cond-mat/0607089v2 [cond-mat.dis-nn] 5 Jul 2006

arxXiv

The Com pressible Ising Spin G lass: Sin ulation R esults

Adam H .M arshall
T he Jam es Franck Institute and D epartm ent of P hysics, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60637
D ated: M arch 23, 2022)

This paper reports num erical studies of a com pressble version of the Ising soin glass In two
din ensions. Com pressibility is introduced by adding a temm that couples the spin—spin interactions
and local Jattice deform ations to the standard E dwardsA nderson m odel. T he relative strength of

this coupling is controlled by a single din ensionless param eter,
is Increased, and the energy of the com pressble

dynam ics of the system grow s exponentially as

. The tin escale associated w ith the

system is shifted downward by an am ount proportional to  tim es the square of the uncoupled
energy. This result leads to the form ulation of a sin pli ed m odel that depends sokely on spin
variables; analysis and num erical sin ulations of the sin pli ed m odel predict a critical value of the
coupling strength above which the spin—glass transition cannot exist at any tem perature.

PACS numbers: 75.10Nr,7540M g,05.50 + g

I. NTRODUCTION

M uch theoretical study has been m ade of the nature
of the spin—glass transition. It is now generally acocepted
that the three-din esional spin glass undergoes a second—
order phase transition at nite tem perature}@=2dSE8d]
and the buk ofthe evidence in two din ensions is consis—
tent w ith a zero-tem perature phase transition 28:2:1041.12
although recent work suggests that the lower critical di-
m ension ©rsom e spin-glassm odels is greater than two 22
T he continued controversy hints at the delicate and sub-
tle nature of the spin-glass transition and suggests that
modi cations to the underlying m odel, even am all ones,
could have dram atic e ects on the system .

Com pressbility has already been shown to have a
strong e ect on a variety of soin systems. The inclu-
sion of com pressbility in the Ising ferrom agnet m odi-

es the standard second-order transition to a rst-order
transition that occurs at the C urie tem perature442 The

(fully frustrated) 2-D triangular Ising anti-ferrom agnet
does not undergo a phase transition; however, when

com pressbility is added to the m odel, the character-
istic frustration is relieved, and the system develops

a rstorder transition to a \strjped" phase at low
tem peraturesi®2’?d8 O ther frustrated spin system s are

known to have their frustration relieved by the presence

ofm agnetoelastic couplings;22°% and polaron e ectsalter
the nature of m agnetic transitions in frustrated physical
system s such asm anganires2t22:23

W ih the possbility of relieving frustration, the addi-
tion ofcom pressibility to spin—-glassm odels could dram at—
ically alter the nature of the spin-glass phase and/or the
transition thereto. Furthem ore, the fact that all physi-
calsystem smust possess som e (@beit sn all) spin-lattice
coupling provides a physicalm otivation for such studies.

A previous paper Introduced a particular m odel for
the com pressble spin glass wih a linear coupling be-
tween the soin-spin Interactions and the distances be—
tw een neighboring particles?? The work descrbed there
nvolved sim ulations of the com pressble soin glass per—
form ed on two-din ensional system s In which the volum e

was held xed. Results of the direct simulations sug-
gest a sinpli ed m odel, qualitatively equivalent to the

rst, that depends only upon spin degrees of freedom .
T he presence of com pressibility alters the preferred spin
con gurations of the system, so that the transition to
a low -tem perature spin-glass phase is in possble above a
criticalvalue of the coupling. T he current paper expands
on that previous work as well as provides details of the
analysis. P resented here are results show ing the expo—
nential slow Ing down of the time to reach equilbrium
as the coupling increases, addiional quantitative m oti-
vation for the smpli ed m odel, and a functional form
for the entropy of the spin glass, from which them ody-
nam ic quantities are predicted. F inally, a phase diagram
illustrates an approxin ate boundary separating critical
behavior from the region where the spin-glass transition
cannot exist.

The structure of this paper is as ollows: Section [l
describes the H am iltonian ofthe com pressible soin glass
and de nesthe In portant tuning param eters. T he details
ofthe com puter sin ulations are discussed in Sec.lll, and
the results of the sinulations are presented in Sec. .
A sinpli ed model is ntroduced n Seclll, along w ith
results ofnum eric sin ulations and analytic investigations
perform ed on the sinpli ed m odel. Sectionlll contains
the prim ary conclusions and som e additional points of
discussion.

II. THE MODEL

T he Ham iltonian for the com pressible Ising spin glass
: 24
is
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The rsttem isthe standard EdwardsA nderson soin—
glass H am ittonian 22 with the sum perform ed over pairs
ofnearest neighbors. The soins S; are dynam ic variables

which m ay takethevalues+ 1 or 1. The interactionsJy;


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0607089v2

are chosen random y from £ Jg wih equal probability
and are then held xed; this collection of interactions
represents a single realization of the quenched disorder
central to the nature of the spin glass.

