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W epresent a num erical study ofthe orderparam eter uctuations for Ising spin glasses in three and
four dim ensions at very low tem peratures and w ithout an extemal eld. A ccurate m easurem ents of
tw o previously introduced param eters, A and G, show that the order param eter is not selfaveraging,

consistent w ith a zero-tem perature them al exponent value

®r 0,and con m the validity of the

relation G = 1=3 in the them odynam ic 1im it in the whole low -tem perature phase, as predicted by

stochastic stability argum ents.

PACS numbers: 7540M g, 7510N

I. NTRODUCTION

Understanding fhe low -tem perature physics of short-
range spin glassed! rem ains a m apr unsolved problem .
M uch of the current debate concentrates on the equilibb—
rium therm odynam ics of the E dwardsA nderson m odel
w ith Ising spins (EA Im odel), the canonical short-range
soin glass. Since analytical approaches pose form idable
di culties, the problem is often studied num erically.
However, the existence of large barriers between low-—
energy con gurations has lim ited so far num erical cal-
culations to an all system s sizes, from which it ishard to
draw de nite conclisions on the largevolum e lim it.

Twom ain issues have been addressed In m any num er—
ical studies: the existence and character of the nite-
tem perature spin-glass transition, and the nature of the
low -tem perature spin-glass phase. A central quantity
of Interest In the description of the spin-glass phase is
the scaling exponent ° goveming the typical energy of
the lowest-lying excitations w ih ]jneaor size of order 1],
which is assumed, to scale as E 1. T general, °
may be distinct?® from the sti ngss.exponent mea-
sured in dom ain-wall com putation€€4, and the stabil
iy of the spin—glass phase requires to have 0 0. In
a \m any-state" picture® such as the rep lica-sym . etry -
breaking picture inspired by m ean— eld theory®®%9, one
has % = 0, hence there are excitations whose energy
rem ains nite (of the order of the coupling strength be—
tween two soins) even as their length scale diverges. In a
\tw o-state" picture, such as the droplktm ode_'ﬂ]:"iza, one
has °> 0, hence the energy of largescale excitations
diverges w ith their size. Tn this case the identity °=
is often assum ed.

Both the spin-glass transition and the ordered phase
have been usually investigated num erically by com —
puting sam pleaveraged quantities such as the Binder
cum ulant?? or the distrbution of the Qxder param eter
©OP) and related observablkes. Recently241%, + was ob—
served that useful nform ation on both issues can be
drawn from the sam pleto-sam ple uctuationsoftheOP.

In particular, two din ensjon]essm easuresoftheOP uc—
tuations were consideredtdts: A, the nom alized uc—
tuation of the spin-glass susceptbility, and G, a ratio
between two cum ulants of the OP distrlbbution. These
tw 0 param eters are related to the B inder cumulant, B,
via the relation B = 1 A=(2G). For a m odel w ithout
tin ereversalsymm etry (TRS),A;G,and B aregiven by
Egs. (2), (:3), and ('4) below . The param eter G serves as
a gooc-i indicator of the existence of phase transition<ts
In system s lJacking TRS (for which B is generally a bad
Indicator), as recently shown for several system s, Includ—
ingM igdalK adano spi-glssedd, RNA HUing m od-
eld?, chiral soin system £8, and m ean— eld m odels such
as the SK model (wih and w,thout a m agnetic eld),
the n niejange pspin m odellgi, and the n niterange
Potts m ode?. The param eter A has also begn studied
befre for random dilited m odels at criticaliy2i83.

In thispaper, we investigate the OP uctuations in the
EA Im odelw ith G aussian couplings in three and fourdi-
m ensions by low -tem perature M onte C arlo sin ulations.
W e study the case wih no extemal eld, which satis—

es TRS. In three din ensions (3D ), num erical data are
availaple in the literature for A in the high-tem perature
phase?l and HrG nearthe criticalpoint?d, orthe\  J"
coupling distrbution. In four dim ensions (4D ), G was
m easured at m gderately low tem peratures, also for the

J distrbutiort4. Here, we study much lower tem pera—
tures than in these studies, n order,to, reduce crossover
e ects associated to the critical point2%24, w hich com pl
cate the interpretation of the num erical data at higher
tem peratures.

