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In a disordered system onecan eitherconsidera m icrocanonicalensem ble,wherethereisa precise

constrainton therandom variables,oracanonicalensem blewherethevariablesarechosen according

to a distribution withoutconstraints. W e addressthe question as to whethercriticalexponentsin

these two cases can di�erthrough a detailed study ofthe random transverse-�eld Ising chain. W e

�nd that the exponents are the sam e in both ensem bles,though som e criticalam plitudes vanish

in the m icrocanonicalensem ble for correlations which span the whole system and are particularly

sensitive to the constraint. Thiscan appear asa di�erentexponent.W e expectthatthisapparent

dependence ofexponents on ensem ble is related to the integrability ofthe m odel,and would not

occurin non-integrable m odels.

PACS num bers:05.60.-k,72.10.Bg,73.63.N m ,05.40.-a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the study ofthe criticalbehaviorofdisordered sys-

tem s,itisusualto pick therandom variablesfrom som e

distribution. This allows sam ple-to-sam ple uctuations

in the sum ofthe interactions(e.g.nearestneighbor)of

order
p
N . W e willcallthis the canonicalensem ble of

disorder,by analogy with the canonicalensem ble ofsta-

tisticalm echanicswhich allowsuctuationsin theenergy.

Itissom etim esofinterestto com plete thisanalogy and

de�neam icrocanonicalensem bleofthedisorderin which

thereisa strictconstraint,forexam pleby �xing exactly

the sum ofthe (e.g. nearest neighbor) interactions in

each sam ple. O urexperience from conventionalstatisti-

calm echanics tells us that in the therm odynam ic lim it

thechoiceofensem blesdoesnotm atterbutitisnotvery

clearthatthisisalso trueforrandom system s,especially

forthe caseofquantum phasetransitions.

In this paper we will study the sim plest disordered

m odel with a quantum phase transition, the random

transverse-�eld Ising chain (RTFIC)1,2 with the Ham il-

tonian:

H = �

L �1X

i= 1

Ji�
z
i�

z
i+ 1 �

LX

i= 1

hi�
x
i: (1)

where Ji > 0 and hi > 0 are random variables cho-

sen from distributions �(h) and �(J) with averages

[lnh]av; [lnJ]av and variances var(lnh); var(lnJ). W e

usefree boundary conditions,so thesum fortheJi stops

atL � 1.

Let us de�ne the two ensem bles,m icrocanonicaland

canonical, precisely for this m odel. For the canonical

ensem blethehi and Ji arechosen random ly.A param e-

terwhich characterizesthedeviation from criticality is��

where

�� =
[lnh]av � [lnJ]av

var(lnh)+ var(lnJ)
; (2)

Forthem icrocanonicalensem bleweconstrain thehi and

Ji such thatthe param eter

� =
1

L � 1

P L

i= 1
lnhi�

P L �1

i= 1
lnJi� [lnh]av

var(lnh)+ var(lnJ)
(3)

is set to a prescribed value for each sam ple. The last

term in thenum erator,which isnotnecessary to getthe

asym ptotic behavior,corrects for there being one m ore

hi than Ji with free boundary conditions. It ensures

that �� = [�]av even fora �nite system . In the canonical

ensem ble,the uctuations in � from sam ple to sam ple

areO (1=
p
L).Itisknown thata phasetransition occurs

in thism odelat �� = 0. Allournum ericalresultsin the

paperwillbe atthe criticalpoint.

Pazm andiet al.3 have argued that it is precisely the

O (1=
p
L) uctuations which lead to the bound on the

�nite size correlation length exponent4,5,6 � � 2=d.Fur-

ther,they argue that exponents in the m icrocanonical

ensem ble need notsatisfy thisbound. In addition,Igloi

and Rieger7 claim thatthe exponentsofthe RTFIC can

depend on the choice of ensem ble. In this paper our

m ain goalis to investigate these claim s through a de-

tailed study ofthe zero-tem perature criticalproperties

ofthe RTFIC.

