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T he C om pressible Ising Spin G lass: Sim ulation R esults
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(D ated:M arch 23,2022)

This paper reports num ericalstudies of a com pressible version of the Ising spin glass in two
dim ensions.Com pressibility isintroduced by adding a term thatcouplesthe spin-spin interactions
and locallattice deform ations to the standard Edwards-Anderson m odel. The relative strength of
thiscoupling iscontrolled by a singledim ensionlessparam eter,�.Thetim escaleassociated with the
dynam icsofthe system grows exponentially as � is increased,and the energy ofthe com pressible
system is shifted downward by an am ount proportionalto � tim es the square ofthe uncoupled
energy. This result leads to the form ulation of a sim pli�ed m odelthat depends solely on spin
variables;analysis and num ericalsim ulationsofthe sim pli�ed m odelpredicta criticalvalue ofthe
coupling strength above which the spin-glasstransition cannotexistatany tem perature.

PACS num bers:75.10.N r,75.40.M g,05.50.+ q

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M uch theoreticalstudy has been m ade ofthe nature
ofthe spin-glasstransition.Itisnow generally accepted
thatthethree-dim esionalspin glassundergoesa second-
order phase transition at � nite tem perature,1,2,3,4,5,6,7

and thebulk oftheevidencein two dim ensionsisconsis-
tentwith azero-tem peraturephasetransition,5,8,9,10,11,12

although recentwork suggeststhatthe lowercriticaldi-
m ension forsom espin-glassm odelsisgreaterthan two.13

Thecontinued controversy hintsatthedelicateand sub-
tle nature ofthe spin-glasstransition and suggeststhat
m odi� cationsto the underlying m odel,even sm allones,
could havedram atice� ectson the system .
Com pressibility has already been shown to have a

strong e� ect on a variety ofspin system s. The inclu-
sion of com pressibility in the Ising ferrom agnet m odi-
� esthe standard second-ordertransition to a � rst-order
transition thatoccursattheCurietem perature.14,15 The
(fully frustrated) 2-D triangular Ising anti-ferrom agnet
does not undergo a phase transition; however, when
com pressibility is added to the m odel, the character-
istic frustration is relieved, and the system develops
a � rst-order transition to a \striped" phase at low
tem peratures.16,17,18 O ther frustrated spin system s are
known to havetheirfrustration relieved by the presence
ofm agnetoelasticcouplings,19,20 and polaron e� ectsalter
the natureofm agnetictransitionsin frustrated physical
system ssuch asm anganites.21,22,23

W ith the possibility ofrelieving frustration,the addi-
tion ofcom pressibilitytospin-glassm odelscould dram at-
ically alterthenatureofthespin-glassphaseand/orthe
transition thereto. Furtherm ore,the factthatallphysi-
calsystem sm ustpossesssom e(albeitsm all)spin-lattice
coupling providesa physicalm otivation forsuch studies.
A previous paper introduced a particular m odelfor

the com pressible spin glass with a linear coupling be-
tween the spin-spin interactions and the distances be-
tween neighboring particles.24 The work described there
involved sim ulations ofthe com pressible spin glass per-
form ed on two-dim ensionalsystem sin which thevolum e

was held � xed. Results of the direct sim ulations sug-
gest a sim pli� ed m odel,qualitatively equivalent to the
� rst,that depends only upon spin degrees offreedom .
The presence ofcom pressibility altersthe preferred spin
con� gurations ofthe system ,so that the transition to
a low-tem peraturespin-glassphaseisim possibleabovea
criticalvalueofthecoupling.Thecurrentpaperexpands
on thatpreviouswork aswellasprovidesdetailsofthe
analysis. Presented here are results showing the expo-
nentialslowing down of the tim e to reach equilibrium
as the coupling increases,additionalquantitative m oti-
vation for the sim pli� ed m odel,and a functionalform
forthe entropy ofthe spin glass,from which therm ody-
nam icquantitiesarepredicted.Finally,a phasediagram
illustrates an approxim ate boundary separating critical
behaviorfrom the region wherethe spin-glasstransition
cannotexist.
The structure ofthis paper is as follows: Section II

describesthe Ham iltonian ofthe com pressiblespin glass
andde� nestheim portanttuningparam eters.Thedetails
ofthecom putersim ulationsarediscussed in Sec.III,and
the results ofthe sim ulations are presented in Sec.IV.
A sim pli� ed m odelis introduced in Sec.V,along with
resultsofnum ericsim ulationsand analyticinvestigations
perform ed on the sim pli� ed m odel. SectionVIcontains
the prim ary conclusions and som e additionalpoints of
discussion.

II. T H E M O D EL

The Ham iltonian forthe com pressible Ising spin glass
is24

H = �
X

hi;ji

JijSiSj + �
X

hi;ji

JijSiSj(rij � r0)+ Ulattice:

(1)
The� rstterm isthestandard Edwards-Andersonspin-

glassHam iltonian,25 with the sum perform ed overpairs
ofnearestneighbors.ThespinsSi aredynam icvariables
which m aytakethevalues+ 1or� 1.TheinteractionsJij
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are chosen random ly from f� Jg with equalprobability
and are then held � xed; this collection of interactions
represents a single realization ofthe quenched disorder
centralto the natureofthe spin glass.
The coupling between the spin interactions and the

lattice distortions is contained within the second term
of Eq.(1), where the coupling is considered to linear
order with proportionality constant �. This constant
m ultipliesthe change in bond length: rij representsthe
Euclidean distance between particles iand j,and r0 is
the naturalspacing ofnearest neighbors on the lattice.
This term allows the system to lower the totalenergy
by displacing the particlesfrom theirregularlattice po-
sitions.Spinswith satis� ed interactions(i.e.,those with
JijSiSj = + 1)willtend to m oveclosertogetherin order
to strengthen the e� ect;sim ilarly,unsatis� ed bondswill
tend tolengthen astheparticlesm ovefartheraparttodi-
m inish thenegativee� ectoftheirinteraction on thetotal
energy.Theinability ofallofthebondsin thesystem to
distort sim ultaneously in the idealfashion is the m ech-
anism by which the degeneracy of con� gurations with
equalspin-spin energy isbroken.
The � nalterm ,Ulattice,stabilizes the lattice by pro-

viding a restoring force to counteractthe displacem ents
generated by thespin-latticeinteractions.Thestabiliza-
tion isobtained by connecting harm onicspringsbetween
nearest neighbors and between next-nearest neighbors
(along the diagonalsofthe square lattice). Each spring
hasasits unstretched length the naturalspacing ofthe
vertices,so that Ulattice is zero in the absence ofspin-
lattice coupling when the particlesarenotdisplaced.
Two im portant param eters can be form ed. The � rst

arisesdueto forcebalancebetween thelasttwo term sin
Eq.(1):

� �
J�

k
; (2)

This has dim ensions oflength and represents the scale
ofthe typicaldisplacem ents ofthe particles from their
uncoupled locations on the square lattice. The second
param eteris

� �
J�2

k
; (3)

which isdim ensionless;itrepresentsthe strength ofthe
spin-latticecoupling,relativetothespin-spin interaction.
W hen � = 0, there is no spin-lattice coupling,lattice
distortionsarenotenergetically favorable,and them odel
reduces to the standard Edwards-Anderson spin glass.
TheinteractionstrengthJ servesm erelytosettheenergy
scaleforthem odel.In thiswork,J issettounity,while�
and k arechosen so that� and � takethedesired values.

III. SIM U LA T IO N D ETA ILS

Allsim ulations were run on square lattices oflinear
dim ension L with periodic boundary conditions in two

dim ensions;the size ofthe system washeld constantin
each direction,� xing the totalvolum e. The controlpa-
ram eterswere adjusted so that� wassetatten percent
of the naturallattice spacing while � was varied over
the range 0 � � � 5. Since the inform ation regarding
relative energy scalesiscontained within �,the speci� c
value of� does not a� ect the qualitative nature ofthe
results,so long asthedisplacem entsaresm allenough to
m aintain thetopology ofthelattice.Asdiscussed below,
however,sm allnonlinearitiesdo depend on theextentof
the latticedistortions.
Forallvaluesofthe controlparam eters,100 di� erent

bond con� gurations (i.e., realizations of the quenched
disorder) were sim ulated. Calculated quantities were
then averaged overthe variousruns.
Twodi� erentm ethodsofsim ulationwereused tostudy

thecom pressiblespin glass.Forthe� rstm ethod,suitable
forstudying thedynam icsofthem odel,statesweregen-
erated via single-spin
 ip M onteCarlo steps,with transi-
tionprobabilitiesdependentupon thedi� erenceinenergy
between thetwospin states.Theseenergiesem ployed the
fullHam iltonian ofEq.(1), including the com ponents
that depend on the particle positions. For purposes of
determ ining transition probabilities,the spinswere con-
sidered to 
 ip in place,i.e.,withoutany particlem otion.
The lattice was then relaxed for the new spin con� gu-
ration. The fullsim ulation algorithm isasfollows: The
system is started in a random spin con� guration with
theparticleslocated atthepositionswhich m inim izethe
totalenergy.From a given spin con� guration,a particle
is chosen atrandom . This particle is given a chance to

 ip,in place,from the state with energy E1 to the state
with energy E 2. IfE 2 < E 1 the spin is 
 ipped;other-
wise the spin 
 ipswith probability exp[� (E2 � E 1)=T].
AfterL2 random ly chosen particleshavebeen considered
(i.e.,oneM onteCarlo step),the latticeisrelaxed to the
m inim um ofthepotentialenergy forthenew spin con� g-
uration using conjugate-gradientm inim ization. System
properties are recorded for analysis,and this process is
then repeated.
In order to ensure proper equilibration,I follow the

algorithm prescribed by Bhattand Young:1,5 The spin-
glasssusceptibility

�sg =
1

L2

X

i;j

hSiSji
2
;

whereh� iindicatesatherm al(tim e)average,iscalculated
by two di� erentm ethods,each asa function ofequilibra-
tion tim e tequil. O ne m ethod uses the overlap between
states ofthe sam e system attwo di� erenttim es during
the run,while the otherusesthe overlap between states
oftwo random ly initialized,independently run replicas
ofthe sam e bond realization. These two com putation
m ethods produce the sam e value of�sg as tequil ! 1 ,
butthe \two-tim es" m ethod approachesthe asym ptotic
value from above,while the \two-replicas" m ethod ap-
proaches from below. W hen the two values are within
statisticalerrorofoneanother,thesystem isequilibrated.
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Thesim ulationsaretypically run forseveralm ultiplesof
the equilibration tim e in orderto acquire data from un-
correlated portionsofthe tim e evolution.
Another m ethod ofsim ulation,suitable for studying

static properties such as the energy,involves substitut-
ing a collection of pre-generated spin states into the
com pressible spin-glass Ham iltonian and relaxing each
to the m inim um ofits totalenergy with respect to the
particle positions. Typically,the spin states are gener-
ated by single-spin
 ip M onteCarlosim ulationsusingthe
standard (incom pressible)spin-glassHam iltonian,which
takesm uch lesstim ethan sim ulationsofthefullHam ilto-
nian asdescribed above.In thism anner,\typical"states
m ay beanalyzed toobservethee� ectofthecom pressible
term son quantitiesofinterest;however,thesestateswill
notoccurwith frequency given by thecorrectBoltzm ann
weight,so care m ust be taken not to draw conclusions
that would rely on such an assum ption. For the sm all-
est system sizes (L = 3,4,and 5),it was possible to
enum erate all2L

