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The spin and the chirality orderings of the Heisenberg soin glass in two din ensions w ith the
nearestneighbor G aussian coupling are investigated by equilbbrium M onte C arlo sin ulations. Par-
ticular attention is paid to the behavior of the soin and the chirality correlation lengths. In order to
observe the true asym ptotic behavior, fairly large system size L > 20 (L the linear dim ension of the
system ) appears to be necessary. It is ound that both the spin and the chirality order only at zero
tem perature. At high tem peratures, the chiral correlation length stays shorter than spin correlation
length, whereas at lower tem peratures below the crossover tem perature T , the chiral correlation
length exceeds the spin correlation length. The spin and the chirality correlation—length exponents
are estin ated above T tobe s¢ = 0:9 02 and cc = 231 03, respectively. T hese values are
close to the previous estin ates on the basis of the dom ain-w allenergy calculation. D iscussion is
given about the asym ptotic critical behavior realized below T

INTRODUCTION

Spin glasses (SG s) are the type ofrandom m agnetspos—
sessing both the ferrom agnetic and the antiferrom agnetic
couplings, and are characterized both by frustration and
random ness. E xperin entally, it is now well established
that typical SG m agnets exhibi an equilbrium phase
transition at a nite tem perature and that there exists
a them odynam ic SG phase. T he true nature of the SG
transition and ofthe SG ordered phase, however, hasnot
fully been understood yet in spite ofextensive studies for
years.

In num erical studies 0of SG s, much e ort has been de—
voted to clarify the properties of the socalled Edw ards—
Anderson (EA) model E}:]. M ost of these num erical
works on the EA m odel have concentrated on the Ising
EA model. By contrast, m any of real SG m agnets are
H eisenberg-lke rather than Ising-lke in the sense that
the m agnetic anisotropy is considerably weaker than the
isotropic exchange interaction il_:, :-2]. P resum ably, theo—
retical bias toward the Ising m odel is partly due to the
sim plicity ofthe Ising m odel, but partly also re ects the
historical sttuation that the earlier theoretical studies on
the H eisenberg EA m odel strongly suggested in com m on
that the Heisenberg EA m odeldid not exhibit any nite—
tem perature transition '_[2, :_3, :_4, :_5, g], apparently m aking
i di cut in explaining the experin ental SG transition
w ithin the isotropic H eisenberg m odel.

M eanw hile, a novel possbility was suggested by one
of the present authors #H K . that the 3D H eisenberg
SG m ight exhibit an equilbriim phase transiion at a

nie tem perature, not n the spin sector as usually en—
visaged, but In the chirality sector, ie., m ght exhibit
a chimlgkss (CG) transition [{]. Chiralty is a muli
spin variable representing the sense or the handedness of
local noncoplanar spin structures induced by spin frus—
tration. In the CG ordered state, chiralities are ordered
in a spatially random m anner w hile H eisenberg spins re—

main param agnetic. Refs. E, 8, -'_91, :_l-g, :_l-_', :_I-Z_i] clhained

that the standard SG order associated w ith the freezing
of the H eisenberg spin occurred at a tem perature lower
than the CG transition tem perature at T = Tgg < Tcg s
quite possbly Tsg = 0. It means that the spin and
the chirality are decoupled on long length scales (spin-—
chirality decoupling). In fact, based on such a soin—
chirality decoupling picture, a chirality scenario of the
SG transition hasbeen advanced, which explains the ex—
perin entally observed SG transition asessentially chiral-
ity driven [_‘2, :_9]. N ote that the num erical ocbservation of
a nitetem perature CG transition in the 3D H eisenberg
SG [_'Z, :_g,-'_é, :_l-Q', :_l-]_;,-_l-g:] isnot inconsistent w ith the earlier
observations of the absence of the conventionalSG order
at any nite tem perature.

