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The spin and the chirality orderings of the Heisenberg spin glass in two dim ensions with the

nearest-neighborG aussian coupling are investigated by equilibrium M onte Carlo sim ulations. Par-

ticularattention ispaid to thebehaviorofthespin and thechirality correlation lengths.In orderto

observethetrueasym ptoticbehavior,fairly large system size L >
� 20 (L thelineardim ension ofthe

system )appearsto be necessary.Itisfound thatboth the spin and the chirality orderonly atzero

tem perature.Athigh tem peratures,thechiralcorrelation length staysshorterthan spin correlation

length,whereas at lower tem peratures below the crossover tem perature T� ,the chiralcorrelation

length exceedsthe spin correlation length.The spin and the chirality correlation-length exponents

are estim ated above T� to be �SG = 0:9� 0:2 and �C G = 2:1� 0:3,respectively. These valuesare

close to the previous estim ates on the basis ofthe dom ain-wall-energy calculation. D iscussion is

given aboutthe asym ptotic criticalbehaviorrealized below T� .

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Spin glasses(SG s)arethetypeofrandom m agnetspos-

sessingboth theferrom agneticand theantiferrom agnetic

couplings,and arecharacterized both by frustration and

random ness. Experim entally,it is now wellestablished

that typicalSG m agnets exhibit an equilibrium phase

transition at a �nite tem perature and that there exists

a therm odynam ic SG phase.The true nature ofthe SG

transition and oftheSG ordered phase,however,hasnot

fully been understood yetin spiteofextensivestudiesfor

years.

In num ericalstudiesofSG s,m uch e�orthasbeen de-

voted to clarify the propertiesofthe so-called Edwards-

Anderson (EA) m odel [1]. M ost of these num erical

workson the EA m odelhave concentrated on the Ising

EA m odel. By contrast,m any ofrealSG m agnets are

Heisenberg-like rather than Ising-like in the sense that

them agneticanisotropy isconsiderably weakerthan the

isotropic exchange interaction [1,2]. Presum ably,theo-

reticalbias toward the Ising m odelis partly due to the

sim plicity ofthe Ising m odel,butpartly also re
ectsthe

historicalsituation thattheearliertheoreticalstudieson

theHeisenberg EA m odelstrongly suggested in com m on

thattheHeisenberg EA m odeldid notexhibitany �nite-

tem peraturetransition [2,3,4,5,6],apparently m aking

itdi�cult in explaining the experim entalSG transition

within the isotropicHeisenberg m odel.

M eanwhile,a novelpossibility was suggested by one

of the present authors (H.K .) that the 3D Heisenberg

SG m ight exhibit an equilibrium phase transition at a

�nite tem perature,notin the spin sectorasusually en-

visaged,but in the chirality sector,i.e.,m ight exhibit

a chiral-glass (CG ) transition [7]. Chirality is a m ulti-

spin variablerepresenting thesenseorthehandednessof

localnoncoplanar spin structures induced by spin frus-

tration. In the CG ordered state,chiralitiesare ordered

in a spatially random m annerwhileHeisenberg spinsre-

m ain param agnetic. Refs.[7,8,9,10,11,12]claim ed

thatthe standard SG orderassociated with the freezing

ofthe Heisenberg spin occurred ata tem perature lower

than the CG transition tem peratureatT = TSG < TC G ,

quite possibly TSG = 0. It m eans that the spin and

the chirality are decoupled on long length scales (spin-

chirality decoupling). In fact, based on such a spin-

chirality decoupling picture,a chirality scenario ofthe

SG transition hasbeen advanced,which explainstheex-

perim entally observed SG transition asessentially chiral-

ity driven [7,9].Note thatthe num ericalobservation of

a �nite-tem peratureCG transition in the3D Heisenberg

SG [7,8,9,10,11,12]isnotinconsistentwith theearlier

observationsoftheabsenceoftheconventionalSG order

atany �nite tem perature.

Recently, however, in a series of num erical studies

on the 3D Heisenberg EA m odel, Tohoku group criti-

cized the earlier num ericalworks,claim ing that in the

3D Heisenberg SG the spin ordered ata �nite tem pera-

ture and that the SG transition tem perature m ight co-

incide with the CG transition tem perature,i.e.,TSG =

TC G > 0 [13,14]. By calculating the spin and the chi-

rality correlation lengths,Lee and Young also suggested

TSG = TC G > 0[15].Bycontrast,Hukushim aand K awa-

m ura m aintained that in 3D the spin and the chirality

weredecoupledonsu�cientlylonglength scales,and that

TSG < TC G [16],supporting theearliernum ericalresults.