Using the Jordan-W ignertransform ation,the Ham il-

tonian ofthe RTFIC can be m apped to a free-ferm ion

problem and this m apping is particularly usefulin the

contextofnum ericalcom putations.Itcan beshown that

variousphysicalquantitiescan beexpressed in astraight-

forwardwayin term softheeigenvaluesand eigenstatesof

thefree Ham iltonian,which areeasy to evaluatenum er-

ically. These have been discussed by severalauthors in

earlier papers7,8 and we willnot repeat the derivations

here but willuse those results in our num ericalcalcu-

lations. In this paper we look at the surface and bulk

m agnetizations,the end-to-end correlation function and

the energy gap. Forthe surface m agnetization,the free

ferm ion m ethod leadsto a sim pleform and itispossible

to obtain som edetailed resultsanalytically.W e�rstdis-

cussthisin Sec.IIand then presentnum ericalresultsfor

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305664v1


2

variousotherquantitiesin Secs.IIIand IV.O urconclu-

sionsaresum m arized in Sec.V.

II. SU R FA C E M A G N ET IZA T IO N

The sim plestquantity to calculateisthe surfacem ag-

netization,m s,which isde�ned with freeboundary con-

ditionsin which we�x �z atoneend,i= L say,tobe+ 1.

The surfacem agnetization isthen the expectation value

of�z attheotherend (i= 1).Thisisequivalenttodelet-

ing the transverse �eld on site L,so �zL com m uteswith

the Ham iltonian and the ground state isexactly doubly

degenerate,and calculating the expectation value of�z1
in theground statewith �zL = 1.Letusdenotethisstate

by j~0iand so

m s = h~0j�z1j
~0i: (4)

Thishasa sim ple form 7,9,nam ely:

m
s =

2

41+

L �1X

i= 1

iY

j= 1

�
hj

Jj

� 2

3

5

�1=2

: (5)

Igloiand Rieger7 used this to num erically com pute the

distributions ofB = � log(ms),Pc(B ) and Pm c(B ),in

the two ensem bles.

However it is also possible to obtain the distribution

functionsanalytically10 forL ! 1 and werederivethose

resultshere.Firstconsiderthe canonicalcase.Letxl =

(hl=Jl)
2.Then from Eq.(5)weget

B L =
1

2
ln[1+ x1(1+ x2(1+ x3(1+ :::(1+ xL �1 ):::)))]

=
1

2
ln[1+ x1e

2B L � 1]

�
1

2
lnx1 + B L �1 : (6)

Theaboveapproxim ation isgood m ostofthetim esince

B L isexpected to beorderL1=2.Forsm allB L wenotice

that the increm ent in B L is always positive and so B L

can neverbecom enegative.Thisand Eq.(6)m eansthat

B L can bee�ectively described by a biased random walk

(in which L isthetim evariable)with a reecting wallat

the origin. Itisconvenientto introduce a scaled length

variable

‘= L
var(lnh)+ var(lnJ)

2
; (7)

in term s ofwhich the probability distribution P c(B ;L)

can be written as

P
c(B ;L)= eP (B ;‘): (8)

Then in thecontinuum lim it,itiseasytoseethat eP (B ;‘)

satis�esthe following equation:

@ eP

@‘
=
@2 eP

@B 2
� 2��

@ eP

@B
; (9)

where�� isgiven by Eq.(2).Thereectingboundary con-

dition is im posed by requiring the currentatthe origin

B = 0 to be zero,thus[@
~P

@B
� 2��~P ]B = 0 = 0. Thisprob-

lem ism athem atically equivalentto Brownian m otion in

a gravitational�eld and itssolution,foridenticalbound-

ary conditions,is discussed in Ref.11. W ith the initial

condition ~P (B ;L = 0)= �(B )we �nd thatthe solution

ofthe aboveequation is10:

P
c(B ;L)= eP (B ;‘)= (10)

�(B )

�
1

(‘�)1=2
e
�(B �2‘ ��)

2
=4‘

� �� e2
��B erfc

�
B + 2��‘

2‘1=2

��

:

whereerfcisthe com plem entary errorfunction.