Recently, however, In a serdes of num erical studies
on the 3D Heisenberg EA m odel, Tohoku group criti-
cized the earlier num erical works, clain ing that In the
3D Heisenberg SG the soin ordered at a nite tem pera—
ture and that the SG transition tem perature m ight co—
ncide w ith the CG transition tem perature, ie., Tsg =
Tce > 0 {13,114]. By calculating the spin and the chi-
rality correlation lengths, Lee and Young also suggested
Tsg = Tcg > 0 [_1-5] By contrast, Hukushin a and K awa—
mura m aintained that in 3D the spin and the chirality
weredecoupled on su ciently long length scales, and that
Tsg < Tcg t_l-gl], supporting the earlier num erical results.
T he situation in 3D thus rem ains controversial.

Under such circum stances, in order to shed further
light on the nature of the ordering In 3D, i m ight be
usefiil to study the problem for the general space din en—
sionality D . The soin and the chirality orderings of the
Heisengerg SG in din ensions higher than three, ie., 4D,
5D andD = 1 f(an in niterangedm ean—- eld SG m odel),
were recently studied in Ref.{_l-j]. In the present paper,
we w ish to study the soin and the chirality orderings of
the low -din ensional system , ie., the Heisengerg SG in
2D .

Therewereonly a few thoereticaland num ericalw orks
perform ed for the 2D Heisenberg EA model. On ana—
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Iytical side, there exists a proof that the standard SG
longrange order (LRO ) does not arise at any nite tem -
perature f_l-g'] T he proof, how ever, does not tell whhether
the CG LRO oould exist or not in 2D . On num erical
side, the dom ain-waltenergy calculation suggested that
both the spin and the chirality ordered onl at T = O,
butw ith m utually di erent correlation—Jlength exponents,
ce 21> gz 10 12 {]]. Ifthis isreally the case,
the soin and the chirality are decoupled on long length
scale at the T = 0 transition. W e note that a sin ilar
phenom enon has also been reported for the 2D XY SG

t_l-g', :_2-(_j, :_2-]_:, 2-2_1] M eanw hile, to the authors’ know ledge,
noMonte Carlo M C) sinulation for the 2D H eisenberg
SG hasbeen reported so far.

In the present paper,wew ish to llthisgap.W e study
both the SG and the CG orderings ofthe 2D H eisenbergy
EA m odelby m eansofa largescale equilbbriim M C sin —
ulation. T he present paper is organized as follow s. In X2,
we Introduce our m odel and explain som e of the details
of the M C calculation. Various physcial quantities cal-
culated n ourM C simulations, eg., the SG and the CG
susceptibilities, the spin and the chiralB inder ratios, the
SG and the CG correlation functions and the associated
correlation legnths are introduced in x3. The results of
our M C simulations are presented and analyzed in x4.
Section 5 is devoted to brief sum m ary of the results.

THE MODEL AND THE METHOD

T hem odelw e consider is the isotropic classicalH eisen—
berg model on a 2D square lattice wih the nearest—
neighbor G aussian coupling. The Ham iltonian is given
by
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where S; = (S¥;SY;S7) is a threecom ponent unit vec—
tor, and the < ij > sum is taken over nearest-neighbor
pairs on the lattice. T he nearest-neighbor coupling Jij
is assum ed to obey the G aussian distrdbution w ith zero
m ean and variance J. W e perfom equilibriim M C sin —
ulations on the m odel. The lattices studied are square
lattices with N = L? siteswith L = 10, 16, 20, 30 and
40 w ith periodic boundary conditions in all directions.
Sam ple average is taken over 384 (L = 10;16;20) and
320 (L = 30;40) Independent bond realizations. E rror
bars of physical quantities are estin ated by the sam ple-
to-sam ple statistical uctuation over the bond realiza-—
tions.

In order to facilitate e cient themm alization, we
com bine the standard heatbath method wih the
tem perature-exchange technique [_ig'] Care istaken tobe
sure that the systam is fully equilbrated. E quilbration is
checked by the follow Ing procedures. First, we m onitor

the system to travelback and forth m any tim es along
the tem perature axis during the tem perature-exchange
process (typically m ore than 10 tin es) between them ax—
Imum and m ininum tem perature points. W e check at
the sam e tin e that the relaxation due to the standard
heat-bath updating is reasonably fast at the highest tem —
perature, whose relaxation tim e is of order 10%° M onte
Carlo stepsper spin M CS).Thisguarantees that di er-
ent parts of the phase space are sam pled in each \cyck"
of the tem perature-exchange run. Second, we check the
stability of the results against at least three tin es longer
runs or a subset of sam ples.