The coupling between the soin interactions and the
lattice distortions is contained within the second temm
of Eq. W), where the coupling is considered to linear
order w ith proportionality constant This constant
multiplies the change in bond length: ri; represents the
Euclidean distance between particles i and j, and rp is
the natural spacing of nearest neighbors on the lattice.
This term allow s the system to lower the total energy
by displacing the particles from their reqular lattice po—
sitions. Spinsw ith satis ed interactions (ie., those with
Ji55:S5 = + 1) willtend to m ove closer together in order
to strengthen the e ect; sin ilarly, unsatis ed bonds w i1l
tend to lengthen asthe particlesm ove farther apart to di-
m inish the negativee ect oftheir interaction on the total
energy. T he nability ofall of the bonds in the system to
distort sim ultaneously in the ideal fashion is the m ech—
anisn by which the degeneracy of con gurations w ih
equal soin-spin energy is broken.

The naltem , Ujtrice, stabilizes the lattice by pro—
viding a restoring force to counteract the displacem ents
generated by the spin-lattice interactions. T he stabiliza—
tion is obtaned by connecting ham onic springs betw een
nearest neighbors and between next-nearest neighbors
(@long the diagonals of the square lattice). Each spring
has as its unstretched length the natural spacing of the
vertices, so that Upttrice IS zero In the absence of soin—
Jattice coupling when the particles are not displaced.

Two Inportant param eters can be formed. The rst
arises due to force balance betw een the last two tem s in
Eq. :

— @)

This has dim ensions of length and represents the scale
of the typical displacem ents of the particles from their
uncoupled locations on the square lattice. The second
param eter is

2
. @3)

which is din ensionless; it represents the strength of the
spin-lattice coupling, relative to the spin-soin interaction.
W hen = 0, there is no spin—lattice coupling, lattice
distortions are not energetically favorable, and them odel
reduces to the standard EdwardsA nderson spin glass.
T he Interaction strength J servesm erely to set the energy
scale forthem odel. In thiswork, J isset to uniy, while

and k are chosen so that and  take the desired values.

ITI. SIMULATION DETAILS

A1l sinulations were run on square lattices of linear
din ension L wih periodic boundary conditions in two

din ensions; the size of the system was held constant in

each direction, xing the totalvolum e. The controlpa-
ram eters were adjisted so that was set at ten percent
of the natural lattice spacing while was varied over

the range 0 5. Since the Infom ation regarding

relative energy scales is contained within , the speci ¢
valie of does not a ect the qualitative nature of the
resuls, so Iong as the displacem ents are am allenough to

m aintain the topology ofthe Jattice. A s discussed below ,

how ever, an all nonlinearities do depend on the extent of
the lattice distortions.

For all values of the control param eters, 100 di erent
bond con gurations (ie. realizations of the quenched
disorder) were sinulated. Calculated quantities were
then averaged over the various runs.

Twodi erentm ethodsofsin ulation wereused to study
the com pressible spin glass. Forthe rstm ethod, suiable
for studying the dynam ics of the m odel, states w ere gen—
erated via single-soin I M onte C arlo steps, w ith transi-
tion probabilities dependent upon thedi erence in energy
betw een the tw o spin states. T hese energiesem ployed the
fill Ham iltonian of Eq. M), including the com ponents
that depend on the particle positions. For purposes of
determm ining transition probabilities, the spins were con—
sidered to I In place, ie., without any particle m otion.
The lattice was then relaxed for the new spin con gu-—
ration. The full sin ulation algorithm is as follow s: The
system is started n a random spoin con guration with
the particles located at the positions which m inin ize the
totalenergy. From a given soin con guration, a particle
is chosen at random . This particlke is given a chance to

i, In place, from the state w ith energy E; to the state
wih energy E,. IfE, < E; the spin is Ipped; other-
wise the spin  Ips wih probability exp[ & E;)=T].
A fter L? random ly chosen particles have been considered
(ie., one M onte C arlo step), the lattice is relaxed to the
m Ininum ofthe potentialenergy forthe new spin con g-
uration using conjigate-gradient m Inin ization. System
properties are recorded for analysis, and this process is
then repeated.

In order to ensure proper equilbration, I ©llow the
algorithm prescribed by Bhatt and Young#= The spin-
glass susceptibility
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whereh 1indicatesathem al (tim e) average, is calculated
by two di erentm ethods, each as a function ofequilbra—
tion tin e tequi. O ne method uses the overlap between
states of the sam e system at two di erent tim es during
the run, while the other uses the overlap between states
of two random ly initialized, independently run replicas
of the sam e bond realization. These two com putation
m ethods produce the sam e value of o astequun ! 1,
but the \two—tim es" m ethod approaches the asym ptotic
value from above, while the \two-replicas" m ethod ap-
proaches from below . W hen the two values are w ithin
statisticalerror ofone another, the system isequilbrated.



T he sim ulations are typically run for severalm ultiples of
the equilbration tin e in order to acquire data from un-
correlated portions of the tim e evolution.

