
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
60

76
22

v5
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.d
is

-n
n]

  1
5 

M
ay

 2
00

7

Subextensive singularity in the 2D �J Ising spin glass
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Abstract

The statisticsoflow energy statesofthe 2D Ising spin glasswith + 1 and -1 bondsare studied

forL � L squarelatticeswith L � 48,and p = 0.5,wherep isthefraction ofnegativebonds,using

periodic and/orantiperiodic boundary conditions. The behaviorofthe density ofstatesnearthe

ground stateenergy isanalyzed asa function ofL,in orderto obtain thelow tem peraturebehavior

ofthe m odel. For large �nite L there isa range ofT in which the heatcapacity isproportional

to T5:33� 0:12.The range ofT in which thisbehavioroccursscalesslowly to T = 0 asL increases.

Sim ilar results are found for p = 0.25. O ur results indicate that this m odelprobably obeys the

ordinary hyperscaling relation d� = 2� �,even though Tc = 0.Theexistence ofthesubextensive

behaviorisattributed to long-range correlationsbetween zero-energy dom ain walls,and evidence

ofsuch correlationsispresented.

PACS num bers:75.10.Nr,75.40.M g,75.60.Ch,05.50.+ q
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In 1977,Thouless,Anderson and Palm er1 (TAP)perform ed a m ean-�eld theory analysis

ofthe ring diagram s which contribute to the free energy ofthe Ising spin glass.2,3 They

found that,above the criticaltem perature Tg,the contribution ofthese ring diagram swas

subextensive. This m eans that,while the sum ofthese diagram sis divergent atTg,their

contribution atany T > Tg can beneglected in thetherm odynam iclim it.
3 Therefore,in this

lim it,no signature ofthe transition isvisible in the equilibrium therm odynam ic functions

forT > Tg.However,onecan stillstudy thecriticalscaling behaviorof�nitesystem s.

W hileitistruethathyperscaling isalwaysviolated in a m ean-�eld theory,TAP showed

thata spin glasshassevere
uctuationsoftheorderparam etereven atthem ean-�eld level.

Later,itwasshown by Som polinsky and Zippelius4,5 thatthe Ising spin glassalso violates

the 
uctuation-dissipation theorem . Thusone should notbe surprised ifitturnsoutthat

thespin glassdoesnotobey otherrelationswhich work forordinary phasetransitions.

In thisworkweanalyzedataobtained from exactcalculationsofthedensity oflow-energy

statesfor�nitetwo-dim ensional(2D)lattices.Thesam edata havealso been used to study

thescalingbehaviorofdom ain wallsforthism odel.6 W ewilldiscoverthatan unusuale�ect,

sim ilarto the violation ofhyperscaling found in m ean-�eld theory,also occursin 2D.The

datawereobtained usingaslightly m odi�ed version ofthecom puterprogram ofVondr�ak,7,8

which isbased on the Pfa�an m ethod. Ourdata are com pletely consistentwith the data

ofLukicetal.,10,11 which wereobtained using thesam ealgorithm .Ouranalysisoftheheat

capacity is m ore detailed than theirs,however,and thus we arrive at som ewhat di�erent

conclusions.

In two dim ensions(2D),thespin-glassphaseisnotstableat�nitetem perature.Because

ofthis,itis necessary to treatcases with continuous distributions ofenergies (CDE)and

cases with quantized distributions ofenergies (QDE) separately.12,13 In this work we will

study theQDE case.

TheHam iltonian oftheEA m odelforIsing spins2 is

H = �

X

hiji

Jij�i�j; (1)

whereeach spin �iisadynam icalvariablewhich hastwoallowed states,+1and -1.Thehiji

indicatesa sum overnearestneighborson a sim plesquare latticeofsizeL � L.W echoose

each bond Jij to bean independentidentically distributed quenched random variable,with
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FIG .1:(coloronline)Finite-size scaling ofE 0=L
2 vs.1=L2.

theprobability distribution

P(Jij)= p�(Jij + 1) + (1� p)�(Jij � 1); (2)

so thatwe actually setJ = 1,asusual. Thus p isthe concentration ofantiferrom agnetic

bonds,and (1� p)istheconcentration offerrom agneticbonds.Herewewilldiscussprim arily

theequalm ixturecase,p= 0:5,butresultsforp= 0:25 willalso begiven.

