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T he boundary-induced scaling of three-dim ensional random

eld Ising m agnets is nvestigated close

to the bulk critical point by exact com binatorial optin ization m ethods. W e m easure several expo—

nents describing surface criticality:

1 for the surface layer m agnetization and the surface excess
exponents for the m agnetization and the speci c heat,

s and s. The latter ones are related to the

bulk phase transition by the sam e scaling law s as In pure system s, but only w ith the sam e violation

of hyperscaling exponent

as In the buk. The boundary disorders faster than the bulk, and the

experin ental and theoretical in plications are discussed.

PACS num bers: 05.50+ g, 64.60.-4, 75.50Lk, 75.70R £

I. NTRODUCTION

T he presence of quenched random ness leads to m any
di erences in the statistical behavior if com pared to
\pure system s". This is true in m any phenom ena as
transport properties in, for instance, superconductors, or
In a rather w ide range of cases In m agnetisn . Consider
a domain wall in a m agnet, which gets pinned due to
In purities. T he scenario m ay vary according to the sym —
m etries ofthe system and to the character ofthe disorder,
but is described, in m ost general tem s, by an \energy
landscape" w hich developsa rich structure due to the the
presence of pinning defects 'E:].

T he m ost usual and convenient exam ple of such m ag—
nets isgiven by the Isinhgm odel-universality class. D isor—
der is nom ally introduced as frozen random bond" and
\random eld" impurities, which can change dram ati-
cally the nature of the phases of the m odeland the char-
acter of the phase transiion. Strong enough bond dis-
order creates a spin glass —state, whil the random elds
couple directly to the order param eter, the m agnetiza—
tion.

The criticality In such m odels is usually studied by

nite size scaling, to extract the them odynam ic behav—
jor. However, real (experin ental) system s are nie and
have boundaries. These break the translational nvari-
ance and create di erences in the critical behavior be-
tween the boundary region and the buk. The related
phenom enon is called \surface criticality", and essential
is that a whole set of new critical exponents arises, to
describe the behavior of various quantities at and close
to surfaces t_:.’, -'_Z%]. Here, we Investigate by scaling ar-
gum ents and exact num ericalm ethods this phenom enon
In the case of the random eld Ishgmodel RFIM ), in
three din ensions (3d). In thiscase, the RFIM hasabulk
phase transition separating ferrom agnetic and param ag—
netic states.

T he central question that we want to tackle is: how
do disorder and the presence of boundaries com bine, in
a systam where the critical buk properties are already
di erent from pure system s? Though disordered m ag—

nets have been Jnvesthated earlier for the case of weak
bond-disorder [4 d], both spin—glasses —a possible future
extension of our work — and the RFIM have not been
studied i_d]. O ne general problem of the 3d RFIM has
been how to observe the critical behavior, and under-
standing the boundary critical behavior provides an in—
dependent, novel avenue for such purposes t_'l, :g, :g]. Such
experin ents are done on a number of system s from di-
luted antiferrom agnet's ina ed, [_7:, B, to binary liquids
In porousm edia, IlO and to relaxor ferroelectrics {55]

T he particular characteristics of the RFIM is a com —
plicated energy landscape, which m anifests tselfeg. in
the violation of the usual hyperscaling relation of ther-
m odynam ics, and in the existence of an associated viola-
tion exponent and several consequences thereof. This
is analogous to, for Instance, spin glasses, and further—
m ore for surface criticality presents the question how the
broken translational invariance com binesw ith the energy
scaling. Our resuls in ply that this can be understood
by scalings that include both the bulk correlation length
exponent and thebulk and novel surface exponents.
M oreover, though the buk RFIM 3d phase transition
hasbeen notoriously di cult experim entally, the bound—
ary order param eter, say, should be quite sensitive to the
control one (tem perature, in experin ents and disorder
here) and prom ises thus to m ake the surface criticality
experim entally observable.