For the m icrocanonical ensem ble the distribution

P m c(B ;L)can befound usingtheresultthatitisrelated

toP c(B ;L)throughthegeneraltransform ationEq.(A6).

O nethen gets10:

P
m c(B ;L)= 2�(B )�(B � 2�‘)

�
B

‘
� �

�

e
�

B
2

L
+ 2B �

:

(11)

Note that P c(B ;L) is a function of the two scaling

variablesb= B =‘1=2 and ��‘1=2,and sim ilarly P m c(B ;L)

isa function of�‘1=2 aswellasb.Accordingto �nitesize

scaling,thescalingvariableassociated with thedeviation

from criticality (� or�� here) should be proportionalto

L1=�. Hence Eqs.(10)and (11)show thatthe true cor-

relation length,asdeterm ined from �nite size scaling,is

� = 2.

Now thatwe have the com plete distributionsforB =

� ln(ms)we can calculate the m ean surface m agnetiza-

tion. Even though we �nd that [� ln(ms)]av � L1=2 in

both ensem bles,thebehaviourofthem ean ofm s (rather

than itslog)isquitedi�erentin thetwo ensem bles.This

is because m s = e�B and so the m ain contribution to

m s com es from the behaviour ofP (B ) at sm allB (i.e.

from rare sam pleswith m s � 1).ForlargeL we�nd the

following asym ptotic form sforthe m ean m agnetization.

In the canonicalcase:

[m s]cav =
e�

��
2
‘

(�‘)1=2
� �� erfc[��‘1=2] (12)

while in the m icrocanonicalensem ble weget:

[m s]m c
av =

2

‘
� 2� (� < 0)

= e
�2�‘(2� +

1

‘
) (� > 0): (13)

For ��‘1=2 � 1, Eq.(12) gives [m s]cav � exp(� ‘=�c)

where �c = 1=��2,in agreem entwith � = 2 deduced ear-

lier. However,for the m icrocanonicaldistribution with

�‘� 1,we have[ms]m c
av � exp(� ‘=�m c)with �m c = 1=�.

Thislookslike an apparentcorrelation length exponent

of1 rather than 2. However,it is worth investigating

the origin ofthis discrepancy between the apparentex-

ponents in the two ensem bles. For both ensem bles the
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scaling variableis� (or��)L1=2.In the canonicalensem -

ble,thedistribution in Eq.(10)hasa constantweightat

B = 0,which leadsto the expected �c = 1=��2.However,

forthem icrocanonicalensem ble,thereisa \hole" in the

distribution for B < 2�‘. The average is dom inated by

the partofthe distribution with the sm allestB ,so this

di�erence in the distributions for sm allB accounts for

the di�erence in the behaviorofthe average. Since the

weightofthe distribution forthe m icrocanonicalensem -

ble vanishesatsm allB ,we argue thatthe am plitude of

theexpected 1=�2 divergenceofthecorrelation length for

[m s]m c
av is zero,and that the resulting behavior,� 1=�,

isreally a correction to scaling.In therestofthispaper

we shallreinforce the conclusion that� = 2 in both en-

sem blesbutwith theleading am plitudevanishing,in the

m icrocanonicalcase,forcertain quantitieswhich arepar-

ticularly sensitiveto them icrocanonicalconstraint.This

pointofview isdi�erentfrom thatofIgloiand Rieger7

who arguethat� isdi�erentforthe two ensem bles.

ForL ! 1 and � (or��)< 0,we get[ms]av = � 2� in

both ensem bles,giving a m agnetic exponent� = 1. At

the criticalpoint we �nd that the m ean m agnetization

decayswith system sizeas:

[m s]cav �
1

L1=2
(14)

[m s]
m c

av
�

1

L
: (15)

From �nitesizescalingweexpectadecay� L��=� where

� is the correlation length exponent. W hile this m ight

suggestthat� = 2 in the canonicalensem ble and � = 1

in the m icrocanonicalcase,we feel,as discussed above,

thatam oreconsistentpictureisthattheam plitudeofthe

leading divergence ofthe correlation length appropriate

to [m s]m c
av vanishesforthe m icrocanonicalensem ble and

thatthe trueexponentis� = 2 in both cases.