2

possible spin states for a given bond
con� guration.
For allm ethods ofgenerating spin states,the lattice

wasrelaxed to itsm inim um using theconjugate-gradient
m inim ization technique.26 Since the distortions of the
lattice are kept sm allby the value of�,the potential-
energy landscapeiscloseto quadratic,and them inim um
can typically be located to reasonable num ericaltoler-
ance within a few conjugate gradient steps. Neverthe-
less,because ofthe com putation involved in calculating
the lattice energy,this portion ofthe sim ulation takes
approxim ately two ordersofm agnitude m ore tim e than
the M onteCarlo spin
 ips.

IV . R ESU LT S

Sim ulations ofthe two-dim ensional,constant-volum e
com pressible Ising spin glasswere perform ed forsystem
sizesranging from L = 3 to 40 using the techniquesde-
scribed above.Datafrom thesesim ulationsarepresented
and anlayzed below.

A . D ynam ics

Thetim erequiredforthesystem toreachtherm alequi-
librium is an easily accessible m easure ofthe tim escale
for the system dynam ics. For each value of �, a dif-
ferent equilibration tim e is required,and Fig.1 shows
the dependence ofthe equilibration tim e,tequil,on � for
the L = 10 system s at a relatively high tem perature,
T = 2:0. As the � t line on the sem ilog plot dem on-
strates,the growth ofthe equilibration tim e,in M onte
Carlo steps(M CS),isexponentialin �;the slope ofthe
exponential� t is 1:8M CS�1 . The rapid growth ofthe
equilibration tim e as the coupling is increased can be
viewed asagrowth ofenergybarriersbetween statesthat

101

102

103

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2

t e
qu

il 
(M

C
S

)

µ

FIG .1: The tim e to reach equilibrium , tequil,grows expo-
nentially as� increases. The data here are from 100 L = 10
system satT = 2:0,and theslopeoftheexponential�tlineis
1:8M CS�1 . The dram atic increase ofsim ulation tim e m akes
straightforward sim ulation ofthe dynam icsdi�cultforlarge
valuesofthe coupling.

werepreviously sim ilarin energy.Them ovem entofpar-
ticles\locksin"thecurrentspin con� guration,increasing
the tim escaleforsingle-spin
 ip transitions.
The growth ofthe equilibration tim e asa function of

thecoupling isin addition to the usualdram aticgrowth
ofdynam ictim escalesasthetem peratureislowered (see,
forexam ple,Fig.3 ofRef.3).Sincethenum berofsim u-
lation stepsrequired increasesexponentially with � and
thecom putation tim eperstep increasesin am annerpro-
portionaltothenum berofspins,directsim ulationsofthe
system dynam icsattem peraturesapproaching the tran-
sition becom eprohibitiveforlargevaluesofthecoupling.

B . Energy A nalysis

In analyzing the results ofthe sim ulations,the vari-
ous com ponents ofthe totalenergy m ay be com puted
independently fora given spin con� guration. O fpartic-
ularinterestisthe� rstterm in Eq.(1).Thiscom ponent
representsthe contribution due solely to spin-spin inter-
actionsand isdenoted E 0.Itisequivalentto theenergy
ofthatspin con� guration on an undistorted latticein the
absenceofany spin-latticecoupling.
Asshown in Fig.1 ofRef.24,thee� ectofthecoupling

isto shiftthe statesofthe system downward in energy.
W hen � = 0,the energy levelsare�-functionsseparated
by constant gaps of4J,the sm allest energy di� erence
between statesofthe incom pressible � J m odel.As� is
increased from zero,each energy level(identi� ed by E0)
shiftsdownward in energy and broadensintoaG aussian-
shaped band.
Forallofthe stateswith a given value ofE 0,the dis-

tribution ofenergiesischaracterized by two values: the
average shift in energy,�E (E 0;�) � hE (E0;�)i� E0,
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FIG .2: The e�ectofthe coupling on the energy fora single
fully enum erated L = 4 system . (a) The average shift in
energy,�E ,is plotted as a function ofthe coupling �. For
each band ofstates,from E 0 = � 24 (theground-stateenergy
forthisparticularsystem )to E 0 = 0,theenergy shiftsby an
am ountproportionalto the coupling. (b)The width ofeach
band,�,isalso proportionalto �.

and the width �(E0)asgiven by the standard deviation
ofthe distribution. Both �E and � are linearly propor-
tionalto �,asshown in Fig.2. The data in that� gure
were obtained from a single L = 4 system using com -
plete enum eration of allspin con� gurations; each line
represents the data for a value ofE 0 ranging from the
ground-state energy forthisspeci� c system ,E0 = � 24,
toE 0 = 0,wherethereareequalnum bersofsatis� ed and
unsatis� ed bonds.