In the next section we overview the theoreticalpicture,
as applied to the RFIM . Section 3 presents the num erical
resuls, where the em phasis is two-fold. W e discuss the
surface criticality on one hand, and on the other hand
the decay of a surface eld induced perturbation is ana—
Iyzed, since it has characteristics peculiar to a disordered
m agnet, in contrast to pure system s. Finally, Section 4

nishes the paper w ith a discussion of the results and
future prospects.
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II. SURFACE CRITICALITY

The RFIM Ham iltonian w ith a free surface S reads
X X X

Hrrmw = J [T ] ig h; 7
@)

where J is the buk (@mearest neighbour) interaction
strength while J; describesthe strength ofthe surface in—
teraction, In generaldi erent from J. ; take the values
1. For sim plicity, the random eldsh; obeya G aussian

2

probability distrbution P ;) = pzi— exp 7 =7,
w ih a zero m ean and standard deviation .Onem ight
have also extemal elds such asa buk magnetic eld h
and a surfacem agnetic eld h; at S.

Being govemed by a zero tem perature xed point, the
phase transition of the 3d RFIM can also be studied at
T = 0, where i takesplace at a critical .. The transi-
tion is of second order though it also exhbis some nst—
order characteristics: the order param eter exponent  is
very close to zero [13, 114, 15]. T he surface criticality of
the 3d RFIM issinpli ed by the fact that the low er crit—-
ical din ension is two [_11:, :;Lgi], thus in the absence of a
surface m agnetic eld h; jist an ordinary transition can
takeplace. T he surface orders only because the bulk does
50, and the transition point is the buk critical point.

Even In this case, there is a wide varaty of surface
quantities. D erivatives of the surface free energy 5 (sur—
face ground state energy at T = 0) with respect to
surface elds, as the surface magnetic eld hi, yield
Ical quantities (eg. the surface layer m agnetization
m, = @£=@h,), while derivatives of f; w ith respect to
buk elds produce excess quantities, such as the excess
m agnetization m s = @£=Q@h, de ned by

Z
1 dxm &) =m + 3 +0@M ?); @)
v b v s ’

where m (x) is the (coarse grained) m agnetization at x
and V 1¢ and S are the sam ple volum e and its surface
area, regpectively. O ne also obtains m ixed quantities by
taking second orhigherderivativesoffs . W e focuson the
criticalbehavior ofthe localand the excessm agnetization
(m; and m ) aswell as the excess speci cheat Cg.

The RFIM bulk critical exponents are related via the
usualthem odynam ic scaling relations, see Table L.:‘F The
hyperscaling relations, however, have the m odi ed form

2 = @d )i 3)

w ith the additional exponent I_I;é] The usualway to
relate the surface excess exponents to bulk exponents is
to note that from the conventionalhyperscaling €q. @)

wih = 0) i follow s that the singular part of the buk
free energy fb(smg) scales w ith the correlation length as

fb(smg) 4, By m akihg the analogous assum ption for
the surface free energy, o9 @ 1 one nds irg]
s = + s = : (4)

In the case of the RFIM the above becom es less clear:
does the -exponent get m odifed? W e assum e that the

exponent ° in £5°9 @1 " may i generalbe
di erent from the bulk exponent , and obtain
s =+ « % ®)
s = + O ®)

g (sing)

To derive Eq. (r_é), the scaling fom B
£ *E.h=0t (* )]isused or the singular part of the
sing) (which takes

excess ground state energy densiy E s(
the role of the excess free energy at T = 0), wih
t ( )=J, Eq. @:5) and the Rushbrooke scaling
law + 2 + = 2. is the exponent describing the
critical behavior of the buk susceptibility. Scaling rela—
tions relating ; to other 'local surface exponents can
also be derived, but it cannot be expressed in tem s of
bulk exponents alone.

Q uantity De nition Exponent
excessm agnetization m g = @@% ms (v
excess speci cheat Cg = @@223 Cs X3 °
surface m agnetization m1 = = m, ( o

@hy

TABLE I: Surface quantities in tem s of the surface free
energy fs, and the corresponding critical exponents (t

( ¢)=J). Note that T = 0 so that one uses instead
of a free energy the ground state energy.

