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In a disordered system one can either consider a m icrocanonical ensem ble, w here there is a precise
constraint on the random variables, or a canonicalensem ble w here the variables are chosen according
to a distrbution w ithout constraints. W e address the question as to whether critical exponents in
these two cases can di er through a detailed study of the random transverse- eld Ising chain. W e

nd that the exponents are the sam e in both ensem bles, though som e critical am plitudes vanish
iIn the m icrocanonical ensem ble for correlations which span the whole system and are particularly
sensitive to the constraint. This can appear as a di erent exponent. W e expect that this apparent
dependence of exponents on ensem bl is related to the integrability of the m odel, and would not

occur In non-Integrable m odels.

PACS numbers: 05.60.%, 72.10Bg, 73.63Nm , 0540.=a

I. NTRODUCTION

In the study of the critical behavior of disordered sys—
tam s, I isusualto pick the random variables from som e
distrdbbution. This allow s sam pleto-sam ple uctuations
In the sum of the interactions (eg. nearest neighbor) of
order N . W e will call this the canonical ensemble of
disorder, by analogy w ith the canonical ensam ble of sta—
tisticalm echanicswhich allow s uctuations in the energy.
Tt is som etin es of Interest to com plete this analogy and
de neam icrocanonicalensem ble ofthe disorder in which
there is a strict constraint, for exam ple by xing exactly
the sum of the (eg. nearest neighbor) interactions in
each sam ple. O ur experience from conventional statisti-
calm echanics tells us that in the them odynam ic lim it
the choice ofensem bles doesnot m atterbut it isnot very
clear that this is also true for random system s, egoecially
for the case of quantum phase transitions.

In this paper we will study the sin plest disordered
model wih a quantum phase trangifion, the random
transverse- eld Ishg chain RTFIC)¥2 with the Ham ik
tonian:

H = J; ¢ ¢ hy X 1)

where J; > 0 and h; > 0 are random variables cho—
sen from distrbutions () and J) wih averages
Ihhly; IhJL, and varances var(hh); var(nJ). We
use free boundary conditions, so the sum forthe J; stops
at L 1.

Let us de ne the two ensam bles, m icrocanonical and
canonical, precisely for this m odel. For the canonical
ensam ble the h; and J; are chosen random ly. A param e—
ter which characterizes the deviation from criticality is
w here

Ihhly, MJl

= ; @)
var(nh) + var(InJ)

Forthem icrocanonicalensem ble we constrain the h; and

J; such that the param eter

P P
_ 1 =1 Ih; =1 I3y hhily 3)
var(nh) + var(InJ)

is set to a prescribed value for each sampl. The last
term in the num erator, which is not necessary to get the
asym ptotic behavior, corrects for there being one m ore
h; than J; wih free boundary conditions. It ensures
that = [ J, even fora nite system . In the canonical
ensam blg, the uctuations in from sample to sample
areO (1= L). It isknown that a phase transition occurs
In thismodelat = 0. Allournumerical results In the
paper w illbe at thl.e critical point.

Pagn andiet al? have argued that it is precisely the
O (I= L) uctnations which lead to the bound on the

nite size correlation length exponentf®® 2=d. Fur-
ther, they argue that exponents in the m icrocanonical
ensam ble need not satisfy this bound. In addition, Igloi
and R ieger’ clain that the exponents ofthe RTFIC can
depend on the choice of ensemble. In this paper our
main goal is to investigate these claim s through a de-
tailed study of the zero-tem perature critical properties
ofthe RTFIC.