A summ ary of our resuls is as follow s. F irst, we esti-
mate ° from the system -size dependence of A, nding,
for the system sizes we could reach, a sn all value of 0
incom patdble w ith the acogted values ofthe dom gin-wall
exponent ( / 02 in 3088 and ’ 07 in 4D¥), and
com patdblew ith zero. T hisagreesw ith recent determ, jna=
tions of © from ground-state perturbation m ethod#2£27
and from, Jow rtem perature m easurem ents of the OP dis-
trbutiont$29242¢ which all consider sam ple-averaged
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quantities), and supportsa picture ofthe soin-glassphase

characterized by two distinct exponents, > 0 and
O= 0. The resut °= 0 inplies that the OP is not

selfaveraging in the therm odynam ic lin it.

Second, we nd good evidence that the dentity G =
1=3 holds in the whole spin-glassphase in the therm ody—
nam ic lim i, con m ingthevalidity ofsum rulesproposed
by Guerra®? and st derived fr the SK m odel, which
Hllow from the property of \replica equivalence"s48% .

Third, we nd thatA and G allow to locate the spin—
glass transition reasonably well although, as expected
due to TRS and as previously num erically observed24, B
provides a better determ nation (@ much m ore accurate
detem ination is provided by the correlation length24,
which we do not nvestigate here).

W e do not study in this paper the surface fractal di-
mension dg of the excitations, which is the other ex—
ponent, besides °, characterizing the spin-glass phase
(in particular, dg= 0 in the standard replica-sym m etry—
breaking cht:uré,?,q ,ds > 0 In the dropletm odel, while the
\TNT " picturef” predicts the \m ixed" behaviords > 0,

0= 0).

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. IT
we Introduce the di erent m odels and cbservables stud—
ied, and discuss the theoretical predictions for these ob—
servables. In Sec. ITI we present and analyze our num er—
ical results for the quantities A, G and B . Finally, in
Sec. IV we sum m arize our conclisions.

II. MODELS,OBSERVABLES,AND
THEORETICAL PREDICTION S

W e study the EA Im odelde ned by the Ham itonian
X
H =

Ji38i85; Si= 1 ; 1)

hi;ji

where LP Ising spins S; sit on a (hyper-cubic lattice in
D dim ensions w ith linear size L and periodic boundary
conditions in alldirections. T he couplings J;; are drawn
from a G aussian distribution of zero m ean and unit vari-
ance. W e considertwo di erent m odels: (i) the casew ith
Interactionshi; ji restricted to nearest neighbors (referred
toasNN model) n D = 3 and 4; (ii) the case with in—
teractions restricted to nearest, next-nearest, and next-—
next-nearest neighbors (referred to as NNN model) in
D = 3,which has a coordination number z = 26.

The NN model has been extensively studied and is
known to display a nitetem perature continuous spin—
glass transition for D 3. Recent estin ates of the crit—
ical tem perature Por Gaussian-distrbuted couplings are
Te= 095 004 :n 30%% and T.= 180  0:03 in 4D%.

The NNN model has been much lss studied. In
Ref. :_23, the 3D casewith J couplings was considered,
but no conclusive evidence ofa nitetem perature transi-
tion was obtained, the data being com patible w ith both
T. 327 and a zero-tem perature singularity. Inciden-—
tally, in the NNN casewe do not expect a Jarge di erence

In T, between binary and G aussian distrbutions, due
to the large coordination number. For the NNN m odel,
we did not consider tem peratures as low as for the NN
m odel, but focused on the phase transition region. An-
other ofthe resuls ofthis paper is a convincing evidence
that indeed a nitetem perature transition exists in this
modelin 3D .