The ground state (GS) entropy is de�ned as the naturallogarithm ofthe num ber of

ground states. Foreach sam ple the GS energy E 0 and GS entropy S0 were calculated for

thefourcom binationsofperiodicand antiperiodictoroidalboundary conditionsalong each

ofthe two axes ofthe square lattice. W hen p = 0:5,allfour ofthese types ofboundary

conditionsarestatistically equivalent.

Datawereobtained forlatticesofsizesL = 7,8,11,12,15,16,21,24,29,32,41 and 48.

Foreach L,500 di�erentrandom setsofbondswerestudied,foreach ofthefourboundary

conditions. Thus,com bining the data forthe di�erentboundary conditions,we have 2000

valuesofE 0 and S0 foreach L.

W ith the boundary conditions we are using,forwhich there isno well-de�ned surface,

thevalueofE 0 averaged oversam plesoftherandom bonds,isexpected to obey

E 0=L
2 = e0 + ae=L

2 (3)

to lowestorderin L. Fig.1 showsthatthisworkswell,and thatthe value ofe0 obtained

from ourdata ise0 = � 1:40151� 0:00027.In principle,higherordercorrectionsexist,9 but
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FIG .2:(coloronline)Finite-size scaling ofS0=L
2 vs.1=L2.

they arenotnecessary atthelevelofprecision ofourdata.Thisagreeswith theresultfound

by Lukic etal.10 Allstatisticalerrorestim atesshown in thiswork represent one standard

deviation. The best estim ate ofe0 is stillthe one ofPalm er and Adler,14 which uses a

m ethod forwhich onecan go to m uch largerL,becausetheentropy isnotcalculated.

The�nite-sizescalingbehaviorofS0 isslightly m orecom plex.Lukicetal.
10 used asingle

correction-to-scaling term ,with an exponent� (2+ �S).From a fundam entalviewpoint,15

however,when � S ispositivethenaturalform tousewhen addinganother�ttingparam eter

is

S0=L
2 = s0 + as=L

2 + bs=L
4
: (4)

In Fig.2 we see that this form works well,and gives a value ofs0 = 0:07211� 0:00015.

Thisvalue isslightly higherthan the one quoted by Lukic etal.,butthe di�erence com es

prim arily from the di�erentform ofthe�tting function ratherthan from di�erencesin the

data.By com paringwith thework ofBouchaud,Krzakalaand M artin,15 oneseesthatLukic

etal.havem adea sign error,and thattheir�tactually usesa negativevaluefor� S,which

isincorrect.16,17

W hileourvaluesoftheenergyand entropyoftheGS of�niteL� L latticesforp= 0:5are

generally consistentwith those ofotherworkers,ourresultsforL = 32 di�ersubstantially

with those reported by Blackm an and Poulter.18 (See Figs. 7 and 8 oftheirpaper.) The

origin ofthisdiscrepancy isunclear,butitappearsto be too large to be explained by the
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FIG .3:(coloronline)Scaling ofS1 � S0 with L.

di�erentboundary conditionsused by them .Theirnum bersofsam plescom puted arerather

sm all,and itm ay bethatthey havesim ply underestim ated theirstatisticalerrors.However,

theiralgorithm ,unliketheoneused here,doesnotuseexactintegerarithm eticto calculate

thepartition function.Therefore,itislikely thatthey havea problem with roundo� errors.

In a strongly correlated system such astheonewearestudying,substantialroundo� errors

can resultin distributionswhich aretoo narrow.

In orderto obtain inform ation aboutthelow tem peraturebehavior,itisusefulto study

thescaling with L ofS1 � S0,which isthelogarithm oftheratio ofthedegeneraciesofthe

lowestexcited stateand theGS.10,16,17,19 W efound that

av(ln(S1 � S0)) = �ln(ln((L2)!)) + 0:528� 0:011; (5)

with

� = 0:1921� 0:0015 (6)

gives an excellent �tforL > 10,asshown in Fig.3. av()isa con�guration average over

random sam ples.ThepointsforL = 7 and 8 (notshown in the�gure)arebelow the�tted

line,dueto correctionsto scaling atsm allL.