PHYSICAL QUANTITIES

In this section, we de ne various physical quantities
calculated in our sin ulations below . By considering two
independent system s (\replicas") described by the sam e
H am iltonian @'), one can de ne an overlhp variabl. T he
overlp ofthe H eisenberg spin isde ned asa tensor vari-
ableqg between the and ocomponents (, =x;y;z)
of the H eisenberg spin,
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w here Si(l) and Si(Z) are the i~th Heisenberg spins of the

replicas 1 and 2, respectively. In our simulations, we
prepare the two replicas 1 and 2 by running two inde—
pendent sequences of system s In parallel w ith di erent
spin initial conditions and di erent sequences of random
num bers. In tem s ofthese tensor overlaps, the SG order
param eter is de ned by

X
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and the SG susceptbility by
se =Na? @

where h i represents the them al average and [
average over the bond disorder. The associated spin
B inder ratio is de ned by
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Note that gsg is nom alized so that, In the them ody-
nam ic lim i, i vanishes in the high-tem perature phase
and gives unity in the nondegenerate ordered state.

T he localchirality at the i~th site and in the -th direc—
tion ; maybede ned Porthree neighboring H eisenbery
soins by the scalar,

)

i =Sie Si Sie) ; (6)



whereé ( = x;y) denotes a unit vector along the -th

axis. There are in total 2N Ilocal chiral variables. W e
de ne them ean localam plitude of the chirality, , by

v

= N h{i] : (1)

i=1 =x;y

N ote that the m agniude of tells us the extent of the
noncoplanariy ofthe localspin structures. In particular,
vanishes for any coplanar soin con guration.
A s In the case of the Heisenberg spin, one can de ne
an overlap of the chiral variable by considering the two
replicas by
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w here i(l) and i(Z) represent the chiral variables of the
replicas 1 and 2, respectively. In term s of this chiral
overlbp g , the CG order param eter is de ned by

he'i] ; )

and the associated CG susceptibility by
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Unlke the spin variable, the localm agnitude of the chi-
rality isnot nom alized to unity, and is also tem perature
dependent som ewhat. In order to take account of this
e ect, and also to get an appropriate nom alization, we
also consider the reduced CG susceptbility ~c¢ by di-
viding ¢¢ by appropriate powersof ,

CG

~ce = 2 : 11)

T he B iInder ratio of the chirality is de ned by
|
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The twopoint SG correlation function is de ned by
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where ¥ = (x;y) denotes the two-din ensional positional

vector between the two Heisenberg spins. The associ-
ated spin correlation kength g isde ned, wih ¢ ®) =
¢ (kx ;ky) being the Fourier transform ofC (¢), by
S
1 <o
s6 = ——— S~ 1i (14)
2sin(z) ¢,
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where ky in = ZT is the m InIn um nonzero wavevector
under the periodic boundary conditions.

Concering the chirality correlation, we Introduce the
two-point CG correlation function C., () between the
two Iocalchiralvariables in the -th and In the -th di-
rections, which are apart by the positional vecotr #, by
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W e then de ne the follow ing three types of chiral correla—
tion lengths, 2, , ](;G and (. ,dependingon the relative
directions ofthe localchiralvariables w ith respect to the

positional vector =z,
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wherethek = 0 Fourder com ponentsC ? 5, C k;o andC’ g,

€= 0;0)+ Y (0;0)); 20)

N -

¢y =¢5 =

A

E*y = 2% 0;0)+ E¥*(0;0)); @1)

N

while the k = ky j, com ponentsC 7 ,C andC*, are
given by
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In these con gurations, the directions of the two chiral-
ities are, (i) both perpendicular to the positional vector

2

or (s, (i) both parallelw ith the positional vector for

](;G ,and (il one perpendicularto, and one parallelw ith

the positional vector for [ .