Theproportionaldependencesofboth theenergy shift
and thewidth on� areduetothefactthateach spin state
individually shiftsby an am ountexactly proportionalto
the coupling. W hen m inim izing the potentialenergy of
thelatticefora given spin con� guration,thepositionsof
the particlesaredeterm ined by the value of�;the value
of � then m ultiplies the result to determ ine the total
energy in the distortions.Due to thisfact,itispossible
to characterize changes to the energy ofthe system at
any convenient value of� and then scale the obtained
quantitesby the coupling.

Thelinesshown in Fig.2havedi� erentslopes,indicat-
ing thatthevariousbandsshiftand broaden atdi� erent
rates as � increases. The states with higher E0 m ove
downward in energy m ore rapidly than lower-E 0 states.
Data forthe shiftin averageenergy from the uncoupled
value,scaled by �,are plotted as a function oforiginal

-50

-40

-30

-20

-160 -120 -80 -40  0  40

∆E
 / 

µ

E0

FIG .3: D ependence ofthe energy shift on the spin-spin en-
ergy E 0. These data are averaged over 100 L = 10 system s
run ata variety oftem peratures.Theparabolic shapeofthis
curve results from the fact that con�gurations with 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 level,E 0,in Fig.3;100 system swith L = 10 and
� = 0:1 were run ata sequence oftem peraturesand av-
eraged to produce thisplot.In practice,the stateswith
positiveE 0 aredi� cultto populateat� nitetem perature
duetotheexponentialsuppression oftheBoltzm ann fac-
tor.
The parabolic form of this curve can be explained

by the observation that with the volum e held con-
stant,con� gurationswith predom inantly short(orlong)
bondscannotdistortase� ectively ascon� gurationswith
roughlyequalnum bersofshortand longbonds.Foreven-
valued system size L, this curve should be sym m etric
aboutE 0 = 0 since there isa relationship between spin
states with alternate spins 
 ipped: long bonds becom e
shortbondsand vice versa,resulting in a state with E 0

ofequalm agnitudebutoppositesign thathasan identi-
calenergy shift.
The lack ofexact sym m etry about E 0 = 0 is due to

sm allnonlinearitiesresulting from non-zero �. Figure4
showsdata forthe typicalvalue of� = 0:1 along with a
sam pleofdatain which � wassetto0.01.Theresultsare
qualitatively sim ilar,though thesm aller-distortion curve
ism oresym m etric.

C . Size D ependence

To study the size dependence ofthe energy,data for
�E and � was collected for system sizes from L = 3
to 40. For allsystem sizes,the shift in the average en-
ergy displaystheparabolicshapeshown in Figs.3 and 4,
and the sim ilarity in form suggeststhatthe curvesm ay
be m ade to collapse. Fig.5(a) contains the results for
�E =� for the fullrange ofsystem sizes sim ulated. 100
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FIG .4:The e�ectofchanging thedistortion param eter�,as
de�ned in Eq.(2),isshown forthefully enum erated system s
with L = 4and � = 0:1.Theparabolicform ofthedataisun-
changed;however,the sm aller value ofthe typicaldistortion
size resultsin a curve thatis slightly m ore sym m etric about
E 0 = 0.100 system swere averaged to produce these data.

system swereaveraged ateach system size;in the� gure,
data pointsare only displayed forvaluesofE 0 where at
least20 system swere represented. The L = 3,4,and 5
system swerefully enum erated,while the largersystem s
wererun ataseriesoftem peraturestoobtain dataovera
rangeofvaluesofE 0.Astheinsetin that� guredem on-
strates,when both axesarescaled by L2,thedataforthe
varioussystem sizesapproach a constantcurve asL in-
creases.W hilethereare� nite-sizee� ectsin thesm allest
system s,the data forL � 10 collapsequite well.
The quadratic form ofthe scaled data for �E is ex-

pressed as

�E

�L2
= A �E �

�
E 0

L2
� B �E

� 2

+ C�E : (4)

Thelocationsofthem inim aforeach system sizewereav-
eraged to determ ine the globalhorizontalo� set:B�E =
0:063 � 0:001. W ith B �E determ ined, the L = 40
data were then � t to the parabolic form above, with
A �E = 0:1166� 0:0007 and C�E = � 0:5004� 0:0008.
Them ain panelofFig.5(a)showsthe data and � tplot-
ted in a m annerthatm akesthe collapse to the form of
Eq.(4)apparent.
Data for the width ofeach band also dem onstrate a

quadraticfunction ofE 0,asshown in Fig.5(b).Aswith
the energy shift,the � data forthe varioussystem sizes
can be scaled to lie on a com m on curve;however,while
the E 0 axis is again scaled by the system size L2,the
width axisisonly scaled by thelinearsizeofthesystem ,
L.
Thescaled dataforthewidth aredescribed bytheform

�

�L
= A � �

�
E 0

L2
� B �

� 2

+ C� : (5)
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FIG .5: System -size scaling. (a) The slope of the average
energy shift,asa function ofE 0,with both axesscaled by L2.
As L increases, the data for di�erent system sizes collapse
onto a com m on curve that is quadratic in E 0. The m ain
panelshowsthedata plotted and �taccording to theform of
Eq.(4),whiletheinsetshowsthescaled datadirectly.(b)The
data forthe spread in energy asa function ofE 0 can also be
m adeto approach a com m on parabolic curve;however,while
the E 0-axisisagain scaled by L2,the width axisisscaled by
the linearsize only.

Aswith �E ,datafrom allsizeswereused toobtain B � =
0:039� 0:004.The L = 40 data werethen � tto Eq.(5),
resultingin A � = � 0:085� 0:002and C� = 0:308� 0:003.
Figure5(b)showsthe data and � tline.