The choice ln(ln((L2)!)) m ay appear arbitrary to the reader,but it was suggested by

the behavior ofthe fully frustrated 2D Ising m odel.16,17 In principle,ifone could go to

very large values of L, one could obtain � by plotting the data against 2ln(L). From
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FIG .4:Histogram ofthedistribution ofS1 � S0 forL = 48.

Stirling’sapproxim ation oneseesim m ediately thatthedi�erencebetween using 2ln(L)and

ln(ln((L2)!))isalogarithm iccorrection toscaling.Thislogarithm iccorrection appearstobe

presentin thedata,however,and a m uch better�tisobtained ifonedoesthingsasshown

here.

Ifone uses2ln(L � 3)an excellent�toverthe range ofthe data isobtained. However,

thisseem scom pletely arti�cialto theauthor.In any case thevalueof� = 0:1948� 0:0008

which one �nds from thisform is close to the one shown in Fig.3. (The reason why the

statisticalerrorin thisnum berisso sm allisthatno contribution from the uncertainty in

the�tting param eter\3" isincluded.)

The reason for taking the con�guration average ofln(S1 � S0) rather than taking the

logarithm ofav(S1 � S0) is that in this way we �nd the m ost probable value.20,21 The

probability distributionsforS1 � S0 arehighly skewed,and them ostprobablevaluescales

di�erently with L than av(S1 � S0) does. To illustrate this point,in Fig.4 we show a

histogram ofthedistribution ofS1 � S0 fortheL = 48 lattices.Ifoneplotsthedata using

av(S1 � S0),one �nds an apparent value for� of0.233(3). Using the m edian value gives

0.222(3). It is the typicalor m ost probable value which is the experim entally observable

quantity,asestablished by Edwardsand Anderson2 forthespin glass.

From thisanalysis,weobtain thetypicalvalueofS1 � S0 to be

S1 � S0 = f(L) � A[ln((L2)!)]�; (7)
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with A = 1:696� 0:019,or,using Stirling’sapproxim ation,

f(L) � A[L2(2ln(L)� 1)]�: (8)

It follows im m ediately that the scaling ofS1 � S0 with L is approxim ately a power law,

with an exponentcloseto 0.4,tim esln(L).Thisvariation with L ism uch m orerapid than

thehypothesisofW ang and Swendsen,19 who argued fora dependencelike4ln(L).To this

extent,itagreeswith theclaim sofJ�org etal.11

To obtain the actualbehavior ofthe low tem perature speci�c heat,we m ust carry the

analysisfurther.Theheatcapacity ofa sam pleofsizeL � L attem peratureT isgiven by

C(L;T) = h(E (L)� hE (L)i)2i=T2
; (9)

wheretheanglebracketsindicatea therm alaverage,and weareusing unitsin which Boltz-

m ann’sconstantis1.

W riting the partition function ofa �nite sam ple with periodic boundary conditionsex-

plicitly gives

Z(T) =

jE 0j=2
X

n= 0

exp(Sn � S0 � 4n=T): (10)

Theheatcapacity isthen

C(L;T) = (T2
Z)� 1

jE 0j=2
X

n= 0

16(n � n�)
2exp(Sn � S0 � 4n=T); (11)

where n� isthe value ofn forwhich the argum entofthe exponentialhasitsm axim um for

a given sam pleattem peratureT.

TheaveragevaluesofSn � S0 forsm allvaluesofn areshown in Fig.5,overourfullrange

ofL.Theslopede�ned by thesepoints,om itting then = 1 points,isplotted versus1=L in

Fig.6.Thelim iting valueofthisslopeforlargeL obtained from thisplotisfound to be

 = 0:842� 0:003: (12)

Thism eansthatforn � L2

Sn � S0 � f(L)n ; (13)

and im plies

(n�(L;T))
1�  

�  f(L)T=4: (14)

7



0.8
 1
 2
 4
 6
 8
 10
 20


4


6


8


10


20


40


60


80


100


200

2D ISG


p=0.5


a
v
(S


 n

 -

 S

 0


)


n


 L=48


 L=32


 L=24


 L=16


 L=12


 L= 8


FIG .5: (color online) Scaling ofav(Sn � S0) with L,for sm allvalues ofn. The axes are scaled

logarithm ically.