Thesituation in 3D thusrem ainscontroversial.

Under such circum stances, in order to shed further

light on the nature ofthe ordering in 3D,it m ight be

usefulto study theproblem forthegeneralspacedim en-

sionality D . The spin and the chirality orderingsofthe

Heisengerg SG in dim ensionshigherthan three,i.e.,4D,

5D and D = 1 (an in�nite-rangedm ean-�eldSG m odel),

were recently studied in Ref.[17]. In the presentpaper,

we wish to study the spin and the chirality orderingsof

the low-dim ensionalsystem ,i.e.,the Heisengerg SG in

2D.

Therewereonly afew thoereticaland num ericalworks

perform ed for the 2D Heisenberg EA m odel. O n ana-
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lyticalside,there exists a proofthat the standard SG

long-rangeorder(LRO )doesnotariseatany �nitetem -

perature[18].The proof,however,doesnottellwhether

the CG LRO could exist or not in 2D.O n num erical

side,the dom ain-wall-energy calculation suggested that

both the spin and the chirality ordered only at T = 0,

butwith m utually di�erentcorrelation-length exponents,

�C G � 2:1> �SG � 1:0� 1:2 [7].Ifthisisreally thecase,

the spin and the chirality are decoupled on long length

scale at the T = 0 transition. W e note that a sim ilar

phenom enon hasalso been reported forthe 2D XY SG

[19,20,21,22]. M eanwhile,to the authors’knowledge,

no M onte Carlo (M C)sim ulation forthe 2D Heisenberg

SG hasbeen reported so far.

In thepresentpaper,wewish to�llthisgap.W estudy

both theSG and theCG orderingsofthe2D Heisenberg

EA m odelby m eansofa large-scaleequilibrium M C sim -

ulation.Thepresentpaperisorganized asfollows.In x2,

we introduce ourm odeland explain som e ofthe details

ofthe M C calculation. Various physcialquantities cal-

culated in ourM C sim ulations,e.g.,the SG and theCG

susceptibilities,thespin and thechiralBinderratios,the

SG and the CG correlation functionsand the associated

correlation legnths are introduced in x3. The results of

our M C sim ulations are presented and analyzed in x4.

Section 5 isdevoted to briefsum m ary ofthe results.

T H E M O D EL A N D T H E M ET H O D

Them odelweconsideristheisotropicclassicalHeisen-

berg m odel on a 2D square lattice with the nearest-

neighbor G aussian coupling. The Ham iltonian is given

by

H = �

X

< ij>

Jij~Si�~Sj ; (1)

where ~Si = (Sxi;S
y

i;S
z
i) is a three-com ponentunit vec-

tor,and the < ij > sum is taken overnearest-neighbor

pairs on the lattice. The nearest-neighbor coupling Jij

is assum ed to obey the G aussian distribution with zero

m ean and varianceJ2.W eperform equilibrium M C sim -

ulations on the m odel. The lattices studied are square

lattices with N = L2 sites with L = 10,16,20,30 and

40 with periodic boundary conditions in alldirections.

Sam ple average is taken over 384 (L = 10;16;20) and

320 (L = 30;40) independent bond realizations. Error

barsofphysicalquantitiesare estim ated by the sam ple-

to-sam ple statistical
uctuation over the bond realiza-

tions.

In order to facilitate e�cient therm alization, we

com bine the standard heat-bath m ethod with the

tem perature-exchangetechnique[23].Careistaken tobe

surethatthesystem isfullyequilibrated.Equilibration is

checked by the following 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 orethan 10 tim es)between them ax-

im um and m inim um tem perature points. W e check at

the sam e tim e that the relaxation due to the standard

heat-bath updatingisreasonably fastatthehighesttem -

perature,whose relaxation tim e is oforder 102 M onte

Carlo stepsperspin (M CS).Thisguaranteesthatdi�er-

entpartsofthephasespacearesam pled in each \cycle"

ofthe tem perature-exchange run. Second,we check the

stability oftheresultsagainstatleastthreetim eslonger

runsfora subsetofsam ples.