WemeasureA,G,and B asa function of tem perature
T and size L using the follow ing de nitions:

s =
A@L) = % @)
1
—2
S
G (T;L) = % ;ﬁ @)
1 1
!
By - 2 o3 22 @
1 P

where q = ;S28? is the spin overlap of two inde-

LD
pendent system s S and S® w ith the sam e random cou-
plings, and h:::d and ﬁ stand for them al and disorder
averages, respectively. The OP for a given realization
of the disorder is hf i, therefore A is nothing but the
nom alized sam ple-to-sam ple variance ofthe OP.

In the param agneticphase, T > T, and forsu ciently
large L so thatL (where isthe correlation length),
the OP follow s a G aussian distrdbution and all three pa—
ram eters vanish as 1=LP , as Plows from the central
Iim i theorem -~ Follow ing the term inology of W isem an
and D om anyel:, this m eans that the OP is strongly self-
averaging.

At T = T, the correlation length diverges and the
central lin i theorem cannot be applied. For strongly
disordered system s such as spin glasses f-is-known that
the OP is not selfaveraging at crjtjcaljty?:'@z ,nam ely A
tends to a nie valule in the them odynam ic lin . If
A is nite then clearly G must be nite, and standard
renom alization-group argum ents show that B isalso -
nie at Tc. Shce B and G are dim ensionless and m ono—
tonic In T, in plots of these quantities as a function of
T, the curves for di erent values of L m ust all cross at
T = T., and one can use this to determ ine T.. From
standard nite-size scaling, one can then determ ine the
critical exponent . Since much work has been devoted
to measuring from the standard observables (see for
terested in the low —tem I-Jér:’:l‘-cure phase here, we will not
attem pt a precise determ nation. R

In the spin-glassphase, T < T, A is expected®®8? to
vanish linearly with T according to the scaling law

0

A(;L) TL ; ©)
where 0 is the exponent discussed In the Introduction.
This law holds under two hypothesis (poth satis ed in
the case of continuous couplings studied here): (i) the
ground state is unique; (ii) the probability distribution



of the energy of the, bwest-lying excitations has nite
weight at zero energy%%

From the above scaling law we see that if °> 0, then
A vanishes or L ! 1 , namely the.OP is weakly self-
averaging (where \weakly" indicate} that the OP uc-
tuations vanish m ore slow Iy than 1=L%, a consequence of
the nequality ° ¢<-¢). This situation is encountered in
the droplet m odel24, as discussed in the Introduction,
and also In m ean— eld m odels w ith a m arginally stable
replica-sym m etric solutjon at low tem peratures (such as
the spherical SK modet?). If °= 0, as ;h a \many-
state" picture, A rem ains nie in the them odynam ic
Iim it, nam ely the OP is not selfavemmging.

Tuming now to G, it is knownS%2? that in the SK
m odel the ollow ing relation holds for T < T.:

Im G (T;L)= 1=3: ®)
Lt1

A cocording to Guerrac:, this relation should hold (for
T < T.) in any modelwh:ch is \stochastically stable"
w ith respect to a m ean— eld perturbation and which has
a non-selfaveraging O P . Under the hypothesis (1) and
(i1) akove, the m ore general conecture has also been
m ade?? that the above relation hods Hr T < T, even if
the OP is selfaveraging. In this case, G would be nite
but both the num erator and the denom nator in Eq.('_a’)
would vanish, as forexam ple In theM igdalK adano spin
glass (see Bokilet al. in Ref.'16) and the,SK spherical
m odetd. T has also been explicitly provenS, under the
hypothesis (i) and (ii), that one hasG (T = 0;L) = 1=3
forany L. Note that models n which G (T = 0; L) 6 1=3
In generalw ill not satisfy the conecture ofRef. @0