U sing the Jordan-W igner transfom ation, the Ham il
tonian of the RTFIC can be m apped to a free-ferm ion
problem and this m apping is particularly usefiil in the
context ofnum erical com putations. It can be shown that
variousphysicalquantities can be expressed in a straight-
forward way In tem s ofthe eigenvaliesand eigenstatesof
the free H am ilttonian, which are easy to evaluate num er-
ically. These have been discussed by several authors in
earlier paperd® and we will not repeat the derivations
here but will use those results in our num erical calcu—
lations. In this paper we look at the surface and buk
m agnetizations, the end-to-end correlation finction and
the energy gap. For the surface m agnetization, the free
ferm jon m ethod leads to a sin ple form and it ispossble
to obtain som e detailed results analytically. W e rst dis—
cuss this in Sec.ﬁ and then present num erical resuls for
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various other quantities in Secs. -_]:-I_i and :_IQJ. . Our conclu—
sions are summ arized i Sec. .

II. SURFACE MAGNETIZATION

T he sin plest quantity to calculate is the surface m ag—
netization, m °, which is de ned w ith free boundary con—
ditionsinwhichwe x % atoneend,i= L say,tobe+1.
T he surface m agnetization is then the expectation value
of ? attheotherend (i= 1). Thisisequivalent to delet-
ing the transverse eld on site L, so ; commutes with
the Ham iltonian and the ground state is exactly doubly
degenerate, and calculating the expectation value of 7
in theground statew ith # = 1. Letusdenote this state

by Piand so

mg= l’ﬁjfjjl 4)
Mt
This has a sinple ©om 2%, nam ely:
2 3 1
kl Yi hs 2
ms=41+ -2 5 : 5)

=1 3=1 °F
1

Igloiand Riege used this to num erically com pute the

distributions of B = Iogm®), P.B) and P, . B ), In

the two ensam bles.

However i is also possble to obtain the distribution
finctions analyticaly®d HrL | 1 and we rederive those
resuls here. F irst consider the canonical case. Let x; =
=J1)?. Then from Eq. §) we get

1
By = 5]1'1[]_4— x1 (1+ xo I+ x3 @+ s:: 0+ X, 1) 229N

1
Eé n EL + }(1632B Lol ]

1
Eé ]Tl)(l + B L 1 =« (6)

T he above approxin ation is good m ost of the tim e since
B isexpected to be order L= . For an allB;, we notice
that the incram ent in B, is always positive and so By,
can never becom e negative. Thisand Eq. 6'_6) m eans that
B can be e ectively describbed by a biased random walk
(in which L isthe tin e variabl) w ith a re ectingwallat
the origin. It is convenient to Introduce a scaled length
variabl
var(hh) + var(In J)
‘=L ; (1)
2

n term s of which the probability distribution P © @B ;L)
can be w ritten as

P°B;L)=E@;Y): ®)
Then in the continuum lin i, it iseasy to seethat® B8 ;)
satis es the follow ing equation:

e @°P

—_— @p-
@' @B?Z

es’

where isgivenbyEqd. z_i) . The re ecting boundary con—
dition is Im posed by requiring the current at the origin
B = 0 to be zero, thus £f° 2Pk -o = 0. This prob-
Jem ism athem atically equivalent to B row nian m otion in
a gravitational eld and its solution, for identicalbound-—
ary conditions, is discussed in Ref. 1. W ith the initial
condition P"B ;L = 0) 5. (B) we nd that the solution
ofthe above equation 9 :

P°B;L)=E@B;") = (10)
1

® 2v )*=4" &B
(\ )1:2

®)

[S]

w here erfc is the com plem entary error function.

For the m icrocanonical ensamble the distrdbbution
P™°® ;L) can be und using the resul that it is related
toP ¢ B ;L) thmugh the generaltransfom ation Eq. {-_A:é) .
O ne then getd:

B B2
\)_ e 5—+2B
\

P"°B;L)=2 B) B 2

1)

Note that P°® ;L) is a function of the two scaling
variablesb= B=%""2 and %2, and sinilarly P™ ¢ ® ;L)
isa fiinction of '=2 aswellasb. A ccording to nite size
scaling, the scaling variable associated w ith the deviation
from criticality ( or here) should be proportional to
L= . Hence Egs. {_19') and I_ll:) chow that the true cor-
relation length, as detem ined from nite size scaling, is

= 2.