0.00
 0.02
 0.04
 0.06
 0.08
 0.10
 0.12
 0.14
 0.16


0.70


0.72


0.74


0.76


0.78


0.80


0.82


0.84


slope of (S

n

 - S


0

)


n= 2 to 8


quadratic fit


limit=0.842(3)


s
lo

p
e
 o

f 
(S


 n

 -

 S

 0


)


1/L


FIG .6:(coloronline)Slopeofav(Sn � S0)vs.1=L,forn = 2 to 8.

Thiscan only bevalid,however,if0 < n� � L2.Ifwe take thelim itT ! 0,holding L

�xed,then n� ! 0.Thusthelim iting low tem peraturebehaviorofC(L;T),forany �xed L

isproportionalto exp(� 4=T),asitm ustbe.W e expectto see thisbehaviorwhen T < T1,

where

T1(L) = 4[L2(2ln(L)� 1)]� �=( A) (15)

isthe tem perature where n� = 1. W e have found a positive value for�,which m eansthat

8



T1 ! 0 asL ! 1 .

Thereason forom itting then = 1 pointsshown in Fig.5 from the�tsisthatthey alllie

wellbelow the straightlines. The quantity S1 � S0 doesnotbehave in the sam e way that

theotherSn+ 1� Sn do.Theauthorunderstandsthise�ectby analogy with thewell-known

behaviorofrandom m atrices.Thegap attheband edgeisspecial,becauseitonly feelslevel

repulsion from oneside.

Substituting ourexpressionsforn� and Sn � S0 into Eqn.(10)gives

C(L;T) = 16T� 2

P jE 0j=2

n= 0 (n � ( AT=4)1=(1�  )(L2(2ln(L)� 1))�=(1�  ))2exp(g(n;L))
P jE 0j=2

n= 0 exp(g(n;L))
; (16)

where

g(n;L) = n
 [A(L2(2ln(L)� 1))� � 4n1�  =T]: (17)

W hen wetry to takethelim itL ! 1 holding T �xed,wegeta surprise.Theexponent

�=(1�  ) is 1:216� 0:033. Because this exponent is greater than than 1,the power-law

behaviordescribed by the exponentofEqn.(12)isonly valid forT < Tx,where Tx m ust

go to zero asL increases. n� cannotbecom e largerthan L2! Thiscondition requiresthat,

when L ! 1 ,Tx m ustalso go to zero atleastasfastas

Tx(L) � 4L� 2(�+  � 1)(2ln(L)� 1)� �=( A): (18)

Although we do nothave data to show thatTx actually behavesprecisely in thisway,itis

atleastplausiblethatTx goesto zero m oreslowly than T1 asL increases,since < 1.

W hat this m eans is that the singularity we are studying is subextensive, just as the

therm alsingularity above Tg is in the TAP m ean-�eld theory.1,3 Italso m eans thatforL

large,but�nite,we expectthere existsa tem perature regim e T1 � T � Tx in which the

scaling behaviorcontrolled by thissingularity isobservable.

� controlsthetherm albehaviorin thetem peraturerange0< T < T1,and  controlsthe

behaviorin therangeT1 < T < Tx.Therefore,these exponentsareindependent.A sim ple

scaling relation between exponentsde�ned in di�erentrangesofT which haveindependent

behaviorsisim possible.Thisstatem entisnotin contradiction with thefactthatthevalue

ofTx clearly dependson both � and  . The entire procedure used here isquite sim ilarto

thetheory ofnested boundary layers.22

SincehE (L)iisessentially 4n�(L;T),theheatcapacity forT1 < T < Tx iseasily seen to

be proportionalto T =(1�  ),which isT5:33� 0:12. Because Tx ! 0 asL ! 1 ,thisbehavior

9



disappearsin the therm odynam ic lim it. The exponent2(� +  � 1)is0:068� 0:009.This

issm all,so Tx isgoing to zero quiteslowly.Thusthepower-law behaviorofC(L;T)should

be visible form acroscopic valuesofL. Note thatthise�ectisnotcaused by ourchoice of

logarithm icaveraging ofS1� S0,sincetheuseofsim pleaveraging would givea largervalue

for�.

