [10].

F inally, we see that it isappropriate to de nethe lower
critical din ension df from the end point of the = 0

curve; = 0 on isown doesnot signald= d.
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FIG.4: asa function of d for a oneparam eter fam ily of

M igdal}K adano lattices; we display two sets of data points,
one for continuous Ji; distributions, the other for quantized
distribbutions.

D iscussion | O urnum ericalevidence ofuniversaliy
oth or andP ( E= E)) isvery strong for continuous
and related distrdbutions (see qures'_:l and:_B). But we
also nduniversality classeswhen E isquantized. This

classi cation is substantiated by the behavior of and
of the xed point distrbutions of dom ain wall energies
In M igdalK adano lattices. It is appropriate however to
be cautious and to rem ark that the correction to scaling

exponent ! wem easure (seeequatjon-'_él) isam all, ! 0:5.

Because of that we are not able to com plktely exclude

the Bray and M oore expectation that E L =1 )= 0

f_l-]_;]. O urm ost extensive data are forthem odelD IL. w ith

f = 02. Hereour tsgive E L = 1)=0 = 049(Q)
while ifwe orce E@L = 1) = 0, the ? ofthe t
Increasesby 23;thus E L = 1 )= 0 is not excluded

by our data though it appears asmuch less likely.

W hat is the source of the universality we observe? In
the M igdalK adano lattices, the renom alization group
transform ation is clear and so the di erent classes are
very natural. For the Euclidean lattices the existence of
a renom alization group transform ation for E has not
been established, but since our data point to universal
iy, it should be possible to de ne such a transform ation.
Note that s xed point (@and thusP ( E= E)) willde-
pend on the aspect ratio and on the fact that we use pe-
riodicboundary conditions. OurP ( E ) are thusa priori
not com parable to those of EI] w here one ofthe directions
had free boundary conditions.
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