M ONTE CARLO RESULTS

In this section, we present our M C results. In Figl,
we show the tem perature dependence of (@) the SG sus-
ceptbility s¢ , and of (o) the reduced CG suceptibility
~c¢ (), on a logdog plot. Recall that the SG transition
tem perature of the present m odel is expected to be at
T = 0.Ascan be seen from Figl @), ourdata of g is
consistent w ith a power-Jdaw divergence at zero tem pera—
ture, sg T s¢,wih an exponent s /" 15 18.
In Fig.l @), a straight lne with a slope equalto 18 is
drawn, which is the best ¢ value detemm ined from the
other physical quantities analyzed below . W e note that
the size dependence of g is nom al in the sense that

sg 9gets larger as the system size L is increased, and
that this tendency is enhanced at tem peratures closer to
Tsg = O.

By contrast, the size dependence of the CG suocspti-
bility is som ewhat unusual: In the tem perature range
T=J ~ 0025, (g gets analler as L is increased, con—
trary to the tendency nom ally expected for a deverging
quantity in the critical region. At lower tem peratures
T=J < 0:025, the size dpendence of ~c¢ is changed into
the nom alone, ie., it gets larger as L is increased. A -
though there is no proofthat the CG transition tem per—
ature ofthemodel is Tc¢ = 0, ifone tsthe data to a
power-aw divergence ofthe form , (g T ¢¢,assum—
Ing Tcg = 0,onegets cg ’ 40: SeeFiglp) TheCG
susceptbility exponent ¢ is then m ore than tw ice the
SG susocgptbility exponent sg 7 1:8.

Forany T = 0 transition w ith a nondegenerate ground
state, the criticalpoint-decay exponent should be given
by =2 d (dthe space din ensionality), which leadsto
the scaling relation d 2 (ford= 2) between the
susceptbility exponent  and the associated correlation—
length exponent . Hence, mutually di erent susceptibil-
ity exponents for the spin and for the chirality necessar-
iy m ean m utually di erent correlation-length exponents
for the spin and for the chirality, ie., s¢ ’ 0:9 and

ce " 20. This apparently indicates the spin-chirality
decoupling. However, one should be carefiil that the
present data ofthe SG and CG susceptibilities alone are
not enough to com pletely exclide the possibility that the
critical behavior crosses over to a di erent one at still
low er tem peratures, or even the possibility of the occur-
rence ofa nitetem perature CG transition.

In order get further nform ation, we show in Fig. 2 @)
the B inder ratio of the spin gsg , and () of the chiral-
ity dcg . Ascan be seen from Fig2 (@), the soin B inder
ratio for an aller sizes L 20 exhibits a crossing at a
nonezero tem perature, whilk the crossing tem peratures
tend to shift to lower tem peratures with ncreasing L.
For larger sizesL. 20, by contrast, gsg doesnot exhibit
a crossing at any tem perature studied, always getting
an allerw ith Increasing L . Such a behavior is indeed con—

l
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sistent w ith the expected T = 0 SG transition. Another
point to be noticed is that gsg for larger sizes exhibits a
wavy structure at around 002 < T=J < 0:03, suggesting
the occurrence of som e sort of changeover in the ordering
behavior.
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FIG.1l: Temperature dependence of (@) the spin—glass sus—
ceptibility, and (b) the reduced chiralglass susceptibility (),
on a log-log plot.

Sin ilarly to the soin Binder ratio, the chiral B inder
ratio for sm aller sizes L 20 also exhibits a crossing
at a nonezero tem perature, where the crossing tem per—
autres tend to shift to lower tem peratures w ith increas-
Ing L. For larger sizes L 20, by contrast, gcg does
not exhibit a crossing at any tem perature studied, al-
ways getting am aller w ith increasing L. Such a behav-
jor strongly suggests that the CG transition occurs only
at T 0. A clser ook of the data reveals that gcg
exhibits a shallow negative dip at a size-dependent tem -
perature Tyi, (L), which tends to becom e shallow er w ith
Increasing L. A though such a negative dp is also ob—
served In the 3D Heisenberg SG, i tends to becom e
deeper In the 3D case In contrast to the present 2D
casef_l-(_i]. As argued In Ref.f_l-C_i], if a negative dip per-
sistsintheL ! 1 Imitwih Tgp @ =1 )> 0,iEmeans
the occurrence of a nitetem perature CG transition at
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T = Tceg = Tap @ = 1 ). In the present 2D case, how—
ever, the observed Ty, (L) decreases rapidly w ith increas-
nglL,tendingtoT = O0IntheL ! 1 limi. Indeed,a t
of our data of Tqyp, (L) to the form , Ty 1 ) + const=L,
yields an estin ate Tqip (1 )=J = 000 0:01. Thus, we
conclude again that the CG transition of the present 2D