P H Y SIC A L Q U A N T IT IES

In this section,we de�ne various physicalquantities

calculated in oursim ulationsbelow.By considering two

independentsystem s(\replicas")described by the sam e

Ham iltonian (1),onecan de�nean overlap variable.The

overlap oftheHeisenbergspin isde�ned asatensor vari-

ableq�� between the� and � com ponents(�,�= x;y;z)

ofthe Heisenberg spin,

q�� =
1

N

NX

i= 1

S
(1)

i� S
(2)

i�
; (�;� = x;y;z) ; (2)

where ~S
(1)

i and ~S
(2)

i arethe i-th Heisenberg spinsofthe

replicas 1 and 2, respectively. In our sim ulations, we

prepare the two replicas 1 and 2 by running two inde-

pendent sequences ofsystem s in parallelwith di�erent

spin initialconditionsand di�erentsequencesofrandom

num bers.In term softhesetensoroverlaps,theSG order

param eterisde�ned by

q
(2)

s = [hq2si] ; q
2

s =
X

�;�= x;y;z

q
2

�� ; (3)

and the SG susceptibility by

�
(2)

SG
= N q

(2)

s ; (4)

where h� � � irepresentsthe therm alaverage and [� � � ]the

average over the bond disorder. The associated spin

Binderratio isde�ned by

gSG =
1

2

�

11� 9
[hq4si]

[hq2si]
2

�

: (5)

Note that gSG is norm alized so that,in the therm ody-

nam ic lim it,it vanishes in the high-tem perature phase

and givesunity in the nondegenerateordered state.

Thelocalchiralityatthei-th siteand in the�-th direc-

tion �i� m ay bede�ned forthreeneighboringHeisenberg

spinsby the scalar,

�i� = ~Si+ ê� � (~Si� ~Si� ê� ) ; (6)
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where ê� (� = x;y)denotesa unitvectoralong the�-th

axis. There are in total2N localchiralvariables. W e

de�ne the m ean localam plitude ofthe chirality,��,by

�� =

v
u
u
t

1

2N

NX

i= 1

X

�= x;y

[h�2i�i] : (7)

Note thatthe m agnitude of �� tells usthe extentofthe

noncoplanarityofthelocalspin structures.In particular,

�� vanishesforany coplanarspin con�guration.

As in the case ofthe Heisenberg spin,one can de�ne

an overlap ofthe chiralvariable by considering the two

replicasby

q� =
1

2N

NX

i= 1

X

�= x;y

�
(1)

i� �
(2)

i� ; (8)

where �
(1)

i� and �
(2)

i� representthe chiralvariablesofthe

replicas 1 and 2, respectively. In term s of this chiral

overlap q�,the CG orderparam eterisde�ned by

q
(2)

� = [hq2�i] ; (9)

and the associated CG susceptibility by

�C G = 2N [hq2�i] : (10)

Unlike the spin variable,the localm agnitude ofthe chi-

rality isnotnorm alized to unity,and isalso tem perature

dependent som ewhat. In order to take account ofthis

e�ect,and also to getan appropriate norm alization,we

also consider the reduced CG susceptibility ~�C G by di-

viding �C G by appropriatepowersof��,

~�C G =
�C G

��4
: (11)

The Binderratio ofthe chirality isde�ned by

gC G =
1

2

 

3�
[hq4�i]

[hq2�i]
2

!

: (12)

The two-pointSG correlation function isde�ned by

CSG (~r) =
1

N

X

i

[h~Si�~Si+ ~ri
2];

=
1

N

X

i

X

��

[hS
(1)

i;� S
(2)

i;�
S
(1)

i+ ~r;�
S
(2)

i+ ~r;�
i]; (13)

where~r = (x;y)denotesthe two-dim ensionalpositional

vector between the two Heisenberg spins. The associ-

ated spin correlation length �SG isde�ned,with Ĉ (~k)=

Ĉ (kx;ky)being the Fouriertransform ofC (~r),by

�SG =
1

2sin(�
L
)

s

Ĉ0

Ĉm

� 1; (14)

Ĉ0 = Ĉ (0;0); Ĉm =
1

2
[̂C (km in;0)+ Ĉ(0;km in)]; (15)

where km in = 2�

L
is the m inim um nonzero wavevector

underthe periodic boundary conditions.