ITII. NUM ERICAL RESULTS

T he exact ground state (G S) calculations are based on
the equivalence ofthe T = 0 RFIM w ith the m axin um
ow problem in a graph I:L _:]; we use a polynom ialpush-
relabelpre ow -type algorithm {_f@', :_1-9_:] Ifnot stated oth—
erw ise, we study cubic system sof size L3, . 100. Free
boundary conditions are used in one direction (the free
surface under study) whilke in the rem aining onesperiodic
boundary conditions are in posed. The m axim al statisti-
calerror in what follow s is of the order of the sym bolsize
used, so the errorbarsare om itted. N ote that since in the
present case only the ordinary transition is possible, the
critical exponents should be independent of the surface
Interaction J; . C om plications arise, how ever, since in 2d
theRFIM ise ectively ferrom agneticbelow the break-up
length scale Ly, which scalesasLy  exp B (J= )] (see
Fig. 4) B0, 21]. Thismeans that the surfaces have a
tendency to be ordered \an sich", and to see the true or-
dinary transition behavior, one needs L > L,. Thus, we



use substantially weakened surface interactions J; J
to circum vent this problem .
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FIG .1: Thebreak-up length scal L, ofthe 2d surface layer of
the 3d RFIM w ith a strongly param agnetic buk, J = 0:05 ,
vs (J1= ) %. Ly, is estin ated by looking for a valie of J; such
that the surface will be totally ordered w ith probability 1=2
while keeping and L. xed. The solid line corresponds to
A = 2:1.
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FIG.2: M ean absolute value of the surface layer m agnetiza—
tion m; as a function of =J for various L, J1 = J. The
dashed vertical line corresponds to the critical point of the
in nite system , =J = 227.

A . Surface layer m agnetization

Fig. -'_2 show s an exam pl of the m agnetization m ; of
the surface layer close to ., obtained directly from the
soin structure ofthe G S.W e assum ethe nite size scaling
ansatz

JLYT 1 )

wherem ; isa scaling function. At the criticalpoint =

-+ Eq. (rj) reduces tom ; L 7 .Fjg.:_i’jsadoub]e
logarithm icplot ofm; versusL at =J = 227 Porthree
J;~values. A 1l three are consistent w ith

1= =047 0901: ®)

Using thebuk value = 137  0:09}[L3], one obtains
1= 023 0:03: ©)
Fjg.:fidepjctsmlL 1= versus ( o)L , and wih

1= = 017, = 137 and =J = 227 one indeed
obtains a decent data collapse. W ih J; J, however,
ptting m 3 ( ) versus L produces a slightly di erent
exponent, 1= 0:15, and we could not get good data
collapses, probably due to the fact that Ly, is large.
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FIG.3: A log-log plt of the surface lJayer m agnetization m 1
as a function of the system size L at criticality, =J = 227,
for various J1=J 1. The sold linesdepict ts,wih = =
017 001 for allthree cases shown
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FIG .4: A scaling plot of the surface Jayer m agnetization m ;
inthecase J1 = 0, J = 1l,ushg .= 227, = 137 and
1= 023.



B . Surface excessm agnetization

For the surface excess m agnetization m ¢, we use the
nite size scaling ansatz
ms=1L =7 ms[( LT ) 10)
wherem g is a scaling function. Since
Independent of J;=J as long as J,=J 1 (in the lm it
L ! 1 , the independence of the exponents on J;=J
should hold for any J1=J), one expects the sam e to ap—
ply for the other exponents as well and we thus consider
here only the case J;=J = 0:. At the critical point, m ¢
grow s aln ost linearly wih L  i. B), w ith the expo-
nent s= = 099 002. This yilds, by again using
= 137

1 was found to be

0:09,

11)

FIG.5: A log-log plot of the excess m agnetization m 5 as a
function of the system size L for =J = 227, J1=J = 0.
A background tem ofm agnitude 1.07 has been substracted
from m s to see the power-law behavior. The solid line is a
powerdaw t, with s= = 0:99.