Now that we have the com plete distrbutions for B =

Inm®) we can calculate the m ean surface m agnetiza—
tion. Even though we nd that [ h@m®)L, I? i
both ensem bles, the behaviour ofthem ean ofm ° (rather
than its log) isquite di erent in the two ensam bles. T his
isbecausem® = e® and so the mainh contrbution to
m ° comes from the behaviour of P B ) at snallB (ie.
from rare ssmpleswihm ® 1).ForlargeL we nd the
follow ing asym ptotic form s for the m ean m agnetization.
In the canonical case:

erfe[ Y72 12)

LS = 2 2 ( <0
L 1
= e e +=) (> 0: 13)
For ‘2 1,Eq. {d) gives m°E, exp( =)
where .= 1= 2, n agreement with = 2 deduced ear-

lier. However, for the m icrocanonical distribution w ith

N 1,wehave m°L.° exp( “Spe)wih o= 1= .
This looks like an apparent correlation length exponent
of 1 rather than 2. However, it is worth investigating
the origin of this discrepancy between the apparent ex—
ponents In the two ensambles. For both ensambles the



scaling variablke is  (or )L'”?. In the canonicalensem —
bl, the distribbution in Eq. C_l(_)l) has a constant weight at
B = 0, which leads to the expected .= 1= 2. However,
for the m icrocanonical ensem ble, there is a \hole" In the
distrbbution for B < 2 ‘. The average is dom inated by
the part of the distrbbution w ith the sn allest B, so this
di erence In the distributions for small B accounts for
the di erence in the behavior of the average. Since the
weight of the distrdbution for the m icrocanonical ensem —
bl vanishes at an allB , we argue that the am plitude of
the expected 1= ? divergence ofthe correlation length for
i °L,° is zero, and that the resulting behavior, 1=,
is really a correction to scaling. In the rest of this paper
we shall renforce the conclusion that = 2 in both en-
sem blesbut w ith the leading am plitude vanishing, in the
m icrocanonicalcase, for certain quantities w hich are par-
ticularly sensitive to the m icrocanonicalconstraint. This
point of view is di erent from that of Igloiand R jeger?
who argue that is di erent for the two ensam bles.

ForL ! 1 and or )< O,weget mgLy = 2 in
both ensem bles, giving a m agnetic exponent = 1. At
the critical point we nd that the m ean m agnetization
decays w ith system size as:

1
S
eL, 1= 14)
spe = 15
meL o (i)
From nite size scalingweexpectadecay L w here

is the correlation length exponent. W hilk this m ight
suggest that = 2 in the canonicalensembleand =1
in the m icrocanonical case, we feel, as discussed above,
that am ore consistent picture isthat the am plitude ofthe
leading divergence of the correlation length appropriate
to m °L,° vanishes for the m icrocanonical ensem ble and
that the true exponent is = 2 in both cases.

III. BULK MAGNETIZATION

In the previous section we saw that the correlation
length exponent for the surface m agnetization seem s, at
rst glance, to be di erent in the canonical and m icro—
canonical ensam bles, but we argued that the correct n—
terpretation is that the exponents are the same, = 2,
but the am plitude of the expected divergence of certain
quantities is actually zero for the m icrocanonical ensem —
ble. In this section we strengthen this argum ent by in—
vestigating the m agnetization in the buk ofthe sam pl,
when a spin at the end is xed. W e see the same ex—
ponent = 2 in both ensembles, clearly Indicating that
a correlation length wih a = 2 divergence does exist
for the m icrocanonicalensem ble. Its absence In the sur-
facem agnetization presum ably indicates that the leading
am plitude vanishes for this quantity.
W e again consider an open chain with the spin at one
end xedto [ = 1 and ook at them agnetization at the
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FIG .1: M ean ofthebulk m agnetization, asde ned Eq. (ié),
fordi erent system sizes, evaluated n thetwo ensembles. The
expected slope from nite size scaling is = 7 0:191.

m iddle of the chain

m = h0j7_,Pi: 16)
U sing the free ferm ion m ethod this can be expressed as
the determ nant ofam atrix whose elem ents are expressed
In tem s of eigenstates of a quadratic H am iltonian. W e
evaluate this num erically and com pute both the m ean of
the bulk m agnetization and also its distribbution in the
two di erent ensembles. Here we will only exam ine the
data at the critical point.