The scaling behavior of� im plies an interesting side
e� ect ofthe introduction of com pressibility. Since E0

is proportional to L2, the total num ber of spins, the
right-hand side ofEq.(5)isindependentofL,and thus
� � �L.Neighboringenergybandswilloverlap toalarge
degreewhen thewidth ofthebandsiscom parableto the
spacingbetween them ,i.e.,when �L � 4.AsL ! 1 ,an
in� nitesim alvalueofthecoupling willsatisfy thiscondi-
tion,rendering the previously discrete energy spectrum
continuous.

W hile the form s of �E and � are sim ilar, it is not
im m ediatelyapparentthatthetwoquantitiesaredirectly
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FIG .6:Theratio ofthewidth to them agnitudeoftheenergy
shift as a function ofE 0 for di�erent system sizes;the axes
have been scaled by L and L

2,respectively,to dem onstrate
an approach toconstantbehaviorasthesystem sizeincreases.
Plotted this way,the scaled ratio is less than a constant of
orderunity.Thus,� becom esnegligible com pared to �E for
large L.

related. In fact,overa large range ofE 0,the spread in
energy is proportionalto the energy shift,as shown in
Fig.6,where the data displayed in Fig.5 are plotted as
aratioof�� L totheabsolutevalueof�E versusE0=L2.
Again,thedata from di� erentsystem sizeswerem adeto
collapseby appropriatescaling ofthe axes.
It is apparent from Fig.6 that the m agnitude ofthe

scaled ratio is less than a constant,�,with � � 0:6 for
large values ofL. The relationship between � and �E
can be expressed as

� <�
�

L
j�E j: (6)

Thus,asthe system size increases,the width ofa band
ofstatesbecom esnegligible com pared to the m agnitude
ofthe shiftin energy from itsuncoupled value.

V . SIM P LIFIED M O D EL

Theform of�E ,asdem onstratedin Figs.3,4,and 5(a)
and expressed by Eq.(4),isa quadratic function ofE 0.
In addition,the spread in the energy becom esnegligible
com pared to the energy shift for large system sizes,as
Eq.(6)dem onstrates.These observationsm otivate24 an
approxim ateHam iltonian forthecom pressiblespin glass:

H approx = �
X

hi;ji

JijSiSj +
�

L2

0

@
X

hi;ji

JijSiSj

1

A

2

: (7)

Thesum thatappearsin both term sisperform ed asde-
scribed forthe originalHam iltonian ofEq.(1),and nu-
m ericalfactors| such asA �E from Eq.(4)| have been
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FIG .7: A selection ofdata from various system sizes shows
the relationship between the two position-dependentcom po-
nents ofthe totalenergy given by Eq.(1);here,the second
term (representing the energy due to the coupling,E coupling)
is plotted versus the third term (the lattice energy,E lattice)
forindividualspin con�gurations.Both axesarescaled by L 2

to bring the data from di�erentsystem sizes into a com m on
range. As the coupling energy is proportionalto the lattice
energy,these two term sm ay be com bined into a single term
thatdescribesthe energy shiftdueto particle m otionsin the
presence ofthe coupling.

absorbed into the coupling constantso that � � 0:12�.
Again,the � rstterm representsthe energy due to spin-
spin interactions,denoted E 0. The second term ,which
containsthe coupling between the spinsand the lattice,
can be viewed as a com bination ofthe � naltwo term s
ofEq.(1) with a typicaldistortion ofthe orderof� as
de� ned in Eq.(2).

That the two position-dependent com ponents ofthe
totalenergy m ay be com bined in this way is shown ex-
plicitly in Fig.7,where the coupling energy is plotted
againstthelatticeenergy fordata obtained in theprevi-
ously described sim ulations.Both axesarescaled by L2

tobringthepointsfrom di� erentsystem sizesintoacom -
m on range,and the solid line isa linear� tto allofthe
data. The coupling energy isproportionalto the lattice
energy,and sincethetwo term sarerelated in a straight-
forward m anner,their net e� ected m ay be represented
by a singleterm in the sim pli� ed Ham iltonian.

Inote som efeaturesofthe approxim atem odel.First,
the system size m ust be included explicitly in order to
preserve the observed scaling behavior. Second,rather
than being constructed from a com bination ofparam e-
ters,thecoupling constant� isdirectly presentand con-
trols the strength ofthe com pressibility term . Finally,
and m ost im portantly, this Ham iltonian contains only
spin degreesoffreedom ;the positionalvariablesare ab-
sent,and the degrees offreedom associated with them
have been absorbed into the second term of Eq. (7).
Thus,thesim pli� ed m odelcan beviewed asa m ean-� eld
version oftheoriginalHam iltonian,wheretheenergydue
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FIG .8:Resultsfrom M onteCarlo sim ulationsoftheapprox-
im ate m odelofEq.(7) on 100 system s with L = 10. The
average value ofE 0 is plotted as a function ofT for various
values of �. Below a criticalvalue, �� � 0:35, the energy
approachesthatofthe ground state (dashed line)asT ! 0;
above �

�, the energy lim it is predicted by Eq. (10). The
solid linesare not�ts;rather,they representpredictionsob-
tained by m inim izing the free energy using the entropy form
ofEq.(14).This�gure isreprinted from Ref.24.

to localdistortionshasbeen replaced by an energy con-
tribution that is typicalfor states with equivalent spin
energy. As a practicalm atter,this feature also m eans
thatsim ulationsand analyticalwork m ay be perform ed
on the m odelusing techniquesidenticalto thoseused in
standard (incom pressible)spin-glassstudies.