Concering the chirality correlation,we introduce the

two-point CG correlation function C
��

C G
(~r) between the

two localchiralvariablesin the �-th and in the �-th di-

rections,which areapartby the positionalvecotr~r,by

C
��

C G
(~r) =

1

N

X

i

[h�i;��i+ ~r;�i
2];

=
1

N

X

i

[h�
(1)

i;��
(2)

i;��
(1)

i+ ~r;�
�
(2)

i+ ~r;�
i]: (16)

W ethen de�nethefollowingthreetypesofchiralcorrela-

tion lengths,�?
C G

,�
k

C G
and �+

C G
,dependingon therelative

directionsofthelocalchiralvariableswith respectto the

positionalvector~r,

�
?

C G =
1

2sin(�
L
)

v
u
u
t

Ĉ ?

�0

Ĉ ?

�m

� 1; (17)

�
k

C G
=

1

2sin(�
L
)

v
u
u
t

Ĉ
k

�0

Ĉ
k

�m

� 1; (18)

�
+

C G
=

1

2sin(�
L
)

v
u
u
t

Ĉ
+

�0

Ĉ
+
�m

� 1; (19)

wherethek = 0Fouriercom ponentsC ?

�;0,C
k

�;0 and C
+

�;0,

aregiven by

Ĉ
?

�0 = Ĉ
k

�0 =
1

2
[̂C xx(0;0)+ Ĉ

yy(0;0)]; (20)

Ĉ
+

�0 =
1

2
[̂C xy(0;0)+ Ĉ

yx(0;0)]; (21)

while the k = km in com ponentsC ?

�m ,C
k

�m and C +
�m are

given by

Ĉ
?

�m =
1

2
[̂C yy(km in;0)+ Ĉ

xx(0;km in)]; (22)

Ĉ
k

�m =
1

2
[̂C xx(km in;0)+ Ĉ

yy(0;km in)]; (23)

Ĉ
+

�m =
1

4
[̂C xy(km in;0)+ Ĉ

yx(km in;0)

+ Ĉ xy(0;km in)+ Ĉ
yx(0;km in)]: (24)

In these con�gurations,the directionsofthe two chiral-

itiesare,(i)both perpendicularto the positionalvector

for�?
C G

,(ii)both parallelwith the positionalvectorfor

�
k

C G
,and (iii)oneperpendicularto,and oneparallelwith

the positionalvectorfor�+
C G

.
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M O N T E C A R LO R ESU LT S

In this section,we present our M C results. In Fig.1,

we show the tem perature dependence of(a)the SG sus-

ceptibility �SG ,and of(b)thereduced CG suceptibility

~�C G (b),on a log-log plot.RecallthattheSG transition

tem perature ofthe present m odelis expected to be at

T = 0.Ascan be seen from Fig.1(a),ourdata of�SG is

consistentwith a power-law divergenceatzero tem pera-

ture,�SG � T � 
SG ,with an exponent
SG ’ 1:5� 1:8.

In Fig.1(a),a straightline with a slope equalto � 1:8 is

drawn,which isthe best
SG valuedeterm ined from the

otherphysicalquantitiesanalyzed below. W e note that

the size dependence of�SG is norm alin the sense that

�SG gets larger as the system size L is increased,and

thatthistendency isenhanced attem peraturescloserto

TSG = 0.

By contrast,the size dependence ofthe CG sucepti-

bility is som ewhat unusual: In the tem perature range

T=J >
� 0:025,�C G gets sm aller as L is increased,con-

trary to the tendency norm ally expected fora deverging

quantity in the criticalregion. At lower tem peratures

T=J <
� 0:025,the size dpendence of~�C G ischanged into

the norm alone,i.e.,itgetslargerasL isincreased.Al-

though thereisno proofthattheCG transition tem per-

ature ofthe m odelisTC G = 0,ifone �ts the data to a

power-law divergenceoftheform ,�C G � T � 
C G ,assum -

ing TC G = 0,one gets
C G ’ 4:0:See Fig.1(b)The CG

susceptibility exponent
C G isthen m orethan twice the

SG susceptibility exponent
SG ’ 1:8.