modeloccursonly at T = 0, sin ultanesouly w ith the SG

transition.

FIG .2: Tem peraturedependenceof (@) the spin B inder ratio,
and (b) the chiralB inder ratio. The Inset isam agni ed view
of the low -tem perature region.

Next, we show our data of the correlation lengths.
Fig3 exhibits the tem perature and size dependence of
the SG correlation length sg . One sees from the g-
ure that g exhbits a diverging behavior toward the
zero-tem perature transition point. W e note that the size
dependence of g is nom al, always getting larger w ith
ncreasing L .

Figs. 4 (a)—(c) exhDbit the tem perature and size depen—
dence of the three distinct types of the CG correlation

kngths, l., &c and !, de ned above. As can be
seen from the gures, these three chirality correlation
lengths exhibit very much sin ilar behaviors. They all
show a diverging behavior toward the T = 0 transition

point, accom panied by sin ilar size dependence. W hilke

they all show nom al size dependence at low er tem pera—
tures T=J < 003, increasing with L, they all show un—
usual size dependence in the range T=J > 003, decreas-
hgwih L.
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FIG.3: Tem perature dependence of the spin-glass correla—
tion length.

In order to com pare the SG and the CG ocorrelation
lengthsm ore quantitatively, weplot in Fig.5 g together
w ith ;G , which isthe longest one am ong the three types
of CG correlation lengths. At higher tem peratures, the
chiral correlation length is shorter than the SG correla—
tion length. This sin ply re ects the fact that the short-
range correlation of the spins is a prerequisite for the
onset of any chiral order. As the tem perature is de-
creased, cg grow smuch fasterthan sg ,then catchesup
and eventually exceeds s at a size-dependent tem per—
ature T (L). This behavior suggests that the chirality
orders m ore strongly than the spin. As shown in Fig.5,
the linear t ofthe log-log plot of the data yields slopes

sc = 09 02 Por gsg,and cg = 22 03 Por cg,
the latter being m ore than tw ice the form er. These val-
ues are consistent w ith our estin ates of the SG and CG
susceptibility exponents given above, r 18
and cg = 2 cg " 490.
W e note that the crossover tem peratures T (L) where
ce exceeds gsg tend to decrease with increasing L.
Weget T =J ’ 0:025;0:019;0017;0:012 and 0.012 for
L = 10, 16, 20, 30 and 40, respectively (or L = 30 and
40, we have extrapolated the data slightly to lower tem —
peraturesto estimate T ). In particular, if T (L) would
tend to zeroasL ! 1 ,the spin correlation would dom —
nate the chiral correlation at any nonzero tem perature.
T his seem s not to be the case here, however, since the
estinated T for our two largest sizes L = 30 and 40
tum out to be alm ost the sam e, =J ' 0:012. Hence,
the indication isthat, even n an in nie system, cg ex—
ceeds s at low enough temperaturesT < T 001J,
w here the chiral correlation dom inates the spin correla—
tion. T he nontrivial question still to be addressed is the

s¢ = 2 sc



asym ptotic critical behaviors of s¢ and of g realized
below T . Although i isdi cul to say som ething def-
Inie in this regin e because of the lack of the data, we
w il discuss this point later.
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FIG.4: Tem perature dependence of the three types of the

chiralglass correlation lengths, Egs.(17)-(19); @) &g, ®)
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In Fig6 (@), we show the tem perature dependence of
the din ensionless SG correlation length gg =L forseveral
sizes. Som ewhat unexpectedly, sg=L for an aller sizes