A . Sim ulation R esults

To sim ulate the m odel described in the sim pli� ed
Ham iltonian, single-spin
 ip M onte Carlo sim ulations
were perform ed at various values of the coupling as
param etrized by �. As in standard M onte Carlo spin-
glass sim ulations,for each bond realization a sequence
ofspin states was generated at a � xed tem perature T,
with transition probabilitiesbetween statesbased on the
di� erence in energy ascalculated from Eq.(7).
To m onitorwhich statesofthecom pressiblespin glass

are favored at a given value ofT and �, the therm al-
and disorder-averaged values ofE 0, denoted hE 0i, are
calculated. Results for 100 system s with L = 10 are
shown asdata pointsin Fig.8.Solid linesin that� gure
represent predictions based on the free-energy analysis
described below in Sec.V C.
Foreach value of�,the averagevalue ofE0 decreases

as the tem perature is lowered (at in� nite tem perature,
hE 0i = 0 since the E 0 = 0 states have the highest en-
tropy). For sm allvalues of�,as T ! 0,the data ap-
proach theground-stateenergy oftheuncoupled system ,
indicated by the dashed horizontal line in the � gure.
For each curve as a function ofT,the in
 ection point

representsthe tem perature atwhich the presence ofthe
ground states ofthe uncoupled system becom es im por-
tant.Below thistem perature,thoseground statesbegin
to be populated,halting the decrease in hE 0i. As the
coupling is increased,the in
 ection point m oves down
in tem perature,eventually disappearing when � � 0:35.
For larger values ofthe coupling,there is no in
 ection
point, and the data for hE 0i no longer approach the
ground-state energy as T ! 0 but rather term inate at
som ehighervaluethatincreaseswith increasing �.
Theheatcapacity can becalculated asthe
 uctuations

in the energy about its average value, divided by the
square ofthe tem perature. For the sim pli� ed m odelof
the com pressible spin glass,the speci� c heat shows no
interesting features,going sm oothly to zero as T ! 0.
However,a sim ilarquantity,using E 0 instead ofthetotal
energy,can be calculated:

bC �



E 0

2
�
� hE 0i

2

T 2
: (8)

Data for bC from the sim ulationsofthe sim pli� ed m odel
are shown aspointsin Fig.9(a). Solid linesin that� g-
urearepredictionsbased on the free-energy analysisde-
scribed below.
Atsm allvaluesof�,the data and corresponding pre-

diction for bC are peaked. For � = 0,i.e.,the standard
Ising spin glass,thispeak isinterpreted assignaling the
onset of critical behavior that precedes the spin-glass
transition as the tem perature continuesto be lowered.3

Asthecoupling approachesa criticalvalue,��,thetem -
peratureatwhich thepeak in bC islocated m ovestoward
zero,and the height ofthe peak, bCm ax,diverges. Fig-
ure9(b)showsthatthisdivergenceisa powerlaw:

bCm ax = A (�� � �)�p :

Thepointsin that� gurearethelocationsofthem axim a,
asobtained from parabolic � tsto data nearthe peak of
each curve as a function ofT,while the solid line is a
power-law � t to the peaks ofthe predicted curves with
�� = 0:365and apower-law exponentof1.3.Thereasons
forthe divergencearediscussed below.

B . A nalytic R esults

For the approxim ate Ham iltonian ofEq.(7),there is
a one-to-onecorrespondencebetween thespin energy E 0

(calculated as before) and the totalenergy. To under-
stand theresultsofthesim ulation aspresented in Fig.8,
it is usefulto analyze the expected value ofthe energy
forvariousvaluesofthecontrolparam eters.In sim pli� ed
notation,Eq.(7)can be written24

E = E 0 +
�

L2
E 0

2
: (9)
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FIG . 9: (a) The heat-capacity-like quantity bC | de�ned in
Eq.(8)| as a function ofT for di�erent values of�,calcu-
lated from sim ulations ofthe sim pli�ed m odelon 100 aver-
aged system s with L = 10. The peak in bC shifts downward
in T as � increases. The solid linesare predictionsbased on
the free-energy analysisdescribed in Sec.V C.(b)The m ax-

im um value of bC dem onstrates a power-law divergence as �
approachesa criticalvalue,��.Thepointsare obtained from
polynom ialinterpolation ofdata nearthe peak ofeach curve
in panel(a). The solid line is a �t to the peaks of the bC

prediction curvesasa function of�;from the �t,�� = 0:365,
and the power-law exponentis1.3.

Taking the derivative with respect to E 0 allows one to
calculatethe valueofthe spin energy,E 0;m in,thatm ini-
m izesthe totalenergy asfunction of�:

E 0;m in =
� L2

2�
: (10)

Thisrepresentsthe expected value ofthe spin energy as
T ! 0; however,the calculated value is not necessar-
ily realizable,sinceE 0 m ustbegreaterthan theground-
statespin energy E 0;gnd.Forsm allvaluesof�,thecalcu-
lated valueofE 0;m in liesin thenon-physicalregion below
E 0;gnd,and thusthe m inim um spin energy is,ofcourse,
equalto the ground-statespin energy.Thisexplainsthe
form ofthe sm all-� data in Fig.8,where the average
spin energy decreaseswith tem perature but approaches
E 0;gnd asym ptotically asT ! 0.