Another m ethod of sinulation, suitabl for studying
static properties such as the energy, lnvolves substitut—
Ing a collection of pregenerated spin states into the
com pressible spin—glass Ham iltonian and relaxing each
to the m inimum of its total energy w ith respect to the
particle positions. Typically, the spin states are gener—
ated by single-spin I M onte C arlo sin ulationsusing the
standard (ncom pressible) spin-glass H am ittonian, which
takesm uch lesstim e than sin ulations ofthe iu1l1H am ilto—
nian asdescribed above. In thism anner, \typical' states
m ay be analyzed to cbserve thee ect ofthe com pressble
term s on quantities of interest; how ever, these states w ill
not occurw ith frequency given by the correct B oltzm ann
welght, so care must be taken not to draw conclusions
that would rely on such an assum ption. For the smn all-
est system sizes (L = 3, 4, and 5), i was possbl to
enum erate all 2b° possbl spin states for a given bond
con guration.

For allm ethods of generating soin states, the lattice
was relaxed to itsm inin um using the con jugate-gradient
m inin ization technique?® Since the distortions of the
lattice are kept am all by the value of , the potential-
energy landscape is close to quadratic, and them inin um
can typically be located to reasonable num erical toler-
ance within a few conjugate gradient steps. Neverthe—
Jess, because of the com putation nvolved in calculating
the lattice energy, this portion of the simulation takes
approxin ately two orders of m agnitude m ore tin e than
the M onte Carlo spin  ips.

IV.. RESULTS

Sin ulations of the two-din ensional, constant=olum e
com pressble Ising spin glass were perform ed for system
sizes ranging from L = 3 to 40 using the techniques de-
scribed above. D ata from these sin ulationsare presented
and anlayzed below .

A . Dynam ics

T he tin e required forthe system to reach them alequi-
Ibrim is an easily accessible m easure of the tin escale
for the system dynam ics. For each valie of , a dif-
ferent equilbration tim e is required, and Fig.ll shows
the dependence of the equilbration tin e, tequiiy on  or
the L = 10 systam s at a relatively high tem perature,
T = 20. As the t line on the sem ilog plot dem on—
strates, the grow th of the equilbration tine, In M onte
Carlo steps M CS), is exponentialin ; the slope of the
exponential t is 18M cS'. The rapid growth of the
equilbration tin e as the coupling is Increased can be
view ed as a grow th ofenergy barriersbetw een states that
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FIG.1l: The tine to reach equilbrium , tequi, grow s expo-—
nentially as increases. The data here are from 100 L = 10
system sat T = 2:0, and the slope of the exponential t line is
18MCS ' . The dram atic increase of sin ulation tin e m akes
straightforw ard sin ulation of the dynam ics di cult for large

values of the coupling.

were previously sin ilar In energy. T he m ovem ent of par-
ticles \locks in" the current soin con guration, increasing
the tin escale Pr single-spin I transiions.

T he grow th of the equilbration tim e as a function of
the coupling is In addition to the usualdram atic grow th
ofdynam ic tin escales as the tam perature is owered (see,
forexam ple, Fig.3 ofRef.ll) . Since the num ber of sin u—
lation steps required increases exponentially wih  and
the com putation tin e per step increases in a m anner pro—
portionalto the num berof spins, direct sin ulationsofthe
system dynam ics at tem peratures approaching the tran—
sition becom e prohbiive for large values ofthe coupling.

B . Energy A nalysis

In analyzing the results of the simulations, the vari-
ous com ponents of the total energy m ay be com puted
Independently for a given spin con guration. O fpartic-
ular interest isthe rstterm in Eq.M). This com ponent
represents the contrbution due sokely to spin-soin inter—
actions and is denoted E o . It is equivalent to the energy
ofthat spin con guration on an undistorted lattice in the
absence of any spin-lattice coupling.

Asshown in Fig.1l ofRef.lll], thee ect ofthe coupling
is to shift the states of the system downward in energy.
W hen = 0, the energy kvelsare -functions separated
by constant gaps of 4J, the an allest energy di erence
between states of the noom pressble J model As is
Increased from zero, each energy level (denti ed by Ey)
shifts dow nward in energy and broadens into a G aussian—
shaped band.

For all of the states w ith a given value ofE, the dis—
tribbution of energies is characterized by two values: the
average shift In energy, E Eo; ) E Eo; )1 Eo,
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FIG.2: The e ect of the coupling on the energy for a single
fully enumerated L = 4 system . (a) The average shift in
energy, E , is plotted as a function of the coupling . For
each band of states, from Eo = 24 (the ground-state energy
for this particular system ) to E ¢ = 0, the energy shifts by an
am ount proportional to the coupling. (©) The width of each
band, , isalso proportionalto

and thewidth (Eg) as given by the standard deviation
of the distrbution. Both E and are linearly propor-
tionalto , asshown in Fig.l. The data in that gure
were cbtained from a single L = 4 system using com —
plkte enum eration of all spin con gurations; each line
represents the data for a value of Ey ranging from the
ground-state energy for this speci c system , Ey = 24,
toE o = 0,where there are equalnum bersofsatis ed and
unsatis ed bonds.