Forany T = 0 transition with a nondegenerateground

state,thecritical-point-decayexponent� should begiven

by � = 2� d (d thespacedim ensionality),which leadsto

the scaling relation 
 = d� = 2� (ford = 2)between the

susceptibility exponent
 and theassociated correlation-

length exponent�.Hence,m utually di�erentsusceptibil-

ity exponentsforthe spin and forthe chirality necessar-

ily m ean m utually di�erentcorrelation-length exponents

for the spin and for the chirality,i.e., �SG ’ 0:9 and

�C G ’ 2:0. This apparently indicates the spin-chirality

decoupling. However, one should be careful that the

presentdata oftheSG and CG susceptibilitiesaloneare

notenough to com pletely excludethepossibility thatthe

criticalbehavior crosses over to a di�erent one at still

lowertem peratures,oreven the possibility ofthe occur-

renceofa �nite-tem peratureCG transition.

In ordergetfurtherinform ation,weshow in Fig.2 (a)

the Binder ratio ofthe spin gSG ,and (b) ofthe chiral-

ity gC G . Ascan be seen from Fig.2(a),the spin Binder

ratio for sm aller sizes L � 20 exhibits a crossing at a

nonezero tem perature,while the crossing tem peratures

tend to shift to lower tem peratures with increasing L.

ForlargersizesL � 20,by contrast,gSG doesnotexhibit

a crossing at any tem perature studied, always getting

sm allerwith increasingL.Such abehaviorisindeed con-

sistentwith the expected T = 0 SG transition.Another

pointto benoticed isthatgSG forlargersizesexhibitsa

wavy structureataround 0:02<� T=J <
� 0:03,suggesting

theoccurrenceofsom esortofchangeoverin theordering

behavior.

10

100

0.01 0.1

χ S
G

T

(a) spin

slope = -1.8

L=10
L=16
L=20
L=30
L=40

1

10

100

0.01 0.1

χ~ C
G

T

(b) chirality

slope = -4.0

L=10
L=16
L=20
L=30
L=40

FIG .1: Tem perature dependence of(a) the spin-glass sus-

ceptibility,and (b)thereduced chiral-glasssusceptibility (b),

on a log-log plot.

Sim ilarly to the spin Binder ratio,the chiralBinder

ratio for sm aller sizes L � 20 also exhibits a crossing

at a nonezero tem perature,where the crossing tem per-

autrestend to shiftto lowertem peratureswith increas-

ing L. For larger sizes L � 20,by contrast,gC G does

not exhibit a crossing at any tem perature studied, al-

ways getting sm aller with increasing L. Such a behav-

iorstrongly suggeststhatthe CG transition occursonly

at T = 0. A closer look ofthe data reveals that gC G
exhibitsa shallow negativedip ata size-dependenttem -

perature Tdip(L),which tendsto becom e shallowerwith

increasing L. Although such a negative dip is also ob-

served in the 3D Heisenberg SG , it tends to becom e

deeper in the 3D case in contrast to the present 2D

case[10]. As argued in Ref.[10], ifa negative dip per-

sistsin theL ! 1 lim itwith Tdip(L = 1 )> 0,itm eans

the occurrence ofa �nite-tem perature CG transition at
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T = TC G = Tdip(L = 1 ). In the present2D case,how-

ever,theobserved Tdip(L)decreasesrapidlywith increas-

ingL,tending toT = 0in theL ! 1 lim it.Indeed,a�t

ofourdata ofTdip(L)to the form ,Tdip(1 )+ const:=L,

yields an estim ate Tdip(1 )=J = 0:00� 0:01. Thus,we

concludeagain thatthe CG transition ofthepresent2D

m odeloccursonly atT = 0,sim ultanesouly with theSG

transition.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12

g S
G

T

(a) spin

L=10
L=16
L=20
L=30
L=40

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12

g C
G

T

(b) chirality

L=10
L=16
L=20
L=30
L=40

0.3

0.5

0.7

0.015 0.025

FIG .2: Tem peraturedependenceof(a)thespin Binderratio,

and (b)thechiralBinderratio.Theinsetisa m agni�ed view

ofthe low-tem perature region.

Next, we show our data of the correlation lengths.