III. B U LK M A G N ET IZA T IO N

In the previous section we saw that the correlation

length exponentforthe surface m agnetization seem s,at

�rst glance,to be di�erent in the canonicaland m icro-

canonicalensem bles,butwe argued thatthe correctin-

terpretation is thatthe exponents are the sam e,� = 2,

butthe am plitude ofthe expected divergence ofcertain

quantitiesisactually zero forthe m icrocanonicalensem -

ble. In this section we strengthen this argum entby in-

vestigating the m agnetization in the bulk ofthe sam ple,

when a spin at the end is �xed. W e see the sam e ex-

ponent� = 2 in both ensem bles,clearly indicating that

a correlation length with a � = 2 divergence does exist

forthe m icrocanonicalensem ble.Itsabsence in the sur-

facem agnetization presum ablyindicatesthattheleading

am plitude vanishesforthisquantity.

W e again consideran open chain with the spin atone

end �xed to �zL = 1 and look atthem agnetization atthe

100 200 40050

L

0.3

0.4

0.5

[m
] a

v

Canonical

Micro−Canonical

slope=−0.187+/−0.003

slope=−0.202+/−0.002

FIG .1: M ean ofthebulk m agnetization,asde�ned Eq.(16),

fordi�erentsystem sizes,evaluated in thetwoensem bles.The

expected slope from �nite size scaling is�=� ’ 0:191.

m iddle ofthe chain

m = h~0j�zL =2j
~0i: (16)

Using the free ferm ion m ethod thiscan be expressed as

thedeterm inantofam atrixwhoseelem entsareexpressed

in term sofeigenstatesofa quadratic Ham iltonian. W e

evaluatethisnum erically and com puteboth them ean of

the bulk m agnetization and also its distribution in the

two di�erentensem bles. Here we willonly exam ine the

data atthe criticalpoint.

Sincethespin atoneend is�xed,thereareequalnum -

bersofhiandJi,sothede�nition of� inEq.(3)isslightly

m odi�ed,which leadsto the condition

L �1X

i= 1

(lnhi� lnJi)= 0 (17)

forcriticality(i.e.� = 0)in them icrocanonicalensem ble.

W e setJ = 1 and allow h to take values2 and 1=2. In

thecanonicalcaseeach hitakesoneofitstwovalueswith

equalprobability.In them icrocanonicalcaseexactlyhalf

ofthe sites,chosen at random ,are assigned h = 2 and

theotherhalfareassignedh = 1=2,which clearlysatis�es

Eq.(17).

The num ericalresultsforthe decay ofthe m ean m ag-

netization with system size are shown in Fig.1. The

m ean isseen to behave sim ilarly in both ensem blesand

the system -size decay is consistent with the form ex-

pected from �nite-size scaling [m ]av � L��=� with � =

(3� 51=2)=2 and � = 2,so that�=� ’ 0:191.

W e now look at the distribution ofm . W e use the

variable b = � ln(m )=L1=2 since this has good scaling

properties. The detailsofthe distributionsofm ,shown
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0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

b=−log(m)/L
1/2

10
−3

10
−1

10
1

P
(b

)

51

101

201

401

     L

CanonicalCanonical

FIG .2: The distribution ofthe bulk-m agnetization for dif-

ferentsystem sizesforthe canonicalensem ble.

in Figs.2,3,and 4,aredi�erentin thetwo ensem bles;in

particularthe m icrocanonicaldistribution fallso� faster

atlargeargum ent.However,ascan beseen in Fig.4,the

behaviour at sm allvalues ofthe argum ent is the sam e

in both ensem bles,which leads to the sam e asym ptotic

behaviourfor[m ]av.