T he proportionaldependences ofboth the energy shift
and thew idth on aredueto the fact that each spin state
Individually shifts by an am ount exactly proportionalto
the coupling. W hen m inim izing the potential energy of
the lattice for a given spin con  guration, the positions of
the particles are determ ined by the value of ; the value
of then mulilies the result to detem ine the total
energy in the distortions. D ue to this fact, it is possble
to characterize changes to the energy of the system at
any convenient valie of and then scale the ocbtained
quantites by the coupling.

The lines shown in Fig.llhavedi erent slopes, indicat—
ing that the various bands shift and broaden at di erent
rates as  Increases. The states wih higher Ey move
downward in energy m ore rapidly than lowerE, states.
D ata for the shift In average energy from the uncoupled
value, scaled by , are plotted as a function of origihal
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FIG . 3: D ependence of the energy shift on the spin-spin en-
ergy Eo. These data are averaged over 100 L = 10 system s
run at a variety of tem peratures. T he parabolic shape of this
curve results from the fact that con gurations w ith roughly
equalnum bersofshort (satis ed) and long (unsatis ed) bonds
can distort m ore e ectively than those with m any bonds of
the sam e length.

energy kvel, Eo, n Fig.l; 100 system swith I = 10 and

= 0:1 were run at a sequence of tem peratures and av—
eraged to produce this plot. In practice, the states w ith
positiveE aredi cult topopulate at nite tem perature
due to the exponential suppression ofthe Bolzm ann fac—
tor.

The parabolic form of this curve can be explained
by the observation that wih the volume held con-
stant, con gurationsw ith predom nantly short (or long)
bonds cannot distort ase ectively ascon gurationsw ith
roughly equalnum bersofshort and longbonds. Foreven—
valied system size L, this curve should be symm etric
about E( = 0 since there is a relationship between soin
states w ith altermate soins ipped: long bonds becom e
short bonds and vice versa, resulting in a statewih Ej
of equalm agnitude but opposite sign that has an identi-
calenergy shift.

The lack of exact symm etry about Eq = 0 is due to
an all nonlinearities resulting from non-zero . Fiqurll
show s data Pr the typicalvalue of = 0: along wih a
sam ple ofdata in which wassetto 0.01. The resultsare
qualitatively sin ilar, though the an allerdistortion curve
ism ore symm etric.

C . Size D ependence

To study the size dependence of the energy, data for
E and was ocollected for system sizes from L = 3
to 40. For all systam sizes, the shift in the average en—
ergy displays the parabolic shape shown in Figs.ll andll,
and the sin ilarity in form suggests that the curvesm ay
be m ade to collapse. Fig.Ml@) contains the results or
E= for the full range of system sizes sin ulated. 100
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FIG .4: The e ect of changing the distortion param eter _, as
de ned in Eq. @), is shown for the filly enum erated system s
wihL = 4and = 0:. Theparabolic orm ofthedata isun-—
changed; however, the sm aller value of the typical distortion
size results in a curve that is slightly m ore sym m etric about
Eo = 0. 100 system s were averaged to produce these data.

system s were averaged at each system size; In the gure,
data points are only displayed for values of E ; where at
Jeast 20 system s were represented. The L = 3,4, and 5
system s were fully enum erated, while the larger system s
were run at a series of tem peratures to obtain data overa
range of values ofE 3. A sthe lnset in that gure dem on—
strates, when both axesare scaled by L 2 , the data forthe
various system sizes approach a constant curve asL in—
creases. W hilke there are niesizee ects in the anallest
system s, the data for . 10 collapse quite well.

The quadratic form of the scaled data for E is ex—
pressed as

E Eo

?:AE +CE: (4)

T he Iocations ofthem inin a foreach system size were av—
eraged to determm ine the globalhorizontalo set: B g =

0:063 0001. W ih B z determined, the L. = 40
data were then t to the parabolic form above, with
A g = 0:1166 0:0007and C § = 0:5004 0:0008.

Them ain panelofFig.M@) show s the data and t plot—
ted in a m anner that m akes the collapse to the form of
Eq. ) apparent.

D ata for the width of each band also dem onstrate a
quadratic fiinction ofE g, as shown in Fig. ). Aswih
the energy shift, the data for the various system sizes
can be scaled to lie on a comm on curve; however, while
the E, axis is again scaled by the system size L?, the
w idth axis isonly scaled by the linear size of the system ,
L.

T he scaled data Porthew idth are described by the form
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FIG.5: System —size scaling. (a) The slope of the average
energy shift, asa function ofE o, w ith both axes scaled by L.
A s L increases, the data for di erent system sizes collapse
onto a comm on curve that is quadratic In Eo. The main
panel show s the data plotted and t according to the form of
Eqg. ), while the inset show sthe scaled data directly. (©) The
data for the spread in energy as a finction of E ¢ can also be
m ade to approach a com m on parabolic curve; however, w hile
the E g-axis is again scaled by L?, the w idth axis is scaled by
the linear size only.