Fig.3 exhibits the tem perature and size dependence of

the SG correlation length �SG . O ne sees from the �g-

ure that �SG exhibits a diverging behavior toward the

zero-tem peraturetransition point.W enotethatthesize

dependence of�SG isnorm al,alwaysgetting largerwith

increasing L.

Figs.4(a)-(c)exhibitthetem peratureand sizedepen-

dence ofthe three distinct types ofthe CG correlation

lengths,�?
C G

,�
k

C G
and �

+

C G
,de�ned above. As can be

seen from the �gures, these three chirality correlation

lengths exhibit very m uch sim ilar behaviors. They all

show a diverging behavior toward the T = 0 transition

point,accom panied by sim ilar size dependence. W hile

they allshow norm alsize dependence atlowertem pera-

tures T=J <
� 0:03,increasing with L,they allshow un-

usualsize dependence in the rangeT=J >
� 0:03,decreas-

ing with L.

0

5

10

15

20

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12

ξ S
G

T

L=10
L=16
L=20
L=30
L=40

FIG .3: Tem perature dependence ofthe spin-glass correla-

tion length.

In order to com pare the SG and the CG correlation

lengthsm orequantitatively,weplotin Fig.5�SG together

with �+
C G

,which isthelongestoneam ongthethreetypes

ofCG correlation lengths. At highertem peratures,the

chiralcorrelation length isshorterthan the SG correla-

tion length.Thissim ply re
ectsthe factthatthe short-

range correlation ofthe spins is a prerequisite for the

onset of any chiralorder. As the tem perature is de-

creased,�C G growsm uch fasterthan �SG ,then catchesup

and eventually exceeds�SG ata size-dependenttem per-

ature T� (L). This behavior suggests that the chirality

ordersm ore strongly than the spin. As shown in Fig.5,

the linear�tofthe log-log plotofthe data yieldsslopes

�SG = 0:9� 0:2 for �SG ,and �C G = 2:2� 0:3 for �C G ,

the latterbeing m ore than twice the form er.These val-

uesare consistentwith ourestim atesofthe SG and CG

susceptibility exponentsgiven above,
SG = 2�SG ’ 1:8

and 
C G = 2�C G ’ 4:0.

W enotethatthecrossovertem peraturesT� (L)where

�C G exceeds �SG tend to decrease with increasing L.

W e get T� =J ’ 0:025;0:019;0:017;0:012 and 0.012 for

L = 10,16,20,30 and 40,respectively (forL = 30 and

40,wehaveextrapolated the data slightly to lowertem -

peraturesto estim ateT� ).In particular,ifT� (L)would

tend to zero asL ! 1 ,thespin correlation would dom -

inate the chiralcorrelation atany nonzero tem perature.

This seem s not to be the case here,however,since the

estim ated T� for our two largest sizes L = 30 and 40

turn outto be alm ostthe sam e,T� =J ’ 0:012. Hence,

theindication isthat,even in an in�nitesystem ,�C G ex-

ceeds�SG atlow enough tem peraturesT < T� � 0:01J,

where the chiralcorrelation dom inatesthe spin correla-

tion.The nontrivialquestion stillto be addressed isthe
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asym ptotic criticalbehaviorsof�SG and of�C G realized

below T� . Although itisdi�cultto say som ething def-

inite in this regim e because ofthe lack ofthe data,we

willdiscussthispointlater.
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FIG .4: Tem perature dependence ofthe three types ofthe

chiral-glass correlation lengths, Eqs.(17)-(19); (a) �
?

C G
, (b)

�
k

C G
,and (c)�

+

C G
.

In Fig.6(a),we show the tem perature dependence of

thedim ensionlessSG correlationlength �SG =L forseveral

sizes. Som ewhat unexpectedly,�SG =L for sm aller sizes

L = 10;16 and 20 crossalm ostata pointT=J ’ 0:022,

giving an appearance ofa �nite-tem perature SG tran-

sition. However,�SG =L for larger sizes L = 30 and 40

changesitsbehavior:They gradually com e down,with-

out a crossing at T=J = 0:022. Hence,the behavior of

�SG =L forlargerL iseventually consistentwith the SG

transition only atT = 0.However,wenotethatthisbe-

haviorbecom esevidentonly forlargersizesL >
� 20,and

one hasto be carefulin the interpretation ofthe �SG =L

data for sm aller lattices. Ifone looked at the present

�SG =L data for sm aller sizes only,say,for L � 20,one

m ight easily m isconclude that the SG transtiion ofthe

m odeloccurred ata nonzero tem peratureT=J ’ 0:022.
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FIG .5: Tem perature dependence ofthe spin-glass correla-

tion length �SG ascom pared with the chiral-glasscorrelation

length �
+

C G
on a log-log plot.