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

W e sim ulated the variousm odelsw ith the paralleltem —
pering techniqué’s, which allws to reach signi cantly
Jow er tem peratures than conventionalM onte C arlom eth—
ods. T he param eters of the sim ulation are given in Ta—
bl ::[ E quilbration of the M onte Carlo runs was tested
by m onitoring all the m easured cbservables on a loga—
rithm ic tin e scale, checking that they had all converged
w ithin their statistical errors, and by applying the equi-
Ibration test discussed In Ref. :26

A . Param eter A

In Figures i, :_2, and :_3: we show our num erical results
for A in the 3D NN, 4D NN, and 3D NNN m odels, re-
spectively. The vertical lines in Figuresil and & indi-
cate the estin ated value of T.. In all cases, the be-
havior of A resambles that observed In the SK m odel
(see Refs. .14.'1§,:19 At high tem peratures, A decreases
with L, approxin ately as 1=L.° , show ing that the OP is
strongly selfaveraging in this regin e, as expected. N ear

Model] L Tpip Tmax Nz N MCs
3D NN| 4 01 20 18 16000  10°
6 02 20 16 6000 10°
8 02 20 16 6600 10°
12 0.94 20 14 3751 3 19
16 0.94 20 16 587 10°
4D NN| 3 02 238 12 16000  10°
4 02 238 12 13951 10°
5 046 238 19 1476 3 19
7 0995 28 29 832 310
3D NNN| 4 20 50 16 9005 10
6 2.0 50 16 3258 10°
8 20 50 16 3574 3 1%
12 28 50 12 1751 10°
16 34 50 9 489 10°

TABLE I: Param eters of the sinulations. L is the linear
system size, Ty in and Tm ax the smallest and largest tem -
peratures considered, Nt the num ber of tem peratures in the
parallel tem pering algorithm , N 5 the num ber of lndependent
realizations of the disorder (sam ples), and M CS the num ber
of M onte C arlo steps per soin and per tem perature.

T = T., there is a maximum whose position shifts to—
wardsT. asL Increases,an e ect of nite-size corrections.
The shift ism odest in the 4D NN m odel but quite no-
ticeable In the 3D NN m odel, where even for the largest
L the position ofthem axin um is still signi cantly lJarger
than T.. In the 3D NNN m odel, the position ofthe m ax—
Inum is also Jarger than T. (see discussion In Sec.:gig[_c:
on the value of T, iIn this m odel), but the shift is less
pronounced. T he height of the m axin um increases w ith
L In allm odels, indicating that A attainsa nie valie
In the them odynam ic lm it (shce it is bounded from

above), nam ely that the OP is not selfaveraging at T,
as expected.

At low tem peratures (T < TC),Fjgures:lj,:g:,and'Q;show
that A is approxin ately linear n T, In agreem ent w ith
Eqg. 6'_5) . M ost Interestingly, the data for di erent values
of L tend to superim pose to each other. In a scenario
wih ©°> 0, the data should tend to zero for large L 1
the whole region below T.. In 3D , we see no decrease at
allin the data w ith increasing L , while a m odest decrease
is observed in 4D .

To analyze In m ore detail the size dependence ofA at
low tem peratures, In Fjgure:_ll we plot the ratio A=T as
function ofL atdi erent tem peratures forthe threem od-
els. T he straight lines represent the scaling law Eg. (r'd) as—
sum ing %= ,and usmg the estin,atesof from dom ain-
wall caleulations, = 02 i 30#¢¥ and = 07 i 4D .
N o estin ates of are availabl for the 3D NNN m odel,
0 we use that for the NN m odel we expect that isa
universal exponent equal for both m odels). C learly, the
data in Figure -4 do not agree w ith the hypothesis °=
for the range of sizes considered, and seem to saturate
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FIG.1l: Parameter A for the 3D NN m odel as a function
of the tem perature, for di erent system sizes L. T he vertical
line represents the estin ated value ofthe critical tem perature,
Tc= 095 0:04.
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FIG.2: Same as Figure.t:: but for the 4D NN model. The
vertical line corresponds to Tc = 1:80 0:03.