Although ourstatisticalerrorsaresm all,theestim ateof� dependson ourchoice ofthe

�nite-size scaling �tting function. Notice that the estim ate ofthe scaling exponent � for

the T dependence ofC(L;T)dependsonly on  ,and isindependentof�. Therefore,our

estim ate

� = � 5:33� 0:12 (19)

isindependentofwhetherTx ! 0 asL ! 1 .

Allofthecalculationsforp= 0:5 described abovewererepeated forp= 0:25.Using the

sam eproceduresasdiscussed above,we�nd forp= 0:25 theexponents� = 0:1874� 0:0019

and  = 0:8527 � 0:0017. Therefore we obtain 2(� +  � 1) = 0:080 � 0:007 and � =

� 5:79� 0:08.These resultsarequiteconsistentwith universality ofthecriticalexponents,

since the quoted statisticalerrors do notinclude any allowance forerrors in the assum ed

scaling form s.

Recently,J�orgetal.11 haveclaim ed thatapower-law behaviorofC(L;T)isevidencethat

theQDE isin thesam euniversality classastheCDE.However,they havenotcalculated �

directly. They have calculated the correlation length exponent� � 3:5,and assum ed that

� could beobtained via them odi�ed hyperscaling relation ofBakerand Bonner.23 Thefact

thatourvalueof� isnotcloseto� 7showsthatthisrelation isnotobeyed.Ourvalueseem s

to indicatethattheordinary hyperscaling relation,d� = 2� �,isobeyed.� hasneverbeen

calculated directly fortheCDE,so wecannotsay whetherthevaluesof� arethesam efor

theQDE and theCDE.

Finally,wediscusstheorigin ofthesubextensivesingularity.Such behaviorin a2D m odel

probably requiresthe existence ofsom e kind oflong-range interactions. Such interactions

are notpresentexplicitly in ourHam iltonian,Eqn.(1),butthey m ay arise spontaneously.

Since dom ain walls are extended objects,it would not be very surprising for interactions

between dom ain wallsto havelong range,especially atT = 0.

Using thesam ecom puterprogram which wasused hereto obtain theheatcapacity and

additionalprocedures described in a recent publication,6 we have calculated the average

10
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FIG .7: (color online) Scaling ofaverage entropy ofzero-energy dom ain walls for lattices ofsize

L � M vs. M =L1:25. These dom ain wallsrun acrossthe lattice in the shortdirection,which has

length L.

dom ain-wallentropy forzero-energy dom ain wallson latticesofsizeL � M ,whereL � M .

Rem arkably,the average dom ain-wallentropy forthe zero-energy dom ain wallswhich run

across the lattice in the short (L) direction scales to zero exponentially in the variable

M =L1:25. Thisisshown in Fig.7. The exponent1.25 issuggestive ofthe relation recently

proposed by Am oruso,Hartm ann,Hastings and M oore,24 which gives a value of1.25 for

thefractaldim ension ofdom ain wallsforthism odel.From thedata displayed herewecan

say thatthisexponentm ustbe1:25� 0:05.Becausetheirentropy scalesto zero so rapidly,

thesezero-energy dom ain wallsm ustbehighly correlated.

Thise�ectisstrong evidenceforlong-rangeinteractionsbetween thezero-energy dom ain

walls.Itdoesnotoccurfordom ain wallsofotherenergies.Am oruso etal.do notexplicitly

specify thatthebehaviorofthezero-energy dom ain wallsshould be special.However,this

wassuggested by the work ofW ang,Harrington and Preskill.25 Thisdom ain-wallentropy

calculation willbedescribed m orefully in a subsequentpublication.26

In thiswork we have calculated in detailthe low tem perature therm albehavior ofthe

2D Ising spin glasswith an equalm ixture of+1 and � 1 bonds. W e have found thatthis

behavior bearsa strong qualitative resem blance to the behavior found in the TAP m ean-

�eld-theory analysis.For�niteL thereisa rangeofT forwhich C(L;T)isproportionalto

11



T5:33. However,thisbehaviordisappearsslowly asL ! 1 . Thissubextensive behavioris

attributed to correlationsbetween zero-energy dom ain walls.
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