In Fig.6(b),we show the tem perature dependence of

the dim ensionlessCG correlation length �C G =L forsev-

eralsizes.Again,�SG =L forsm allersizeexhibitsa cross-

ing ata nonzerotem perature,whilethecrossingtem per-

aturestend to shift down to lowertem peratures in this

case.Theobserved behaviorisconsistentwith theoccur-

renceofa T = 0 CG transition.W enotethatvery m uch

sim ilar behaviors are found for the other types of the

dim ensionlessCG correlation length,�?
C G

=L and �
k

C G
=L

(data notshown here).

Havingestablished thatboth theSG and theCG tran-

sitionsoccuronly atT = 0,we now analyze the critical

propertiesassociatedwith theT = 0transition ontheba-

sisofa �nite-size scaling. In the analysisbelow,we use

the data only atlowertem peraturesT=J � 0:024 where

thechirality entersinto thecriticalregim eexhibiting the

norm alsize dependence,and for m oderately large sizes

L � 20.Since the exponent� associated with the T = 0

transition should be zero, we �x TSG = 0, TC G = 0,

�SG = 0 and �C G = 0 below.

W ebegin with thechirality ordering.Fig.7(a)exhibits

a �nite-size scaling plot ofthe CG suceptibility,where

thebestvalueof�C G isestim ated to be�C G = 2:0� 0:3.
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The value of�C G isconsistentwith the one determ ined

from the log-log plotofthe CG susceptibility.

In Fig.7(b),weshow a scaling plotofthechiralBinder

ratiogC G with �C G = 2:0.Thedatacollapseturnsoutto

be reasonably good. In Fig.7(c),we show a scaling plot

ofthedim ensionlesschiralcorrelation length �C G =L with

�C G = 2:0.Thedata collapseturnsoutto bem arginally

good.Hence,ourdataoftheCG susceptibility,thechiral

Binder ratio and the chiralcorrelation length seem all

consistentwith �C G = 2:0� 0:3. Taking accountofthe

corresponding estim ate based on Fig.5,we �nally quote

�C G = 2:1� 0:3 asourbestestim ateof�C G .
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FIG .6: Tem perature and size dependenceof(a)thedim en-

sionless spin-glass correlation length �SG =L,and (b) the di-

m ensionless chral-glass correlation length �
+

C G
=L. The insets

are m agni�ed viewsofthe low-tem perature region.

Next,we exam inethe spin ordering.Fig.8(a)exhibits

a �nite-size scaling plot ofthe SG suceptibility,where

the bestvalueof�SG isestim ated to be �SG = 0:9� 0:2.

The value of�SG is consistentwith the one determ ined

above from the log-log plotofthe SG susceptibility. In

Fig.8(b),weshow a scaling plotofthe spin Binderratio

gSG with �SG = 0:9. The data collapse is rather poor

here,however.The wavy structure ofthe gSG curve ob-

served forlargerL turnsoutto deterioratethe data col-

laplse. The quality ofthe plot does not im prove even

with otherchoicesof�SG .In Fig.8(c),weshow a scaling

plot ofthe dim ensionless SG correlation length �SG =L

with �SG = 0:9. Again,the data collapse is poor,and

doesnotim proveeven with otherchoicesof�SG .
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FIG .7: Finite-size scaling plots of(a) the chiral-glass sus-

ceptibility,(b)thechiralBinderratio,and (c)thedim ension-

lesschiral-glasscorrelation length.Thechiral-glasstransition

tem perature isTC G = 0.