+

L = 10;16 and 20 cross aln ost at a point T=J ’ 0:022,
giving an appearance of a nitetem perature SG tran-
sition. However, sg=L for larger sizes L. = 30 and 40
changes its behavior: They gradually com e down, w ith—
out a crossing at T=J = 0:022. Hence, the behavior of
sg =L for larger L. is eventually consistent w ith the SG
transition only at T = 0. However, we note that this be-
havior becom es evident only for larger sizes L > 20, and
one has to be carefiil iIn the Interpretation of the g =L
data for an aller lattices. If one looked at the present
sg =L data for am aller sizes only, say, for L 20, one
m ight easily m isconclude that the SG transtiion of the
m odel occurred at a nonzero tem perature T=J ’ 0:022.
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FIG.5: Tem perature dependence of the spin-glass correla—

tion length s¢ as com pared with the chiralglass correlation
kngth [, on a logog pbt.

In Fig.6 ), we show the team perature dependence of
the dim ensionless CG correlation length cg=L for sev—
eralsizes. Again, gg =L for sn aller size exhbits a cross—
Ing at a nonzero tem perature, w hile the crossing tem per—
atures tend to shift down to lower tem peratures in this
case. T he observed behavior is consistent w ith the occur-
renceofa T = 0CG transition. W e note that very m uch
sim ilar behaviors are found for the other types of the
din ensionless CG correlation length, 2. =L and 5, =L
(data not shown here).

H aving established that both the SG and theCG tran—
sitions occur only at T = 0, we now analyze the critical
propertiesassociated w ith the T = 0 transition on the ba—
sis ofa nitesize scaling. In the analysis below, we use
the data only at lower tem peratures T=J 0024 where
the chirality enters into the critical regin e exhibiting the
nom al size dependence, and for m oderately large sizes
L  20. Sihce the exponent associated with the T = 0
transition should be zero, we x Tgg = 0, Tcg = 0,

s¢ = 0and ¢g = 0 below.

W e begin w ith the chirality ordering. Fig.7 (a) exhbits
a nitesize scaling plot of the CG suceptibility, where
the best value of ¢ isestinated tobe ¢ = 20 03.
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The value of ¢ is consistent w ith the one determm ined
from the log-log plot ofthe CG susceptibility.

In Fig.7 o), we show a scaling plot ofthe chiralB inder
ratiogecg with cg = 20. Thedata collapse tumsout to
be reasonably good. In Fig.7 (c), we show a scaling plot
ofthe din ensionless chiralcorrelation length g =L wih

ce = 20. The data collapse tums out to be m arginally
good. Hence, ourdata ofthe CG susogptibility, the chiral
B inder ratio and the chiral correlation length seem all
consistent with g = 2:0 0:3. Takihg account of the
corresponding estim ate based on Fig5, we nally quote

ceg = 21 03 asourbest estim ate of ¢ .
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sionless spin-glass correlation length s¢=L, and () the di-
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arem agni ed view s of the low -tem perature region.

N ext, we exam ine the spin ordering. Fig.8 (@) exhbits
a niesize scaling plot of the SG suceptibility, where
the best value of 5¢ isestinated tobe ¢ = 09 02.
The value of ¢ is consistent w ith the one determm ined
above from the log-log plot of the SG susceptbility. In
Fig.8 ), we show a scaling plot of the spin B inder ratio
gsg wWith s = 09. The data collapse is rather poor
here, however. T he wavy structure of the gsg curve ob—
served for larger I tums out to deteriorate the data col

Xca L2

9ee

N
€c/L

laplse. The quality of the plot does not im prove even
w ith other choicesof s¢ . In Fig.8(c), we show a scaling
plot of the dim ensionless SG correlation length
wih s = 0:9. Agaln, the data collapse is poor, and
does not in prove even w ith other choices of 5¢ .
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FIG.7: Finitesize scaling plots of (a) the chiralglass sus-
ceptibility, (o) the chiralB inder ratio, and (c) the din ension—
Jess chiralglass correlation length. T he chiralglass transition
tem perature is Tcg = 0.