There is a value of� at which the m inim um E0 be-
com esequalto theground-stateenergy oftheuncoupled

system ,E 0;gnd:

�
� �

� L2

2E 0;gnd

: (11)

Forthe two-dim ensionalspin-glass,theground-stateen-
ergy perspin is� 1:4,8 and thus�� = 0:36.Thisvalueis
thesam easthevalueof� atwhich thesim ulation data,
asshown in Figs.8 and 9,display a changein behavior.
At� = ��,the nature ofthe energy spectrum isdra-

m atically altered: As the coupling increases from zero,
higher-E 0 statesshiftdownward in energy m ore rapidly
than lower-E 0 states, and thus the di� erence in total
energy between neighboring E 0 levels becom es sm aller.
Thevalue�� representsthecouplingatwhich theground
stateand � rstexcited stateoftheuncoupled system have
the sam e total energy. Above this value, states with
E 0 = E 0;gnd no longerhave the lowesttotalenergy,and
as� increasesstillm ore,increasingly higherE0-levelsare
associatedwith thegroundstatesofthecom pressiblesys-
tem .Thedata in Fig.8 display thisfeature,asthezero-
tem perature value of hE 0i increases with the coupling
for� > ��. The divergence in bC ,asshown in Fig.9,is
alsoaconsequenceofthischangein theenergyspectrum .
As� ! ��,the di� erence in totalenergy between levels
nearhE 0i goesto zero,and thus the 
 uctuations in E0

no longervanish asT ! 0.

C . Free Energy A nalysis

In ordertopredictwhich statesarepreferred asafunc-
tion of� and T,thefreeenergy m ustbem inim ized,and
forthisa functionalform fortheentropy isneeded.The
probability ofgenerating a state ofgiven energy ispro-
portionalto the Boltzm ann-weighted density ofstates:
P (E )/ 
 (E )exp(� E =T);from thistheentropy S(E )is
derived aslog
 .Sincethedensity ofstatesisa function
ofthe uncoupled energy,i.e.,
 = 
 (E (E0)),itm ay be
calculated for any value ofthe coupling. For a given �

and T,sim ulationswillproduce a lim ited rangeofener-
gies that willbe populated with statisticalsigni� cance;
data isthereforeacquired atdi� erentcouplingsand tem -
peratures to produce overlapping regions of data that
m ay becom bined.Sinceforeach run theproportionality
between the generated probabilities and the density of
statesisunknown,itism ore convenientto generate the
derivativeofthe entropy:

dS

dE 0

=
d

dE 0

[logP (E 0)+ E (E 0)=T]: (12)

Data for the derivative of the entropy is shown in
Fig.10. Foreach system size,100 individualbond con-
� gurations were run at a variety of tem peratures and
averaged. By plotting dS=dE 0 versus E 0 per spin,the
data from di� erentsystem sizesarem adeto lieon a sin-
glecurve.Thiscurveislinearovera largeregion passing
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FIG .10:D ata forthederivativeoftheentropy,averaged over
100 system s each at sizes from L = 4 to 40. W hen plotted
asa function ofE 0 perspin,the data lie on a com m on curve
thatiswell�tby the functionalform given in Eq.(13).

through E 0 = 0,and thedeviationsfrom linearity areex-
ponential. Asdem onstrated by the solid line in Fig.10,
the overallcurveiswell� tby the functionalform

dS

dE 0

= � c1
E 0

L2
� c2 sinh

�

c3
E 0

L2

�

; (13)

where c1 = 0:5,c2 = 4:5 � 10�4 ,and c3 = 5:6. The
entropy isthusofthe form

S (E 0)= S0 � S1E 0
2
� S2 cosh(S3E 0); (14)

with S1 = 0:25=L2,S2 = 8:1� 10�5 L2,and S3 = 5:6=L2.
W ith the entropy given by Eq.(14) and the energy

given by Eq.(9),the free energy,F = E (E 0)� TS(E 0),
m ay be m inim ized with respectto E 0. The spin energy
ofthe system in the therm odynam ic lim it is thus given
by the solution to the equation

1+
2�

L2
E 0 + 2TS1E 0 + TS2S3 sinh(S3E 0)= 0:

W hile this equation cannot be solved analytically,it is
possible to obtain a num ericalsolution as a function of
� and T.Such resultsareplotted assolid linesin Fig.8,
where the values of hE 0i as predicted from the free-
energy calculation arein excellentagreem entwith those
obtained from sim ulationsofthe sim pli� ed m odel. The
predictionstend to divergefrom thedata atlow tem per-
aturesforsm allvaluesofthecoupling;thisistheregim e
in which the lowest-energy states are heavily populated
and thefunctionalform fortheentropy| which contains
no low-energy cuto� | ceasesto bea good description of
any actualsystem .
The freeenergy described abovewasalso used to pre-

dictvalues forthe heat-capacity-like quantity bC ,asde-
� ned in Eq.(8).Thesepredictionsareshown forvarious
valuesofthe coupling asthe solid linesin Fig.9(a);the

0.0
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1.0

1.5

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.0
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0.2
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0.4
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ground-state crossing
fluctuation peak

φ

FIG .11:Phase diagram in the� � T plane showing thetem -
perature at which the predicted energy crosses the ground-
state energy and the tem perature at which the peak in bC

occurs. D ashed lines indicate linear �ts to these data; the
two linesterm inate at��. The region beneath the lines rep-
resentsthecriticalregim e,signalingtheonsetofthespin-glass
phase.Atthesam evalue��,theorderparam eter�| de�ned
in Eq.(15)| increaseslinearly from zero,indicating the sup-
pression ofcriticalbehavior.

agreem entwith data from the sim ulations is very good
exceptatlow tem peraturesforsm all�,wherethe appli-
cability ofthisform forfree energy isexpected to break
down. Near the peaks in bC , however,the predictions
arestillin reasonableagreem entwith the sim ulation re-
sults. The peaksofthe predicted curveswere thusused
to generatea prediction forthedivergenceof bCm ax.The
power-law � t to these peaks is shown as the solid line
in Fig.9(b),where the power-law exponent is 1.3 and
�� = 0:365,consistent with the value of0.36 obtained
via Eq.(11).

