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Study of J Ising Spin G lasses via
M ulticanonical Ensem ble!

Tark Celk'”, Ulrich H E .Hansn ann'”® and Bemd B erg'?#

A bstract

W e perform ed num erical sim ulations 0of 2D and 3D E dw ardsA nderson spin glass
m odels by using the recently developed m ulticanonical ensemble. O ur ergodicity
tin es increase w ith the lattice size approxin ately as V 3. T he energy, entropy and
other physical quantities are easily calculabl at all tem peratures from a single sin -
ulation. Their nite size scalings and the zero tem perature lim its are also explored.

The low tem perature phase of the soin glasses has distinct properties lke broken
ergodicity and the absence of selfaveraging, which in tum m ake their num erical inves—
tigation an extremely di cul task []]. For tem peratures below a bifiircation point, the
Soin glass con guration space is supposed to split 0 Into a num ber of valleys which are
separated by high energy barriers. D ue to the exponentially ncreasing relaxation tin es
B] encountered In canonical sin ulations, tunneling between these m any thermm odynam ics
states becom es aln ost in possble. Recent sinulations [] of the 3D EdwardsA nderson
model in a magnetic eld seem to support the mean el picture[|4] rather than the
altemnative droplt m odel [], but it can be argued that equilbriim at su ciently low
tam peratures has not been reached ] .

O ne of the sim plest soIn glass system s is described by the E dwardsA nderson Ham ik
tonian X
H = Ji38iS47 1)

<ij>
where the sum includes only the nearest neighbours and the exchange J'nteractjo%s Jiyy =
lbetween the spinss; = 1 arethe quenched random variables. The constraint  Jy5 =
0 is In posed for each realization.

W e present a new approach to spin glass sinulations which reduces the exponential
slow ing to a power lJaw and enabls one to sam pl independent ground states In one
sim ulation. T his is achieved by exploiting the m ulticanonical enssamble [11.
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The mulicanonical ensam bl can be de ned by weight factors

Py E) = ep[ EXE+ E)]: @)

E)and E) are to be detem Ined such that for the chosen energy range E, iy E
E 1 ax the resulting m ulticanonical probability density is approxin ately at:

Pmu(E) = Cmun(E)PM ®) const 3)

where n E ) is the spectral density. In the present study we take Epac = 0 ( @) 0
for E Emax) and Epyn = E° the ground state energy of the considered spin glass
realization. The purpose of the fiinction € ) isto give E) ! the interpretation ofan
e ective tam perature. T his leads to the recursion relation

& 4= E)+[E 4 E)IE 4)

where Epax) = 0. Themulticanonical function E ) is cbtained via recursive m ulti-
canonical calculations. O ne perform s smulationswih " € ), n = 0;1;2;::: which yield
probability densitiesP " € ) withmediansE? .. - Westarto wihn= O0and °E) O.
The recursion from n ton + 1 reads

8
% n(E) ork Erl;lledian’.
<

TE)+
MlE) = 025 hP"E+ 4)=P"E)] ©®)
or Efcgian > E Enni

mlgnr.) or E < ED, :

T he recursion is stopped orm with EM, ' = E ° being groundstate.

/]\3y vlgejghtjng wih exp|[ :E + ([E)E ) E)] cgnonical@cpecta}\tjon values O (A) =
z()' cOE@ME)ep( "E), wherez (') =  ;nE)exp( E) isthe particion
finction, can be reconstructed forall (the canonical inverse tem perature) . The nom al-
ization constant ¢, , In equation (3) Pllows from Z (0)= n@E)= 2",whereN isthe
totalnum ber of oin variables. T his gives the spectral density and allow s to calculate the
free energy as well as the entropy.

First, we sinulated the 2D Ising m odel by setting all the exchange interactions to
Jiy= +1onab0 50 Jattice. Figure 1 stem s from this sin ulation. F Inite lattice energy
density and speci c heat results of Ferdinand and F isher [B] were well reproduced. W ith
Z (0) = 2%°% ysed as nput, we cbtained 2:07 022 rthe num ber of groundstates. A fter
having this check, we considered the E dwardsA nderson soin glass.