Hence, although the SG susceptibility can be scaled
by assum Ing sg ’ 0:9, neither the spin B inder ratio nor
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the SG correlation length can be scaled by the same s¢,
nor by assum ing any other sg . Possble reason for this
is either of the ollow ings.
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FIG .8: Finitesize scaling plots of (a) the spin—glass suscep—

tibility, (o) the spin Binder ratio, and (c) the din ensionless
spin-glass correlation length. The transition tem perature is
TSG = O.

1) The width ofthe critical regin e associated w ith the
T = 0 SG transition depends on the physical quantities
m easured, being w ide for the SG susceptibility but nar-
row er for the B inder ratio or the correlation length. In

this case, s¢ ' 09 detem ined above from ¢ is a
true asym ptotic exponent, and at low enough tem pera—
turesand for lJarge enough sizes, both gsg and s¢ should
evnetually scalewih s 7 09.

1) The scaling behavior cbserved in  5¢ is som ewhat
accidental, not associated w ith the true asym ptotic one.
At low enough tem peratureswhere g wellexceeds g,
the scaling behaviorof gg ischanged into a di erent one
characterized by a di erent 5¢ value, which would also
scale both gsg and s¢ at low enough tem peratures and
for large enough sizes. Unfortunately, the lack of our
data in the low tem perature regine T <T prevents us
from giving any sensible estin ate of the asym potic gg
value. If the latter possibility i) is really the case, there
even exists a possbility that the spin-chirality decoupling
eventually does not occur so that onehas sg = ¢g . If
one trusts our estin ate of ¢¢ given above, c¢ ' 21,
the absence of the spin-chirality decoupling would then
mean gsg  2:d. Alhough we cannot com plktely rule
out such a possbility, we also m ention that any sign of
such an equality sg = cg wasnot seen in the available
data.

At present, we cannot tell for sure which of the above
possbilities, i) or i), is really the case. N evertheless,
In view of the scaling observed In  gg, i seem s to us
that the above scenario ii) is rather unlikely, and the
soenario i) ism ore plausible. T hen, true asym ptotic soin
and chirality correlation—length exponents would not be
far from s = 09 02 and g = 21 03 quoted
above, which m eans the occurrence of the spin-chirality
decoupling in the 2D H eisenberg SG .W e note that these
exponent values are close to the values reported in R ef.ij]
for the sam e m odel by m eans of the T = 0 num erical
dom ain-waltenergy calculation, s¢ = 10 0:15 and

ce =21 02.

SUM M ARY

In summ ary, we perform ed large-scale equilbriuim M C
sin ulations of the 2D H eisenberg spin glass. Particular
attention was paid to the behavior of the spin and the
chirality correlation lengths. In order to observe the true
asym ptotic behavior, fairly large system size L > 20 ap—
pears to be necessary. W e have established that both
the spin and the chirality order only at T = 0. The
m odel seam s to possess the two characteristic tem pera-
tures scalesT and T (T > T > 0). Around T ,
the m odel enters into the chiral critical regim e where
critical uctuations of the chirality becom e signi cant.
This shows up as a changeover In the size dependence
of the chiral correlation length or the CG susceptibility:
Nam ely,aboveT , ¢ and ~c¢ tend to decreasew ih L,
whereasbelow T they tend to ncreasew ith L . The non—
criticalbehavior observed above T m ight be understood
as a m ean— eld-like behavior, as argued In Ref. t_l-z:] The



chiral correlation length, which stays shorter than the
soin correlation length at high tem peratures, cathes up
and exceeds the spin correlation length around the sec—
ond characteristic tem perature, T ' 0:01J. Our data
In the tem perature regine T < T < T and Dr size
20 < L < 40 yields the estin ates of the spin and the
chirality correlation-length exponents, s = 09 02,

ce = 231 03, respectively. Unfortunately, we donot
have much data In the interesting tem perature range
T < T ,whih preventsus from directly detemm ining the
truly asym ptotic critical properties associated w ith the
T = 0 transition. W hile we speculate that the asym p—
totic spin and the chirality exponents would not be far
from the values quoted above, the data In the lowertem —
perature regine T < T 0017 and Pr larger sizes
L ~ 40 is required to settle the issue.
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