Since the spin at oneend is xed, there are equalnum -
bersofh; and J;, so thede nition of I Eq.{3) isslightly
m odi ed, which leads to the condition

K1

(hh; :hJ)=20 a7

i=1

forcriticality (ie. = 0) in them icrocanonicalensem ble.
WestJ = 1andallow h to take values 2 and 1=2. In
the canonicalcase each h; takes one of its tw o values w ith
equalprobability. In the m icrocanonicalcase exactly half
of the sites, chosen at random , are assigned h = 2 and
the otplerha]fare assigned h = 1=2,which clearly satis es
Eq. 7).

T he num erical results for the decay of the m ean m ag—
netization with system size are shown in Fig.'. The
mean is seen to behave sin ilarly in both ensembles and
the system -size decay is consistent wih the form ex—
pected from nite-size scaling I L.y L - wih =
B 97%)=2and = 2,sothat = ’ 0:191.

W e now look at the distrbution of m . W e use the
variable b =  In )=I'"? shce this has good scaling
properties. T he details of the distrdbutions ofm , shown
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FIG .2: The distrbbution of the buk-m agnetization for dif-
ferent system sizes for the canonical ensem ble.

n Figs. -rj 3, and:4 are di erent in the two ensam bles; in
particular the m icrocanonicaldistribution allso faster
at large argum ent. H owever, as can be seen In F ig. 4 the
behaviour at an all values of the argum ent is the sam e
In both ensambles, which leads to the sam e asym ptotic
behaviour or m Ly .

T hus, unlike the surface m agnetization, the bulk m ag—
netization show s the sam e criticalbehaviour In both en—
sam bles. In particular, the results of this section indicate
that there is a correlation length which divergesw ih ex—
ponent = 2 In the m icrocanonicalensemble. It is not
seen In the surface m agnetization m °, for which the cor-
relation length diverges less strongly wih an exponent

= 1, but thism ust sin ply indicate that the am plitude
ofthe = 2 divergence vanishes form?*

Iv. END-TO-END CORRELATIONS AND GAPS

In this section we Investigate num erically the energy
gap and the end-to-end correlation function

Cip =37 {Pi 18)

In the canonical and m icrocanonical ensembles to com —
pare the results of the fwo ensem blesw ith each other and
w ith analytical results? for the canonicalensemble.

W e take the follow Ing rectangular distribbution for the
bonds and elds at the critical point

1 Ppro<c Jg<1
0 otherw ise

1 orO< h<1

Q) = 0 otherw ise. 19)

J)

w hich gives

Inhl, = 1; var(lnhh) =

Micro—Canonical

b=—|og( )/L

FIG.3: The distrbbution of the bulk-m agnetization for dif-
ferent system sizes for the m icrocanonical ensem ble.

», | A&——a Canonical: L=201 ;h
10 = m Microcanonical: L=201 -
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b=-log(m)/L
FIG. 4: Com parison of the distributions of the bulk-—

m agnetization in the two ensembles for a chain of length
L = 201. On this log-log plot they appear to have the sam e
slope at sm all values of the argum ent. H owever, at large ar-
gum ent, the m icrocanonical distrlbbution fallso faster.