Aswith E ,data from allsizeswereused toobtaln B =
0039 0:004.Thel = 40 datawerethen ttoEq.W,
resultinginA = 0085 0:002andC = 0308 0:003.
Figurel (@) show s the data and  t lne.

The scaling behavior of inplies an interesting side
e ect of the introduction of com pressbility. Since Eg
is proportional to L?, the total number of spins, the
right-hand side of Eq. ) is independent of L., and thus

L . Nelghboring energy bandsw ill overlap to a large

degree w hen the w idth ofthe bands is com parable to the
spacing between them , ie,when L 4.AsL ! 1 ,an
In nitesin alvalie of the coupling w ill satisfy this condi-
tion, rendering the previously discrete energy spectrum
continuous.

W hile the form s of E and are sim ilar, it is not
In m ediately apparent that the tw o quantities are directly
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FIG . 6: The ratio ofthe w idth to them agnitude ofthe energy
shift as a function of E( for di erent system sizes; the axes
have been scaled by L and L2, respectively, to dem onstrate
an approach to constant behavior asthe system size increases.
P lotted this way, the scaled ratio is less than a constant of
order uniy. Thus, becom esnegligble compared to E for

large L.

related. In fact, over a large range of E o, the soread In
energy is proportional to the energy shift, as shown in
Fi.l, where the data displayed in Fig.ll are plotted as
aratioof L totheabsolitevalieof E versusE=L2.
Again,thedata from di erent system sizeswerem ade to
collapse by appropriate scaling of the axes.

It is apparent from Fig.Hll that the m agnitude of the
scaled ratio is less than a constant, , with 0:6 for
large values of L. The relationship between and E
can be expressed as

< —9E7: 6
Lj J (6)

Thus, as the system size increases, the width of a band
of states becom es negligible com pared to the m agniude
ofthe shift in energy from its uncoupled valie.

V. SIMPLIFIED MODEL

The orm of E , asdem onstrated in Figs.ll,ll, andll @)
and expressed by Eq. ), is a quadratic fiinction of E.
In addition, the soread in the energy becom es negligble
com pared to the energy shift for large system sizes, as
Eqg. ) dem onstrates. T hese cbservationsm otivate?? an
approxin ate H am iltonian for the com pressible spin glass:

0 1,
X X
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The sum that appears in both tem s is perform ed as de-
scribed for the orighal Ham itonian of Eq. ), and nu-
m erical factors| such asA y from Eq. )| have been
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FIG.7: A selkction of data from various system sizes shows
the relationship between the two position-dependent com po—
nents of the total energy given by Eq. l); here, the second
term (representing the energy due to the coupling, E coupiing)
is plotted versus the third term (the lattice energy, E 1attice)
for ndividual spin con gurations. Both axes are scaled by L 2
to bring the data from di erent system sizes into a com m on

range. A s the coupling energy is proportional to the lattice
energy, these two tem sm ay be com bined into a single tem

that describes the energy shift due to particle m otions in the
presence of the coupling.

absorbed into the coupling constant so that 012
Agaln, the rsttem represents the energy due to soin-—
spin iInteractions, denoted E. The second term , which
contains the coupling between the spins and the lattice,
can be viewed as a combination of the naltwo tem s
of Eq. ) with a typical distortion of the order of  as
de ned inEq.l).

T hat the two position-dependent com ponents of the
total energy m ay be com bined in this way is shown ex—
plicitly in Fig.ll, where the coupling energy is plotted
against the lattice energy for data obtained in the previ-
ously describbed sin ulations. Both axes are scaled by L?
to bring the points from di erent system sizesinto a com —
mon range, and the solid line is a lnear t to allofthe
data. T he coupling energy is proportionalto the lattice
energy, and since the two tem s are related In a straight—
forward m anner, their net e ected m ay be represented
by a single term in the sin pli ed Ham iltonian.

I note som e features of the approxin ate m odel. F irst,
the system size must be included explicitly in order to
preserve the observed scaling behavior. Second, rather
than being constructed from a combination of param e—
ters, the coupling constant  is directly present and con-
trols the strength of the com pressbility temm . Finally,
and m ost In portantly, this Ham iltonian contains only
soin degrees of freedom ; the positional variables are ab—
sent, and the degrees of freedom associated w ith them
have been absorbed into the second term of Eq. ).
Thus, the sinpli edm odelcan beviewed asamean—- eld
version ofthe originalH am iltonian, w here the energy due
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FIG .8: Resuls from M onte Carlo sim ulations of the approx—
inate model of Eq. ) on 100 systems with L = 10. The
average value of E o is plotted as a function of T for various
values of . Below a critical value, 035, the energy
approaches that of the ground state (dashed line) asT ! 0;
above , the energy lim it is predicted by Eq. ). The
solid lines are not ts; rather, they represent predictions ob—
tained by m inin izing the free energy using the entropy form

ofEq. . This gure is reprinted from Ref.

to localdistortions has been replaced by an energy con—
tribution that is typical for states w th equivalent spin
energy. As a practicalm atter, this feature also m eans
that sin ulations and analytical work m ay be perform ed
on the m odel using techniques identical to those used In
standard (incom pressble) spin-glass studies.