C . Surface speci c heat

In G S calculations, the speci cheat is com puted (recall
T = 0) by replacing the second derivative of the free
energy £ with respect to the tem perature by the second
derivative of the G S energy density E with respect to

orgd B2]. @E=@J is the the bond part ofE , E 5 =
L ¢ niyi i 3+ Theexcess speci c heat exponent ¢ is
estin ated according to R ef. [_l-é] (w here thebulk onewas
considered) . T he singular part of the excess speci c heat
obeys
c)Ll: 1;

clsind) = 1, =T, [( 12)

from which by integration it follow s for the sinqular part
of the excess bond energy at criticality,

(sing)

Esn @i = od=a+gLls Y7 ; a3
where ¢ and ¢ are constants. Fig. :_6 is a plot of the
excess bond energy, w ith J1=_J‘ = 0:1, at the buk critical
pont. The tusihg Eq. {3) resuksih (s 1)= =

022 003, corresponding to
s= 130 005: (14)
4
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FIG .6: A plot ofthe absolute value ofthe excessbond energy
Eg;s as a function of L for =J = 227, J1=J = 9:_1. The
solid line corresponds to a t of the form ofEq. QE}), w ith
c = 11292, ¢ = 09756 and ( s 1)= = 022:

D . M agnetization decay close to the surface

Finally we discuss the behavior of the m agnetization
pro lesm (z) (ie.m agnetization asa finction ofthe dis-
tance z from the surface), in the case the soin ordentation
at the surface layeris xed. T his correspondsto applying
a strong surface eld h; . These are of Interest as they re-

ect spIn-goin correlations close to the surface, as studied
n Ref. Q-é] in the slightly di erent context of com paring
two replicas with opposite h;. For the RFIM close to
the In nite system bulk critical point, m (z) is a ected
by the fact that for num erically feasble system sizes the
bulk m agnetization is close to unity and decreases very
slow Iy w ith Increasing system size (due to the an allvalie
of ) fi3]. This is dem onstrated in the inset of Fig. if,
w here the distrbution of buk m agnetization m, at the
critical point can be seen to be strongly peaked around
my= 1.

One can now distinguish three scenarios from sam ple
to sample: if mypj 1 the applied strong surface eld Iy
m ay have the sam e or opposite ordentation, or nally the
bulk m agnetization m , m ay be close to zero. In the st



case, the h; nduced spin con guration will be close to
the one in the absence ofthe eld. In the second case, h;
w ill efther force m , to change sign altogether (roducing
again a atpro ewihm (z)
face between the two regions of opposite m agnetization,
asn Fi. -'_"2 T he third one has a sn all probability, and
thus w ill not contrbute m uch to the ensem ble averaged
m agnetization pro k. The average m agnetization pro—
kehm (z)ican then (for a nite system, at the in nite
system critical point) be well approxin ated by w riting
m (z)i a+ dmir (z)i: 15)
Here a and b are weight factors, here constant but in
general fiinction (s) of L, that tell the relative weight of
sam ples w here the m agnetization changes inside due to
the h]_ .

¢ (z)i=  dwdzoPy W)P, (Zo)m (Z;29;W) 16)

is the pro Je one would obtain by averaging only over
\single sam ple" pro lesm (z;z;w ), corresponding to an
Interface ofw idth w and position z, W ith probability dis—
trbutions P, and P, , respectively). A sinpli ed m odel
form (z;zg;w) is shown In Fig. '_

From the exact ground state calculations, we identify
the pro ls corresponding to such interface con gura—
tions. T his is done by dem anding that such pro leshave
a region wherem (z) < 09 wWhen hy 0). The inter—
facewidth isde ned asw = z, z,wherez; and z, are
the sm allest z’s such thatm (z;) < 0:9andm (z;) < 0:9,
regpectively. T he Interface position zy is then given by
zo = (z1 + z2)=2. By counting the fraction of such pro—

s, we can estinate a and b n Eq. 615 T hese have
the approxin ate values of 0:39 and 0:61, respect:ye]y (br
a system of size 40x40x80) . By using Egs. {15) and {16)
with m (z;zo;w) presented in Fig. §, as well as the dis-
trbutions P, and P,, measured from the ground state
calculations, one indeed obtainsan averagepro lehm (z)i
Itghatjs in reasonable agreem entw ith the trueone, seeF ig.
1.