Thus,unlikethesurfacem agnetization,thebulk m ag-

netization showsthesam e criticalbehaviourin both en-

sem bles.In particular,theresultsofthissection indicate

thatthereisa correlation length which divergeswith ex-

ponent� = 2 in the m icrocanonicalensem ble. Itisnot

seen in thesurfacem agnetization m s,forwhich the cor-

relation length diverges less strongly with an exponent

� = 1,butthism ustsim ply indicate thatthe am plitude

ofthe � = 2 divergencevanishesform s.

IV . EN D -T O -EN D C O R R ELA T IO N S A N D G A P S

In this section we investigate num erically the energy

gap � and the end-to-end correlation function

C1L = h0j�z1�
z
L j0i (18)

in the canonicaland m icrocanonicalensem bles to com -

paretheresultsofthetwoensem bleswith each otherand

with analyticalresults2 forthe canonicalensem ble.

W e take the following rectangulardistribution forthe

bondsand �eldsatthe criticalpoint

�(J) =

�
1 for0 < J < 1

0 otherwise

�(h) =

�
1 for0 < h < 1

0 otherwise.
(19)

which gives

[lnh]av = � 1; var(lnh)= 1

0 0.5 1

b=−log(m)/L
1/2

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

10
1

P
(b

)

51

101

201

401

     L

Micro−Canonical

FIG .3: The distribution ofthe bulk-m agnetization for dif-

ferentsystem sizesforthe m icrocanonicalensem ble.

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

b=−log(m)/L
1/2

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

10
1

P
(b

)

Canonical: L=201

Microcanonical: L=201

FIG . 4: Com parison of the distributions of the bulk-

m agnetization in the two ensem bles for a chain of length

L = 201. O n thislog-log plotthey appear to have the sam e

slope atsm allvaluesofthe argum ent. However,atlarge ar-

gum ent,the m icrocanonicaldistribution fallso� faster.

[lnJ]av = � 1; var(lnJ)= 1: (20)

From thisitfollowsthat

‘= L; (21)

where ‘ is de�ned in Eq.(7). W e use free boundary

conditionswithout constraining eitherofthe end spins.

From Eqs.(3)and (20)thecondition forcriticality in the

m icrocanonicalensem bleis

LX

i= 1

lnhi�

L �1X

i= 1

lnJi = � 1 (m icrocan.): (22)
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16 32 64 128

L

10
−6

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

C
1L

 (Can)

Gap (Can)

C
1L

 (Micro)

Gap(Micro)

slope=−0.977+/−0.01

3.556L
1/6

exp(−3/2(π2
L/2)

1/3
)

FIG .5:Plotofthem ean valuesoftheend-to-end correlation

function C 1;L and theenergy gap � forboth thecanonicaland

m icrocanonicalensem bles. In the canonicalcase,the �tsare

close to those predicted analytically and given in Eqs.(23)

and (24). For m icrocanonical ensem ble, the lines are just

guidesto the eye.

W e initially generate the hi and Ji in an unconstrained

way,as for the canonicalensem ble,but then rescale hi
by an appropriate factor so that the above condition is

satis�ed.

ThedistributionsofC1L and � werestudied earlierby

Fisherand Young2 and wesum m arizesom eoftheirm ain

resultsforL ! 1 :

[C1L ]
c
av �

1

L
(23)

[�]cav � L
1=6 exp

"

�
3

2

�
�2L

2

� 1=3
#

(24)

ln(�)� ln(C 1L ) =

LX

i= 1

ln(hl)�

L �1X

i= 1

ln(Jl): (25)

In Fig.5 we com pare the system size dependence of

the average correlation function and the gap in the two

ensem bles. For the canonicalcase,the data agree well

with the analytic predictions in Eqs.(23) and (24),as

wasalso found in Ref.2.However,ifwe �tthe data for

the gap to Eq.(24)adjusting only the overallam plitude

the �2 is 150 which is very high. Hence there m ust be

system atic corrections to Eq.(24) which are larger for

the sizesstudied than the,very sm all,statisticalerrors.

For the m icrocanonical ensem ble, the data for both

[C1L ]
m c
av and [�]m c

av in Fig.5 appearto decay asstretched

exponentials,and we willdiscuss�tsto thisdata below.