A . Sim ulation Results

To sinulate the model described in the sinpli ed
Ham ittonian, single-spin i M onte Carlo simulations
were perform ed at various valies of the coupling as
param etrized by . As in standard M onte Carlo soin—
glass sin ulations, for each bond realization a sequence
of spin states was generated at a xed tem perature T,
w ith transition probabilities betw een statesbased on the
di erence in energy as calculated from Eq. ).

Tom onitorwhich states ofthe com pressble spin glass
are favored at a given value of T and , the them al-
and disorder-averaged values of E , denoted HE ¢i, are
calculated. Resuls for 100 systems wih L = 10 are
shown as data points in Fig. M. Solid lines in that gure
represent predictions based on the free-energy analysis
described below in Sec. .

For each value of , the average value of Ey decreases
as the tem perature is owered (@t in nie tem perature,
IEoi= 0 since the Ey = 0 states have the highest en—
tropy). For anallvaliesof ,asT ! 0, the data ap-
proach the ground-state energy ofthe uncoupled system ,
Indicated by the dashed horizontal lne in the gure.
For each curve as a function of T, the In ection point

represents the tem perature at which the presence of the
ground states of the uncoupled system becom es in por-
tant. Below this tem perature, those ground states begin
to be populated, halting the decrease In HE ¢i. As the
coupling is increased, the in ection point m oves down
In tem perature, eventually disappearing when 035.
For larger values of the coupling, there is no In ection
point, and the data for HE ¢i no longer approach the
ground-state energy as T ! 0 but rather tem inate at
som e higher value that increases w th increasing

T he heat capacity can be calculated asthe uctuations
In the energy about its average value, divided by the
square of the tem perature. For the sin pli ed m odel of
the com pressble soin glass, the speci ¢ heat show s no
Interesting features, going sn oothly to zero as T ! O.
However, a sin ilar quantity, using E  instead ofthe total
energy, can be calculated:

Eo> M, i

o — ®)

TZ

Data for ® from the sin ulations of the sin pli ed model
are shown as points .n Fig.l@). Solid lines in that g-
ure are predictions based on the freeenergy analysis de—
scribed below .

At smallvalues of , the data and corresponding pre—
diction or ® are peaked. For = 0, ie., the standard
Ising spin glass, this peak is interpreted as signaling the
onset of critical behavior that precedes the spin-glass
transition as the tem perature conthues to be low ered 3
A s the coupling approaches a criticalvalile, ,the tem -
perature at which the peak in ® is Iocated m oves tow ard
zero, and the height of the peak, @m ax s diverges. Fig—
urcel ) show s that this divergence is a power law :

é)max= A ( )p
Thepoints In that gure arethe locationsofthem axim a,
as obtained from parabolic tsto data near the peak of
each curve as a function of T, while the solid line is a
power-aw  t to the peaks of the predicted curves w ith
= 0365 and a powerdaw exponent of1l.3. T he reasons
for the divergence are discussed below .

B. Analytic Results

For the approxin ate Ham iltonian of Eq. W), there is
a one-to-one corresoondence betw een the soin energy E ¢
(calculated as before) and the total energy. To under—
stand the results of the sin ulation aspresented in Fig. M,
it is useful to analyze the expected value of the energy
forvariousvalues ofthe controlparam eters. In sinpli ed
notation, Eq. ) can be w ritten??

E=E0+§E02: ©)
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FIG. 9: (@) The heatcapacity-lke quantity (19| de ned in
Eq. B | as a function of T for di erent values of , calcu—
lated from sin ulations of the sinpli ed m odel on 100 aver—
aged system swih L = 10. The peak in ® shifts downward
in T as increases. The solid lines are predictions based on
the free-energy analysis described in Sec.llll. ©) Them ax—
imum value of ® dem onstrates a powerdaw divergence as
approaches a critical valie, . The points are obtained from
polynom ial interpolation of data near the peak of each curve
in panel (@). The solid line is a t to the peaks of the ®
prediction curves as a function of ; from the ¢t, = 0365,
and the power-aw exponent is 1.3.

Taking the derivative w ith respect to Ey allow s one to
calculate the value of the spin energy, E o in, that m Ini-
m izes the totalenergy as function of

1,2
2

10)

Eomn=

T his represents the expected value of the soin energy as
T ! 0; however, the calculated value is not necessar-
ily realizable, since E o m ust be greater than the ground-
state spin energy E o;gnq - Forsm allvaluesof , the calcu-
lated value ofE ¢y 1n lles In the non-physical region below
E 0;gna, and thus the m ininum spin energy is, of course,
equalto the ground-state spin energy. T his explains the
form of the smalk data in Fig.M, where the average
soin energy decreases w ith tem perature but approaches
E;gnq asym ptotically asT ! O.