W e perform ed m ulticanonical sin ulations of E dwardsA nderson spin glasses in 2D on
L? lattices with L = 4;12;24;48 and in 3D on L° latticeswih L = 4;6;8 and 12 [1.
W e investigated asm any as 32 realizations (having di erent con gurations of quenched
random variables J;; ) for an allest lattices and 4 realizations for the largest. Follow ing
an iniial2 10° sweeps, the them al averages were evaluated over 4 10° to 8  10°
Iterations depending on lattice size. 2 to 10 recursion steps of (B) were needed to reach
to an approxin ately at probability density (3).

Our emgodicity tine [ isde ned as the average num ber of swegps needed to change
the energy from E o 10 E, i and badk. In Figure 2 the ergodicity tim e for 2D is plotted



Figure 1: Ising m odelm agnetic probability density.

versus bttice size L on a logJog scale. A straight lne t gives £ L4 syeeps,
which n CPU tin e corresponds to a slowing down  V32@) | Here an exponential form
yielded a com pletely unacceptable goodnessof tQ < 10°.

The n nite volum e groundstate energy and entropy are estin ated from FSS  ts of
the orm f) = £? + V. For 2D these ts are depicted in Figure 3. Our groundstate
energy density estinate e® = 1:394 0:007 and groundstate entropy per spin estin ate
s = 0081 0:004 are all consistent w ith previousM C [L[4]and the transferm atrix results
1]. The reported groundstate entropy value translates into a large num ber of distinct
groundstates, r instance, inplies 111 10%* groundstates on 48 lattice.

Figure 2: E rgodicity tim es versus lattice size.

For each realization we also eyaliated spin glass susceptibility density 4 = hef i=N
and the B inder param eterB 4 = £ 3 hfi=hfi’ .Our results were consistent w ith the
previous evaluations fi].

For 4 lJattice we calculated the exact results by enum erating all2'® con gurationsper
realization and allquantitieswere found in agreem ent w ith them ulticanonicalevaluations.

N ext we com pared our perfom ance w ith m ulticanonical sin ulation to that of canoni-
calalgorithm . For 122 and 242 lattices we perform ed an identical num ber of swesps w ith
m ulticanonical and canonical simulations for each realization. For all realizations the

canonical tunneling rate is ound am aller than the m ulticanonical one. W hen tunneling is



Figure 3: FSS estin ate ofthe in nite volum e groundstate energy and entropy per soin.

concemed, although it strongly depends on the realization, an estin ated overall in prove—
ment factor 46 22 form ulicanonical sin ulations was cbserved for 122 lattices. For 24°

lattices we cbtained zero tunneling events form ost of the realizations in canonical sin ula—
tions and about 10 —20 tunnelings for the m ulticanonical. In view ofthe ergodicity tin es
we achieved, this is no surprise. Ik clarly show s the superiority of the m ulticanonical
approach.

D in ension is a param eter n our codes. No di culties were encountered in our in—
vestigation of 3D spin glasses and results were encouraging [B1. T he groundstate energy
density € = 17786 0:003 and entropy per spin s° = 0046 0:002 are consistent w ith
previous estin ates [[4]. For 3D we had a slowing down = V?>*@

Foreach realization we sim ulate two replica which di eronly in the disordered starting
con gurations of soin varables s. Spin glass order param eter g can be de ned as the
overlap of the two replica [{]

>,

A 1

q(”) = sis s 5)

1
N =1

To visualize the low tem perature behaviour, we show in Figure 4 the spoin glass order
param eter distrioution of one of the realizations on 8° lattice.

Figure 4: Spin glass order param eter distribution on 8° lattice.

Below the bifurcation tem perature one clarly sees ve con guration space valleys
which are ssparated by high tunneling barriers. T he m ulticanonical sim ulation overcom es
these energy barriers by connecting back to the disordered high tem perature states. The
realization from which Figure 4 is depicted had nine tunnelings between the degenerate



groundstates. For the Isihg ferrom agnet of F igure 1, the num ber of tunneling events was
118.

O ur resuls m ake clear that the m ulticanonical soin glass sinulations are very feasi-
ble. Physical quantities can be evaluated at alltem peratures from a single run. Tunneling
through the high energy barrers and sam pling of independent ground states becom e pos-
sble, which certainly are relevant enrichm ents for the sinulation of spin glasses. An
Investigation ofthe totalweight and the overlap pattem ofthe spin glass order param eter
m Ight yield invaluabl inform ation about their groundstate structure [13].
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