Interestingly,thevalueof[C1L ]av isfound tobecloseto

[m s
1m

s
L ]av,where m

s
1 (m

s
L )is the surface m agnetization

atsite1(L)with thespin atsiteL (1)�xed.Thiscan be

16 32 64 128

L

0.01

0.005

0.02

0.04

[C
1L

]
c

av

[m
s

1
m

s

L
]
c

av

([m
s

1
]
c

av
)

2

slope=−0.977+/−0.01

(fit to [C
1L

]
c

av
 data)

FIG .6: Plot ofthe m ean correlation function [C 1;L ]
c
av ver-

sus system size com pared with [m
s
1m

s
L ]

c
av and ([m

s
1]
c
av)

2
,for

the canonicalensem ble. The ([m
s
1]
c
av)

2
data falls as 1=L as

expected from Eq.(14).

16 32 64 128

L

10
−6

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

[C
1L

]
mc

av

[m
s

1
m

s

L
]
mc

av

([m
s

1
]
mc

av
)
2

FIG .7:Plotofthem ean correlation function [C 1;L ]
m c
av versus

system size com pared with [m
s
1m

s
L ]

m c
av and ([m

s
1]
m c
av )

2
,forthe

m icrocanonicalensem ble. The data for ([m
s
1]
m c
av )

2
decays as

1=L
2
asexpected from Eq.(15).

seen in Figs.6and 7whereweplotboth thesequantities,

as wellas [m s
1]
2
av,for di�erent system sizes. Especially

in the canonicalcase,[C1L ]av and [m s
1m

s
L ]av are alm ost

indistinguishable.Note thatforthe m icrocanonical,but

notthe canonical,ensem ble [m s
1]
2
av ism uch greaterthan

[m s
1m

s
L ]av.Thereasonforthisisthat[m

s
1]av isdom inated

byafew raresam pleswherethebondsarebiggerthan the

�eldsatthe free end (and hence,forthe m icrocanonical
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16 32 64 128 256 512

L

10
−11

10
−9

10
−7

10
−5

10
−3

[m
s

1
m

s

L
] a

v

41.5L
0.44

exp(−3.95L
1/3

)

0.32 0.4 0.48 0.56p
0

25

50

75

100

χ2

FIG .8: Plot of [m
s
1m

s
L ]

m c
av against L for di�erent system

sizes,forthem icrocanonicalensem ble.A best�tto theform

aL
p
e
�bL

1=3

with p = 0:44 (�
2
= 3:9) is shown. The inset

plots�
2
againstp.

ensem ble,m ust be less than the �elds at the other end

because ofthe constraint). Hence forthese sam plesm s
L

issm allerthan typicalin the m icrocanonicalensem ble.

Since [C1L ]av and [m s
1m

s
L ]av behave sim ilarly we can

obtain a betterestim ate forthe decay law in the m icro-

canonicalcase. This is because m s
1m

s
L can be obtained

directly from Eq.(5) and thus be accurately com puted

num erically for bigger system s. W e assum e the sam e

form as in the exact result for the gap in the canoni-

calcase,Eq.(24),i.e.aLp exp(� bL�),and take� = 1=3

thesam evalueasin Eq.(24).Thedatashown in Fig.8is

�tted to aL p exp(� bL1=3)by varying a and bforseveral

(�xed)valuesofp.Them inim um �2 of3.9,which isquite

acceptable for three degrees offreedom ,is obtained for

p ’ 0:44.Itweassum ethatp = 1=6,asforthecanonical

case,then �2 = 1380 which isextrem ely high.However,

wenoted forthe canonicalcase,thatthereappearto be

corrections to the scaling form in Eq.(24). Hence we

cannotrule outthe possibility thatp = 1=6 also forthe

m icrocanonicalensem ble.