There is a value of at which the m Inimum E; be-
com es equalto the ground-state energy ofthe uncoupled

system , E g;gnq ¢

LZ
— 1)
2E 0;gnd

For the tw o-din ensional spin-glass, the ground-state en-—
ergy per soin is 142 and thus = 0:36. Thisvalie is
the sam e as the value of at which the sin ulation data,
as shown in Figs.ll and M, display a change in behavior.

At =, the nature of the energy spectrum is dra-
m atically altered: A s the coupling increases from zero,
higherE ( states shift downward in energy m ore rapidly
than lowerE, states, and thus the di erence in total
energy between neighboring E levels becom es an aller.
Thevalule representsthe coupling atwhich the ground
state and rst excited state ofthe uncoupled system have
the sam e total energy. Above this valie, states wih
Eo = Eg;gna NO longer have the low est total energy, and
as Increasesstillm ore, Increasingly higher Ey—levels are
associated w ith the ground states ofthe com pressible sys—
tem . The data in F ig.ll display this feature, as the zero—
tem perature value of I (i Increases with the coupling
for > . The divergence in ®, as shown in Fig.M, is
also a consequence ofthis change in the energy soectrum .
As ! , the di erence in total energy between levels
near H gi goes to zero, and thus the uctuations In Ey
no longervanish asT ! 0.

C . Free Energy A nalysis

In order to predict which states are preferred asa func—
tion of and T, the free energy m ust be m inim ized, and
for this a functional form for the entropy is needed. T he
probability of generating a state of given energy is pro—
portional to the Boltzm ann-weighted density of states:
PE)/ E)exp( E=T); from thisthe entropy S € ) is
derived as log . Since the density of states is a function
of the uncoupled energy, ie., = E Ep)), tmay be
calculated for any value of the coupling. For a given
and T, sin ulations w ill produce a lin ited range of ener—
gies that will be populated w ith statistical signi cance;
data is therefore acquired at di erent couplings and tem —
peratures to produce overlapping regions of data that
m ay be com bined. Since foreach run the proportionality
between the generated probabilities and the densiy of
states is unknown, it ism ore convenient to generate the
derivative of the entropy:

B . 9 kgP @)+ E Bo)=T]:  (2)
aE aE g 0 0 :

D ata for the derivative of the entropy is shown in
Fig.lM. For each system size, 100 individualbond con—
gurations were run at a variety of tem peratures and
averaged. By plotting dS=dE, versus E per soin, the
data from di erent system sizes arem ade to lie on a sin—
gk curve. T his curve is linear over a large region passing



Iomoe

dS/dE,
o

2 I I I I I
-1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 15

Eo/L?

FIG .10: D ata for the derivative of the entropy, averaged over
100 system s each at sizes from L = 4 to 40. W hen plotted
as a function ofE ¢ per spin, the data lie on a comm on curve
that iswell tby the finctional orm given n Eq. {ll).

through E ; = 0, and the deviations from lineariy are ex—
ponential. A s dem onstrated by the solid Ine in Fig.lH,
the overallcurve iswell t by the functional form

ds Eo h Eo 13)
— = g— Goshh g=— ;
dE, 2 7 1,2

where g = 05, = 45 10%, and ¢ = 5%. The

entropy is thus of the form

S Bo)=So SiEo”° Spcosh S3Eo) ;  (14)
wih S; = 025-L%,S5, = 81 10 °L?,and S3 = 5:6=L2.

W ith the entropy given by Eq. ) and the energy
given by Eq. W), the free energy, F = E Eo) TS Eo),
may bem Inin ized w ith respect to Ey. The spin energy
of the system in the therm odynam ic lim it is thus given

by the solution to the equation
2 .
1+ FEO+ 2T S1Eg+ TS,S3sinh (S3Eg) = 0:

W hilke this equation cannot be soked analytically, it is
possbl to obtain a num erical solution as a function of

and T . Such results are plotted as solid lines in Figll,
where the values of IE (i as predicted from the free-
energy calculation are in excellent agreem ent w ith those
obtained from sinulations of the sinpli ed model. The
predictions tend to diverge from the data at low tem per-
atures for an allvalues of the coupling; this is the regin e
In which the lowest-energy states are heavily populated
and the fiinctional form for the ent_topy| which contains
no low -energy cuto | ceases to be a good description of
any actual system .

T he free energy describbed above was also used to pre—
dict values for the heat-capaciy-lke quantity ®, as de-

ned in Eq.M) . T hese predictions are shown for various
values of the coupling as the solid lines in Fig.M@); the
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FIG .11: Phase diagram in the T plane show ing the tem -
perature at which the predicted energy crosses the ground-
state energy and the tem perature at which the peak In ®
occurs. D ashed lines indicate linear ts to these data; the
two lines tem Inate at . The region beneath the lnes rep—
resents the critical regin e, signaling the onset ofthe spin-glass
phase. At the sam e value , the order param eter | de ned
nEq. D | increases linearly from zero, indicating the sup—
pression of critical behavior.

agream ent w ith data from the simulations is very good
exoept at low tem peratures for amall , where the appli-
cability of this form for free energy is expected to break
down. Near the peaks in @, how ever, the predictions
are still in reasonable agreem ent w ith the sim ulation re-
sults. T he peaks of the predicted curves were thus used
to generate a prediction for the divergence of@m ax - The
power-aw t to these peaks is shown as the solid line
in Fig.l®), where the poweraw exponent is 1.3 and

= 0:365, consistent w ith the value of 0.36 obtained
vaEqg. ).