MhJLy = 1; var(nJ) = 1: (20)

From this it follow s that
Y=Ly (21)

where ' is de ned in Eqg. (:j) W e use free boundary
conditions w ithout oonst:camjng either of the end spins.
From Egs. @ﬂ and CZO) the condition for criticality in the
m icrocanonicalensam ble is
b X1
Inh;

i=1 i=1

nJd;= 1 (microcan.) : 22)
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FIG .5: P ot of them ean values of the end-to-end correlation
function C1;;, and theenergy gap forboth the canonicaland
m icrocanonical ensem bles. In the canonical case, the ts are
close tg those predicted analytically and given In Egs. {23)
and @4_). For m icrocanonical ensem ble, the lines are just
guides to the eye.

W e initially generate the h; and J; in an unconstrained
way, as for the canonical ensem ble, but then rescale h;
by an appropriate factor so that the above condition is
satis ed.

The distribbutiopsofC1;, and were studied earlier by
F isher and Yound? and we sum m arize som e oftheirm ain
results forL ! 1 :

1
Ci. L, - @3)
L n
1=3#
3 2
(15, L Pexp e (24)
X K1
n() hCu) = n (1) h@):  @25)

i=1

i=1

In Fjg.B we com pare the system size dependence of
the average correlation function and the gap in the two
ensam bles. For the canonical case, the data agree well
w ith the analytic pred:ct:ons in Egs. (23) and C24), as
was also found in Ref. -2 H ow ever, wae t the data for
the gap to Eq. €24) adjisting only the overall am plitude
the 2 is 150 which is very high. Hence there must be
system atic corrections to Eq. 24) which are larger for
the sizes studied than the, very an all, statistical errors.

For the m icrocanonical ensemble, the data for both
CiESand [ 15.,° I Fig. Sappearto decay as stretched
exponentials, and we w illdiscuss ts to this data below .

Interestingly, the value of [C 11, Ly is found to be close to
mim?{ Ly, wherem?{ ) is the surface m agnetization
atsitel (L) wih thesoin atsitel. (1) xed. Thiscan be
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| slope=-0.977+/-0.01
| (fit to [C, I}, data) |
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FIG.6: Plt ofthemean correlation function 1,1 £, ver
sus system size com pared with n $m S £, and (L5, )?, Pr
the canonical ensemble. The (i SE,)? data falls as 1=L as
expected from Eqg. (4).

107
107° .
107 ]
10—5 : [C1L] av |
E——n [m m I_]fv ]
6 ([ 1] av)
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FIG .7: P Iot ofthem ean correlation function 1,1 £,° versus
system size com pared with n $m $ ¢ and ( §$E,°)?, or the
m icrocanonical ensemble. The data for (in SPEC)? decays as
1=L? as expected from Eq. 3).

seen n F jgs.:é and-'j w here we plot both these quantities,
aswellas m$E,, or di erent system sizes. Especially
in the canonicalcase, €11 Ly and nim?{ L, are alm ost
Indistinguishable. N ote that for the m icrocanonical, but
not the canonical, ensemble I §E, ismuch greater than
in $m ? Ly . The reason forthisisthat [n L, isdom inated
by a few rare sam plesw here thebondsarebiggerthan the

elds at the free end (@and hence, for the m icrocanonical
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FIG.8: Plt of mim; LS against L. for di erent system
sizes, for the m icrocanonicalensam ble. A best t to the form
alPe Pt - with p = 044 (2 = 3:9) is shown.
plts ? against p.

The inset

ensam ble, m ust be less than the elds at the other end
because of the constraint). Hence for these samplesm ;
is sm aller than typicalin the m icrocanonicalensem ble.
Since €1y Lv and i fm; L, behave sim ilarly we can
obtain a better estin ate for the decay law In the m icro—
canonical case. This is because m jm { can be obtained
directly from Eq. (5) and thus be accurately com puted
num erically for bigger system s. W e assum e the same
form as In the exact result for the gap in the canoni-
calcase, Eq. {24), ie. aLP exp( kL ),and take = 1= 3
the sam evalleas n Eq. £4). Thedata shown in Fig.§ is
tred to aLPexp ( bL'=?) by varying a and b fr several
( xed) valuesofp. Them Inin um 2 0f3 9,which isquite
acoeptable for three degrees of freedom , is obtained for
p’ 044. Tweassum ethatp= 1=6, as forthe canonical
case, then 2= 1380 which is extrem ely high. H owever,
we noted for the canonical case, that there appear to be
corrections to the scaling form in Eq. £4). Hence we
cannot rule out the possbility that p = 1=6 also for the
m icrocanonicalensem ble.