Hence,although the SG susceptibility can be scaled

by assum ing �SG ’ 0:9,neitherthespin Binderratio nor
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theSG correlation length can bescaled by thesam e�SG ,

norby assum ing any other�SG .Possible reason forthis

iseitherofthe followings.
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FIG .8: Finite-size scaling plotsof(a)thespin-glasssuscep-

tibility,(b) the spin Binder ratio,and (c) the dim ensionless

spin-glass correlation length. The transition tem perature is

TSG = 0.

i)Thewidth ofthecriticalregim eassociated with the

T = 0 SG transition dependson the physicalquantities

m easured,being wide forthe SG susceptibility butnar-

rowerfor the Binder ratio orthe correlation length. In

this case, �SG ’ 0:9 determ ined above from �SG is a

true asym ptotic exponent,and atlow enough tem pera-

turesand forlargeenough sizes,both gSG and �SG should

evnetually scalewith �SG ’ 0:9.

ii)The scaling behaviorobserved in �SG issom ewhat

accidental,notassociated with the true asym ptotic one.

Atlow enough tem peratureswhere�C G wellexceeds�SG ,

thescalingbehaviorof�SG ischanged intoadi�erentone

characterized by a di�erent�SG value,which would also

scaleboth gSG and �SG atlow enough tem peraturesand

for large enough sizes. Unfortunately, the lack ofour

data in the low tem perature regim e T <
� T� preventsus

from giving any sensible estim ate ofthe asym potic �SG
value.Ifthe latterpossibility ii)isreally the case,there

even existsapossibilitythatthespin-chiralitydecoupling

eventually doesnotoccurso thatonehas�SG = �C G .If

one trusts ourestim ate of�C G given above,�C G ’ 2:1,

the absence ofthe spin-chirality decoupling would then

m ean �SG ’ 2:1. Although we cannot com pletely rule

outsuch a possibility,we also m ention thatany sign of

such an equality �SG = �C G wasnotseen in theavailable

data.

Atpresent,wecannottellforsurewhich ofthe above

possibilities, i) or ii), is really the case. Nevertheless,

in view ofthe scaling observed in �SG ,it seem s to us

that the above scenario ii) is rather unlikely, and the

scenario i)ism oreplausible.Then,trueasym ptoticspin

and chirality correlation-length exponentswould notbe

far from �SG = 0:9 � 0:2 and �C G = 2:1 � 0:3 quoted

above,which m eansthe occurrence ofthe spin-chirality

decoupling in the2D Heisenberg SG .W enotethatthese

exponentvaluesareclosetothevaluesreported in Ref.[7]

for the sam e m odelby m eans ofthe T = 0 num erical

dom ain-wall-energy calculation, �SG = 1:0 � 0:15 and

�C G = 2:1� 0:2.

SU M M A R Y

In sum m ary,weperform ed large-scaleequilibrium M C

sim ulationsofthe 2D Heisenberg spin glass. Particular

attention was paid to the behavior ofthe spin and the

chirality correlation lengths.In orderto observethetrue

asym ptotic behavior,fairly largesystem 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 odelseem s to possess the two characteristic tem pera-

tures scales T � and T� (T � > T� > 0). Around T �,

the m odel enters into the chiralcriticalregim e where

critical
uctuations ofthe chirality becom e signi�cant.

This shows up as a changeover in the size dependence

ofthe chiralcorrelation length orthe CG susceptibility:

Nam ely,aboveT �,�C G and ~�C G tend todecreasewith L,

whereasbelow T � they tend toincreasewith L.Thenon-

criticalbehaviorobserved aboveT � m ightbeunderstood

asa m ean-�eld-likebehavior,asargued in Ref.[17].The
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chiralcorrelation length, which stays shorter than the

spin correlation length athigh tem peratures,cathes up

and exceedsthe spin correlation length around the sec-

ond characteristic tem perature,T� ’ 0:01J. O ur data

in the tem perature regim e T�
<
� T <

� T � and for size

20 <
� L <

� 40 yields the estim ates ofthe spin and the

chirality correlation-length exponents,�SG = 0:9� 0:2,

�C G = 2:1� 0:3,respectively. Unfortunately,we donot

have m uch data in the interesting tem perature range

T <
� T� ,which preventsusfrom directly determ iningthe

truly asym ptotic criticalproperties associated with the

T = 0 transition. W hile we speculate that the asym p-

totic spin and the chirality exponents would not be far

from thevaluesquoted above,thedata in thelowertem -

perature regim e T <
� T� ’ 0:01J and for larger sizes

L >
� 40 isrequired to settle the issue.
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