to a constant value jnstAeoad. W e tted the data with the
form A (T;L)=T = alL ,whereAOshou]dbeseenasan
\e ective" exponent which depends on the tem perature
and which e ectively takes into account corrections to
the leading scaling behavior, with © ! % in the lim it

TL ! 0. The tsgive Vvarying from 003  0:02
(T = 0:7) to 000 006 (T = 02) in the 3D NN m odel,
from 030 005 (T = 10) to 0003 0006 T = 0:32)

In the 4D NN model, and from 0:03 004 (T = 2:8) to

008 004 (T = 20) In the 3D NNN m odelL
Therefore, in all cases the data is com patbl wih
9= 0, ;n agreem ent w ith the \m any-state" picture, and
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FIG.3: Sameastgure:_l:but for the 3D NNN m odel

is statistically incom patblewih with °= ,in disagree—
m ent w ith the \tw¢state" picture. A s usual, we cannot
exclude a crossover?? to a larger value of ° for larger L .
In this case, In the largevolim e 1lim it A would be zero
at all tem peratures, except at T = T..

A valie of ° com patible w ith zera was also cbtained
from the OP distrbution®92424298¢ and fom direct
m easurem ents of the energy of low —Iying excitations cre—
ated by perturbing the ground sta et
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FIG.4: Log-log plot of A=T wversus L at di erent tem pera-
tures forthe 3D NN m odel (top), the 4D NN m odel (m iddlk),
and the 3D NNN m odel (pbottom ). T he straight lines of slope
02 (top and bottom ) Ia.nd 0.7 (m iddle) are the expected
scaling behavior oqu.(:gn) if %=



B. Param eters G and B

F jgures-'_'fi,:_é and::/: show ournum ericalresuls forG and
B for the three m odels. At high tem peratures, G and B
vanish approxin ately as 1=L° in all three m odels, again
Indicating strong selfaveraging. Near T = 0, the data for
the NN model in both 3D and 4D are com patble wih
G (T = 0;L)= 1=3andB (T = 0;L) = 1, asexpected>4*
fora continuous coupling distribution . M ore in portantly,
G (T;L) seem s to converge to the value 1/3 for lJarge L
In the whoke low -tem perature region, in agreem ent w ith
Eqg. (6 T his is particularly evident in the 4D NN m odel
F igure d), where G (T ;L) has already converged to 1/3
for L, = 5 at tem peratures below T T.=2 029 (the
data points above 1=3 are due to incom plete equilbra—
tion?d). It is quite unlkely that the saturation isa nite-
size e ect, therefore our results strongly suggest that in—
deed G = 1=3 In thewhol spin-glassphase. A sdiscussed
above, if A rem ains niteasL ! 1 (asindicated by our
data), this is an expected consequence of stochastic sta—
bility 89 . IfA vanishes, nstead, our resulswould support
the m ore general con cture ofRef. :_ZIC_S

C . C ritical region

In this subsection we comm ent on the behavior of G
and B near the critical tem perature, starting from the
NN m odel.

In 3D, the vertical lines In F igure E Indicates the po—
sition of the critical tem perature, using the value Tc =
0:95 0:04 quoted in Ref,'_3_‘B, w hich wasobtained from the
param eter B m easured in a largescale sinulation. O ne
sees that the data forboth B and G for di erent values
of L. com e together as T approaches T, from above, as
Indicative of a phase transition. Below T, the data for
G separate again in a statistically signi cant way, whilke
for B one would need a substantially larger statistics (or
larger sizes) & see a clear separation, as observed in pre—
vious studieiBl. For examplk, at T = 0:82 the sep-
aration between the L = 12 and the L = 4 data is14
standard deviations forB and 2.5 standard deviations for
G . The an all sesparation below T. is probably dugtp-the
vicinity of D = 3 to the lower critical din ension338327.
W e also note that the crossing point of G is at tem per-
atures larger than T, and close Ingpection show s that it
shifts towards T, from above as L. increases. A sim ilar
shift was observed for the position of the m axinum ofA
n Figureil.