From Figs. E and H J't seam s plausble that

mim? LS Cin L and [ 15, allvary in the same way
In the macrocanomcalensanb]e If this is so then the
data for the gap is consistent w ith the stretched expo—
nential orm aL'=®exp( LI'=3), or both canonical and
m icrocanonical ensem bles, though there are some sys—
tem atic corrections to this for the range of sizes that can
be studied. This is known to be exact for the canonical
ensemble, see Eq. C_Zl_ll) It would be interesting to see
if the dependence of gap on system size could be deter—
m ined analytically forthem icrocanonicalensem ble using
random walk argum ents.

T he distrdbution oftl_ledi erenceIn() IhnC )+ l_JS
plotted in Figs.d andil(. In the canonicalcase, Egs. {29)

10°
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x=[In(&)-In(C, )+1]/(2L)

FIG .9: D istrdbution of [In ( )
canonical case. T he analytic form , deduced from Eq.

0

1/2

nC 1)+ 1FEL)? frthe

k3, is

a Gaussian w ith variance unity. This is shown by the solid

lne.
10°
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FIG .10: D istrbution of In () ;G 11)+ 1E@L)"™? orthe
m icrocanonical case. Equations @2) and @E_J) predict that
In() In(C ir)+ 1 should be identically zero in the them o—
dynam ic Im it. T he data seem s to be tending tow ards this for
large L.

and {_2-(_5) predict a G au distrbbution w ith zero m ean
and standard deviation = 2L for large L. Fig.d shows
that this works very well for the full range of sizes stud-
ied num erically. Equations {22) and {25) predict that
n() In(C 11 )+ 1 should be identically zero in them i
crocanonicalensemble or L ! 1 and hence its distri-
bution should be a delta function at the origin. Indeed
the distrbution in FJg:;LQ' is narrow and sharply peaked
at zero w ith a w idth which deceases as L. increases, con—
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FIG .11: P robability distribbutions ofC1;, and m jm; for sys—
tem sizesL = 32 and 128 for the canonicalensem ble.
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FIG .12: P robability distrbbutions ofC1;, and m fm ; for sys-
tem sizesL = 32 and 128 for the m icrocanonical ensem ble.

sistent w ith these expectations.

Finally we Jook at the digirbutionsofCy, andmim T .
The scaling variables are? = In G )=L*? and
d= _h (mirgz )=L'=? and relevant plots are shown i
Figs.]l1 and 14 or the canonicaland m icrocanonicalen-
sem bles respectively. W e see that In the canonical case
the overalldistrbutions of and d are di erent at large
argum ents, but they m atch very accurately at am allval-
ues of the argum ent leading to the sam e behavior for the
averages [C11 £, and Infm 3 £, shown in Fjgg In the
m icrocanonical case, the overall distrbutions are quite
sin ilar but the agreem ent at sm all values of the argu-
m ent is not as good as In the canonical case. This leads
to a greaterdi erence, shown in Fig. Q: betw een the aver—
ages Cip £,° and nim { [,° than in the canonicalcase.

To summ arize this section, for the canonical ensem —
ble, the end-to-end correlation function [Cip Ly Blls o
at criticality w ith a power of L, as predicted analytically,
Eqg. C_Zj) . However, for the m icrocanonical ensemble it
f2alls o much faster, as a stretched exponential func—
tion of distance. The average gap, [ lav 2lls o wih
a stretched exponential form at criticality In both en-
sam bles, w ith probably the sam e dependence on L.

V. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have looked num erically at the -
nie size dependence of various quantities for the ran-
dom transverse eld Ising chain RTFIC) at criticality,
for both the canonical and m icrocanonical ensem bles of
disorder. For quantities that span the system , m ° and
Ci11, nite size scaling appears, at st glance, to indi-
cate di erent correlation length exponents for the two
ensambles: = 2 for canonicaland = 1 for the m,i-
crocanonical. However, in contrast to Igloiand R jeger?,
we conclude that the correct interpretation is that the
true scaling exponent is the sam e for the two ensem bles,

= 2,but that the am plitude forthe lrading = 2 piece
is zero, In the m icrocanonical ensemble, for quantities
that span the system and are thus sensitive to the m icro—
canonical constraint. O ur reasons for this are two-fold:

1. For the quantity we calculated that does not span
the system , the \buk" m agnetization m , the sam e
correlation length exponent = 2 was found for
both ensam bles, indicating that there is a correla—
tion length in the m icrocanonical ensem ble which
diverges w ith the larger exponent = 2. Hence, if
this is not seen for quantities which span the sys—
tem , the explanation must be that the am plitude
is zero, not that this larger length scale does not
exist.

2. The analytical expressions for the distrbution of
the syrface m agnetization m °, rst obtained by
Fisheld, show that the scaling variabk is 1172
(canonical) and I'? @ icrocanonical) dem on-—
strating that the true correlation length exponent
is = 2 in both cases.

Our intexpretation of the data implies that the
nequality@® 2=d is satis ed (as an equality) for the
RTFIC, in contrast to the conclusion ofPazm andiet al?.
W e have also looked at the energy gap between the
ground state and rst excited state at criticality. For
both the canonical and m icrocanonical ensembles, a
stretched exponential decay describes the data. For the
canonical case, the exponent (the power of L In the
exponential) is exactk? 1/3, and our num erical data are
consistent wih = 1=3 for the m icrocanonical case too.
T he present m odel, the RTF IC, is integrable and thus
relatively sin ple. In particular, the existence of the sin -
Pl analytical expression for the surface m agnetization



S, Eq.('_S), is surely related to the integrable nature of
Ehe m océeL Furthem ore, the m icrocanonical constraint
h; = J; enters directly in this expression. T hus one
can plausbly see how the constraintm ight a ect quanti-
tiesw hich span the system and cause am plitudes forthese
quantities to vanish. However, for non-integrable m od—
els, includingm odels in higher din ensions, one would not
expect the m icrocanonical constraint to enter in a direct
way even for quantities which span the whole system .
Thus it seem s unlkely to us that there would be even
an apparent di erence in the critical behavior of non—
Integrable m odels in the two ensembles. W e also note
that the m icrocanonical and canonical ensem bles of dis—
order have been Investigated for pite-T transiions in
random system s by A harony et al%? They nd no dif-
ference asym ptotically betw een the criticalbehavior and
nite-size e ects ofthe canonicaland m icrocanonicalen—
sembles which they term grand canonicaland canonical
respectively) .
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APPEND IX A

M easurem ents m ade in the two ensem bles are In fact
related to each otherby a sin ple transform ation at large
L. To see this note that

XL
= ii @1

i=1

w here
1 Inh; hd
i= = A2)
L var(nh) + var]nJ)
Thus is a sum of L uncorrelated random num bers
i 1= 1; 2Ll wih mean
[ikv= =L @A3)
and variance
1 1
[{he L, = @ 4)

L2 var(hh) + varnJ)

U sjng the central lim i theoram and the de nition of ' In
Eqg. (j) we nd that, In a canonicalrealization w ith given

the probability, P ( ), of obtaining the precise value
is

@A>5)

forL ! 1
Now tP°@; )andP" @ ; ) betheprobability dis-
tributions of som e cbservable A in the canonicaland m i~
crocanonicalensem bles respectively. T he two are related
by
Z 3
) = P C@;

1

)P ()d @ 6)

C orrespondingly, expectation valies In the two ensem bles
are related by

Zl
RE ()P ()d

1
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