The average m agnetization pro e hm (z)i decays
slow Iy wih the distance z, not quite reaching zero at
the opposite edge of the system in the case at hand.
However, a typical value of m (z) will be close to 1
for all z, which persists for accessble system sizes due
again to the small value of . One may thus observe
e ects rem iniscent of violation of selfaveraging, and
this would be true also if one would m easure the av—
eraged di erence hin (z) mgs (z)1 between the eld-
perturbed and GS ocon gurations, and the higher m o-
m ents thereof. These results illustrate sin ply how the
quasi-ferrom agnetic character of the 3d RFIM ground-—
state in uences such perturbation studies, a consequence
of the In practice lim ited system sizes one can access In
sim ulations.
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FIG.7: Mainh gure: A typical exam pl of a m agnetization
pro le, taken from a single sam ple, where due to a strong
positive surface eld h; at z = 0 an interface has form ed
between tw o regions of opposite m agnetization. Inset: D istri-
bution of the bulk m agnetization m , w ith periodic boundary
conditions, 2000 sam ples. =J = 227, system size 40x40x80.
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FIG.8: A simpl model for a sihgle-sam ple m agnetization
pro lem (z;zo;w). The interface is characterized by the pa—
ram eters position zo and width w .

Iv.. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have studied w ith com binatorial op—
tin ization and scaling argum ents surface criticality in a
random m agnet, the 3d RFIM . T he surface layerm agne—
tization exponent i ism ore than an order ofm agniude
larger than the extrem ely sm allbuk value l_l-;’:, :_l-é_i, :_1-5]
E xperim entalists have reported m uch larger values for
[7', g .9], which in fact are rather close to our estin ate
for ;.An Intriguing possbility in this respect is the di-
rect observation ofthe surface order param eter in relaxor
ferroelectrics via piezoekctric force m icroscopy 231

The excess exponents 5 and 5, when inserted into
the scaling relations @) and a), both yield very small
values for the correction tem  ( %, assum Ing 0,
0:02 and 1370 [i3]. This suggests that in fact

, and the excess exponents are related to bulk
exponents by the usual scaling law s valid for pure sys—

0:



0.2/ — Exact numerical result
---a=0.61, b=0.39
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
z

FIG.9: Main gure: A com parison between the num erical
m (z)i (solid line, averaged over 3000 sam ples) and that ob-—
tained by using Egs. QS ) and (:_LG ywihm (z;z0;w) asin Fig.
d (dashed line). Inset: D istribbutions of the interface position
P2, (zo) (solid Iline) and width P, w) (dashed line) ocbtained
from the sinulations. =J = 227, system size 40x40x80.

tem s, Eq. ('_4) . The num erically obtained description
of the ordinary surface transition uses the buk correla—
tion length exponent as in pure system s. A Il this would
m erit arther theoretical considerationsand could also be
checked in the fur-din ensionalRFM 5], whose phase
diagram is also m ore complex due to the 3d surfaces
which have independently phase transitions. The spin—

soin correlations close to the surface and the m agnetiza—
tion pro ls in the presence of boundary perturbations
have been studied, sin JJar_ly to the context of looking for
selfaveraging violations 24 Tt would be interesting to
Investigate this aspect in m ore detail, but In ournum erics
the m ost transparent features are due to the twopeaked
m agnetization distribution of the groundstates, w thout
a perturbing eld.

On a nalnote, the observations here conceming sur—
face criticality iIn a disordered m agnet —w ith a com pli-
cated energy landscape - extend directly for instance to
soin glasses {26] and to a wide class of non-equilibrium
system s (see l27], also for experim ental suggestions).
Two evident possibilities are looking for the sam e phe-
nom enology in 3d Ising son glasses, and In the 3d zero—
tem perature non-equilbriim RFIM . In the fom er case,
the free surface of a system at T > 0 is in analogy to
the zero tem perature 3d RFIM case inherently disordered
(the 2d soin glasshasa T = 0 phase transition). In the
second case, the situation ismuch m ore akin to the one
at hand (@-j]) and one should consider as the order pa—
ram eter the rem anent surface m agnetization after a de—
m agnetization procedure.
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