In 4D, both B and G display a very clear crossjng
(see F igure E), as also observed in previous studie£%84.
From B we estin ate TC =180 0:203 in agreem ent w ith
the results ofRefs. r34 3. T his value is indicated by the
vertical lines in FJgure-Ef A sin 3D, the crossing point of
G is at tem peratures larger than T. and shifts towards
T. as L increases.

O verall, thiscon m sthatboth in 3D and 4D the cor-
rections to scaling are signi cantly larger for G and A

than forB . Shce G and A have alsom uch larger statisti-
calerrorsthan B, the latter quantity isto be preferred to
G and A for ocating T, n m odelsw ith TR S.A s already
m entioned, a m uch m ore accurate quantity for this pur-
pose is the coprelation length, which show s a very clear
crossing in 3D%4, unlke B and G .

Finally, In the 3D NNN modelboth G and B show
a rather clar crossing (see Figure :j) . This provides a
clear evjdenoe for the existence of a phase transition in
3D Isig, g]asses, con m ing recent results orthe NN
m odef4'- 87 that obtained a convincing evidence (espe—
cially R ef'._2§ ) after the issue had rem ained unsolved fora
long timne. The crossingpoint isat T /¥ 33 forB and at
som ew hat higher tem peratures for G , although also here
the crossing for G shifts to the left as L increases. From
the data forB onem ightbe tem pted to conclude that the
critical tem perature is T ¥ 3:3. However, ifthiswas the
case, the value ofB at T, (which is a universalquantity)
would be lower in the 3D NNN m odel than in the 3D
NN m odel, violating universality. T his suggests that the
actualvalue of T, is signi cantly lower than 3.3, despie
the clear crossing of B which would then be strongly
a ected by scaling corrections), and for this reason we
have not indicated the pesition of T, in F igures -3 and -'2
A more detailkd ana]ysmé1 clearly show s that indeed T.
is signi cantly lower than 33 In thism odel.
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FIG .5: ParametersG (man gure) and B (inset) for the 3D
NN m odel, as a function of the tem perature and for various
system sizes. T he vertical lines correspond to T = 0:95 0:04,
the horizontal line in them ain gure corresponds to the lim it
relation G = 1=3.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

To conclide, we have provided evidence that the order
param eter is not selfaveraging in the low -tem perature
phase of the EdwardsAnderson Ising soin glass in 3D
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FIG.7: Same as Fjgure:li but for the 3D NNN m odel. The
true critical tem perature is signi cantly lower than the cross—
ing point ofB .

and 4D , which in plies an exponent °’ 0, in agreem ent
w ith a \m any-state" picture ofthe spin-glassphase, such
as the replica-sym m etry-breaking picture or the \TNT"
picture. A susual, dueto the lim ited system sizesthat are
currently reachable in num erical sin ulations, we cannot
exclide that for larger sizes one recovers selfaveraging,
nevertheless our result is consistent wjth,other studies
which used sam plaveraged quantitie22927% and also
pund °’ 0. Independently of whether there is self-
averaging or not, we have provided evidence that the
dentity G = 1=3 holds in the them odynam ic lim i In
the whole spinglass phase, a fact that calls for a theo—
retical explanation In tem s of the geom etry and ener—
getics of the low lying excitations. W e have con m ed
that G and A can be used to locate the spin-glass tran—
sition, although in m odels w ith tim ereversal sym m etry
the usual sam pleaveraged param eters provide a better
determ nation. Fiallywe have con m ed the existence
of a spin—glass phase transition at nite tem perature in
three din ensions.
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