From Figs. 5 and 7, it seem s plausible that

[m s
1m

s
L ]

m c
av ; [C1L ]

m c
av and [�]m c

av allvary in the sam e way

in the m icrocanonicalensem ble. Ifthis is so then the

data for the gap is consistent with the stretched expo-

nentialform aL1=6 exp(� bL1=3),for both canonicaland

m icrocanonicalensem bles, though there are som e sys-

tem aticcorrectionsto thisfortherangeofsizesthatcan

be studied. Thisisknown to be exact forthe canonical

ensem ble,see Eq.(24). It would be interesting to see

ifthe dependence ofgap on system size could be deter-

m ined analyticallyforthem icrocanonicalensem bleusing

random walk argum ents.

Thedistribution ofthedi�erenceln(�)� ln(C 1L )+ 1is

plotted in Figs.9and 10.In thecanonicalcase,Eqs.(25)

−4 −2 0 2 4
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FIG .9:D istribution of[ln(�)� ln(C 1L )+ 1]=(2L)
1=2

forthe

canonicalcase.The analytic form ,deduced from Eq.(25),is

a G aussian with variance unity. This is shown by the solid

line.
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FIG .10:D istribution of[ln(�)� ln(C 1L )+ 1]=(2L)
1=2

forthe

m icrocanonicalcase. Equations (22) and (25) predict that

ln(�)� ln(C 1L )+ 1 should be identically zero in thetherm o-

dynam iclim it.Thedata seem sto betending towardsthisfor

large L.

and (20)predicta G aussian distribution with zero m ean

and standard deviation
p
2L for large L. Fig.9 shows

thatthisworksvery wellforthe fullrangeofsizesstud-

ied num erically. Equations (22) and (25) predict that

ln(�)� ln(C 1L )+ 1 should beidentically zero in them i-

crocanonicalensem ble for L ! 1 and hence its distri-

bution should be a delta function atthe origin. Indeed

the distribution in Fig.10 isnarrow and sharply peaked

atzero with a width which deceasesasL increases,con-
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tem sizesL = 32 and 128 forthe canonicalensem ble.
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FIG .12:Probability distributionsofC 1L and m
s
1m

s
L forsys-

tem sizesL = 32 and 128 forthe m icrocanonicalensem ble.

sistentwith theseexpectations.

Finally welook atthedistributionsofC1L and m s
1m

s
L.

The scaling variables are2 � = � ln(C1L )=L
1=2 and

d = � ln(ms1m
s
L)=L

1=2 and relevant plots are shown in

Figs.11 and 12 forthecanonicaland m icrocanonicalen-

sem bles respectively. W e see that in the canonicalcase

the overalldistributionsof� and d aredi�erentatlarge

argum ents,butthey m atch very accurately atsm allval-

uesoftheargum entleading to thesam ebehaviorforthe

averages[C1L ]
c
av and [m s

1m
s
L ]

c
av shown in Fig.6. In the

m icrocanonicalcase,the overalldistributions are quite

sim ilar but the agreem ent at sm allvalues ofthe argu-

m entisnotasgood asin the canonicalcase.Thisleads

to a greaterdi�erence,shown in Fig.7 between theaver-

ages[C1L ]
m c
av and [m s

1m
s
L]

m c
av than in the canonicalcase.

To sum m arize this section,for the canonicalensem -

ble,the end-to-end correlation function [C1L ]av falls o�

atcriticality with a powerofL,aspredicted analytically,

Eq.(23). However,for the m icrocanonicalensem ble it

falls o� m uch faster, as a stretched exponential func-

tion ofdistance. The average gap,[�]av falls o� with

a stretched exponentialform at criticality in both en-

sem bles,with probably the sam e dependence on L.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

In this paper we have looked num erically at the �-

nite size dependence of various quantities for the ran-

dom transverse �eld Ising chain (RTFIC) at criticality,

forboth the canonicaland m icrocanonicalensem blesof

disorder. For quantities that span the system ,m s and

C1L ,�nite size scaling appears,at �rst glance,to indi-

cate di�erent correlation length exponents for the two

ensem bles: � = 2 for canonicaland � = 1 for the m i-

crocanonical.However,in contrastto Igloiand Rieger7,

we conclude that the correct interpretation is that the

truescaling exponentisthesam e forthetwo ensem bles,

� = 2,butthattheam plitude fortheleading � = 2 piece

is zero, in the m icrocanonicalensem ble, for quantities

thatspan thesystem and arethussensitiveto them icro-

canonicalconstraint.O urreasonsforthisaretwo-fold:

1.Forthe quantity we calculated thatdoesnotspan

thesystem ,the\bulk" m agnetization m ,thesam e

correlation length exponent � = 2 was found for

both ensem bles,indicating thatthere is a correla-

tion length in the m icrocanonicalensem ble which

divergeswith the largerexponent� = 2.Hence,if

this isnotseen for quantitieswhich span the sys-

tem ,the explanation m ust be that the am plitude

is zero,not that this larger length scale does not

exist.

2.The analyticalexpressions for the distribution of

the surface m agnetization m s, �rst obtained by

Fisher10, show that the scaling variable is ��L1=2

(canonical) and �L1=2 (m icrocanonical) dem on-

strating thatthe true correlation length exponent

is� = 2 in both cases.

O ur interpretation of the data im plies that the

inequality4,5 � � 2=d issatis�ed (asan equality)forthe

RTFIC,in contrasttotheconclusion ofPazm andietal.3.

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 ensem bles, a

stretched exponentialdecay describesthe data. Forthe

canonicalcase,the exponent � (the power ofL in the

exponential)isexactly2 1/3,and ournum ericaldata are

consistentwith � = 1=3 forthem icrocanonicalcasetoo.

Thepresentm odel,theRTFIC,isintegrableand thus

relatively sim ple.In particular,theexistenceofthesim -

ple analyticalexpression for the surface m agnetization
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m s,Eq.(5),is surely related to the integrable nature of

the m odel. Furtherm ore,the m icrocanonicalconstraint
Q
hi =

Q
Ji entersdirectly in thisexpression.Thusone

can plausibly seehow theconstraintm ighta�ectquanti-

tieswhichspan thesystem andcauseam plitudesforthese

quantities to vanish. However,for non-integrable m od-

els,includingm odelsin higherdim ensions,onewould not

expectthem icrocanonicalconstraintto enterin a direct

way even for quantities which span the whole system .

Thus it seem s unlikely to us that there would be even

an apparent di�erence in the criticalbehavior of non-

integrable m odels in the two ensem bles. W e also note

thatthe m icrocanonicaland canonicalensem blesofdis-

order have been investigated for �nite-T transitions in

random system s by Aharony et al.12 They �nd no dif-

ferenceasym ptotically between thecriticalbehaviorand

�nite-sizee�ectsofthecanonicaland m icrocanonicalen-

sem bles(which they term grand canonicaland canonical

respectively).
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A P P EN D IX A

M easurem entsm ade in the two ensem bles are in fact

related to each otherby a sim pletransform ation atlarge

L.To seethisnotethat

� =

LX

i= 1

�i; (A1)

where

�i =
1

L

lnhi� lnJi

var(lnh)+ var(lnJ)
: (A2)

Thus � is a sum of L uncorrelated random num bers

�i;i= 1;:::L with m ean

[�i]av = ��=L (A3)

and variance

[�2i]av � [�i]
2
av =

1

L2

1

var(lnh)+ var(lnJ)
: (A4)

Using thecentrallim ittheorem and thede�nition of‘in

Eq.(7)we�nd that,in acanonicalrealization with given
�� the probability,P��(�),ofobtaining the precise value �

is

P��(�)=

�
‘

�

� 1=2

e
�‘(�� ��)

2

; (A5)

forL ! 1 .

Now letP c(A;��)and Pm c(A;�)betheprobability dis-

tributionsofsom eobservableA in thecanonicaland m i-

crocanonicalensem blesrespectively.Thetwo arerelated

by

P
c(A;��)=

Z 1

�1

P
m c(A;�)P��(�)d�: (A6)

Correspondingly,expectation valuesin thetwoensem bles

arerelated by

[A]cav(
��)=

Z 1

�1

[A]m c
av (�)P��(�)d�: (A7)
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