D . Phase D iagram

Tt is possible to m ap out various quantities as a func—
tion of and T . Consider the tem perature at which the
predicted value of e 1 crosses the ground-state energy
ofthe uncoupled system (see Fig.) . T his representsthe
breakdow n of the prediction due to the lack of a consis-
tent analytic form for the entropy near the ground state.
N ear this tem perature, there isan in ection point in the
curve of the average E ( as the presence of the ground
state becom es In portant and the curvebeginsto atten.
A lso of interest is the bocation of the peak in ® with re—
spect to T, which Indicates the onset of critical spin-glass
behavior. Both of these quantities, calculated from the
predictions described in Sec. M, are plotted 1 a T
phase diagram in Fig.ll, w th linear ts to the points.

T he linesin the T planem ark an approxin atephase
boundary between the nom al (param agnetic) phase and
the critical regin e that signals the onset of spinglassbe—



havior. The t lines forthe ground-state crossing and the
peak in ® tem mateat = 0359 and 0353, respectively,
consistent w ith the value of predicted from Eq. ).
Comm ensurate w ith the tem ination of these lines at

is the grow th from zero ofan order param eter character—
ized by the di erence between the m ininum valie ofE
and the ground-state energy of the uncoupled system :
15)

= Eomin Eojgna:

Using Eqgs. ) and ), i is apparent that growsas
1= 1= , ie., lnear just above the critical value
F igurelll show s this phenom enon.

The Interpretation of is as a m easure of the nac—
cessbility of low-E( states, even at low tem peratures,
due to the presence of the coupling to lattice distortions.
T hese states, at and near the ground state of the un-
coupled system , are no longer the low est-energy states of
the com pressble spin glass, and the com petition betw een
energy and entropy no longer exists. Non—zero  is thus
correlated w ith the suppression of critical behavior that
precedes the spin-glass phase; above , the soin-glass
transition cannot exist.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

T his paper has analyzed a m ode®? for a com pressible
Ising spin glass that lends itself to simulations sim ilar
to those for standard spin glasses, w th additional steps
to determ ine the positions of the spin particles. W hike
exploration of the dynam ics of this system has proven
di cuk, it is possbl to characterize the e ect of the
coupling to lattice distortions on the energy of the sys—
tem . Both the shift in energy and the w idth ofeach band
of states digplay parabolic shapes asa finction ofthe un—
coupled energy E ¢, and system -size scaling dem onstrates
that the width becom es negligble com pared to the en—
ergy shift as L increases.

The form of the shift in energy due to the presence
of com pressbility m otivates a sin pli ed m odel for the
com pressble spin glass2? This m odel, which depends
only upon spin degrees of freedom , was sin ulated using
standard techniques. In addition, analysis of the sin pli-

ed m odel suggests a critical value of the coupling above
which the nature of the energy levels changes dram ati-
cally, and the simulation data con m this. Due to the

10

elin nation of the critical regin e, a spin—glass transition
cannot exist above this critical value.

The sinpli ed m odel adds long-range interactions to
the nearest-neighbor behavior of the standard Edwards—
Anderson m odel for the spin glass. This provides a con—
venient m echanisn for lncorporating phonon e ects into
theoretical spin-glass studies, and it is possible that con—
sideration ofthese e ectsm ay help to shed light on som e
experin ental resuls that have yet to be fully explainedr.
For exam ple, work by Bitko et al2? dem onstrated the
existence of a signature for the spin-glass transition at
high frequencies, hinting that coupling to high-frequency
m odes (such as phonons) m ay be In portant.

Iexpect the resultsnot to change qualitatively in three
din ensions. P relin lnary studies sin ilar to those de—
scribbed above suggest that, as for the two-din ensional
case, the shift in energy is proportional to the coupling,

, and to E02 . Furthem ore, the energy shift scales as
the volum e of the system , L, while the spread in each
energy band scales as L . T hus, the assum ptions that led
tothe sin pli edm odelofE q.M) hold even m ore strongly
in three dim ensions; sim ilar results for the elin ination of
the spin—glass transition above a critical value of the cou—
pling should then follow , but addiionalwork is required
to verify this.

Tt is In portant to note that m any of these resuls are
expected to be quite di erent if the constraint of con—
stant volum e is rem oved. The quadratic nature of the
energy shift (@as shown in Figs.ll, l, and W) depends on
the fact that states at large negative (positive) E g cannot
distort e ectively due to having large num bers of satis—

ed (unsatis ed) bondsthat tend to have sim ilar lengths.
A system capable of uniform com pression or expansion
could take advantage of these states w ith extrem e values
ofE In an entirely di erentm annerthan a system where
the volum e is constant.
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