D . P hase D iagram

Itispossible to m ap outvariousquantitiesasa func-
tion of� and T.Considerthe tem perature atwhich the
predicted value ofhE 0i crossesthe ground-state energy
oftheuncoupled system (seeFig.8).Thisrepresentsthe
breakdown ofthe prediction due to the lack ofa consis-
tentanalyticform fortheentropy neartheground state.
Nearthistem perature,thereisan in
 ection pointin the
curve ofthe average E 0 as the presence ofthe ground
statebecom esim portantand thecurvebeginsto 
 atten.
Also ofinterestisthe location ofthe peak in bC with re-
specttoT,which indicatestheonsetofcriticalspin-glass
behavior. Both ofthese quantities,calculated from the
predictionsdescribed in Sec.V C,areplotted in a � � T

phasediagram in Fig.11,with linear� tsto the points.
Thelinesin the�� T planem arkanapproxim atephase

boundary between thenorm al(param agnetic)phaseand
thecriticalregim ethatsignalstheonsetofspin-glassbe-
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havior.The� tlinesfortheground-statecrossingand the
peak in bC term inateat� = 0:359and 0.353,respectively,
consistentwith the value of�� predicted from Eq.(11).
Com m ensuratewith the term ination ofthese linesat��

isthegrowth from zero ofan orderparam etercharacter-
ized by the di� erencebetween the m inim um valueofE0
and the ground-stateenergy ofthe uncoupled system :

� = E0;m in � E 0;gnd : (15)

Using Eqs.(10)and (11),itisapparentthat� growsas
1=�� � 1=�,i.e.,linear just above the criticalvalue ��.
Figure11 showsthisphenom enon.
The interpretation of� is as a m easure ofthe inac-

cessibility of low-E 0 states, even at low tem peratures,
dueto thepresenceofthecoupling to latticedistortions.
These states,at and near the ground state ofthe un-
coupled system ,areno longerthelowest-energy statesof
thecom pressiblespin glass,and thecom petition between
energy and entropy no longerexists. Non-zero � isthus
correlated with the suppression ofcriticalbehaviorthat
precedes the spin-glass phase; above ��,the spin-glass
transition cannotexist.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

Thispaperhasanalyzed a m odel24 fora com pressible
Ising spin glass that lends itself to sim ulations sim ilar
to those forstandard spin glasses,with additionalsteps
to determ ine the positions ofthe spin particles. W hile
exploration ofthe dynam ics ofthis system has proven
di� cult, it is possible to characterize the e� ect ofthe
coupling to lattice distortions on the energy ofthe sys-
tem .Both theshiftin energy and thewidth ofeach band
ofstatesdisplay parabolicshapesasafunction oftheun-
coupled energy E 0,and system -sizescaling dem onstrates
that the width becom es negligible com pared to the en-
ergy shiftasL increases.
The form ofthe shift in energy due to the presence

ofcom pressibility m otivates a sim pli� ed m odelfor the
com pressible spin glass.24 This m odel, which depends
only upon spin degreesoffreedom ,wassim ulated using
standard techniques.In addition,analysisofthe sim pli-
� ed m odelsuggestsa criticalvalueofthecoupling above
which the nature ofthe energy levels changes dram ati-
cally,and the sim ulation data con� rm this. Due to the

elim ination ofthe criticalregim e,a spin-glasstransition
cannotexistabovethiscriticalvalue.

The sim pli� ed m odeladds long-range interactions to
the nearest-neighborbehaviorofthe standard Edwards-
Anderson m odelforthe spin glass.Thisprovidesa con-
venientm echanism forincorporating phonon e� ectsinto
theoreticalspin-glassstudies,and itispossiblethatcon-
sideration ofthesee� ectsm ay help to shed lighton som e
experim entalresultsthathaveyetto befully explainedr.
For exam ple,work by Bitko et al.27 dem onstrated the
existence ofa signature for the spin-glass transition at
high frequencies,hinting thatcoupling to high-frequency
m odes(such asphonons)m ay be im portant.

Iexpecttheresultsnottochangequalitativelyin three
dim ensions. Prelim inary studies sim ilar to those de-
scribed above suggest that,as for the two-dim ensional
case,the shiftin energy isproportionalto the coupling,
�,and to E0

2. Furtherm ore,the energy shift scales as
the volum e ofthe system ,L3,while the spread in each
energy band scalesasL.Thus,theassum ptionsthatled
tothesim pli� ed m odelofEq.(7)hold even m orestrongly
in threedim ensions;sim ilarresultsfortheelim ination of
thespin-glasstransition abovea criticalvalueofthecou-
pling should then follow,butadditionalwork isrequired
to verify this.

Itisim portantto note thatm any ofthese resultsare
expected to be quite di� erent ifthe constraint ofcon-
stant volum e is rem oved. The quadratic nature ofthe
energy shift (asshown in Figs.3,4,and 5)depends on
thefactthatstatesatlargenegative(positive)E 0 cannot
distorte� ectively due to having large num bers ofsatis-
� ed (unsatis� ed)bondsthattend tohavesim ilarlengths.
A system capable ofuniform com pression or expansion
could takeadvantageofthesestateswith extrem evalues
ofE 0 in an entirelydi� erentm annerthan asystem where
the volum eisconstant.
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