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Study of�J Ising Spin G lassesvia

M ulticanonicalEnsem ble�

Tarik Celik1;2,Ulrich H.E.Hansm ann1;3 and Bernd Berg1;3;4

A bstract

W eperform ed num ericalsim ulationsof2D and 3D Edwards-Anderson spin glass

m odels by using the recently developed m ulticanonicalensem ble. O ur ergodicity

tim esincrease with the lattice size approxim ately asV 3. The energy,entropy and

otherphysicalquantitiesareeasily calculableatalltem peraturesfrom a singlesim -

ulation.Their�nitesizescalingsand thezero tem peraturelim itsarealso explored.

The low tem perature phase ofthe spin glasses has distinct properties like broken

ergodicity and the absence ofself-averaging,which in turn m ake their num ericalinves-

tigation an extrem ely di� culttask [1]. Fortem peraturesbelow a bifurcation point,the

spin glasscon� guration space issupposed to splito� into a num berofvalleyswhich are

separated by high energy barriers. Due to the exponentially increasing relaxation tim es

[2]encountered in canonicalsim ulations,tunneling between thesem any therm odynam ics

statesbecom es alm ostim possible. Recent sim ulations [3]ofthe 3D Edwards-Anderson

m odelin a m agnetic � eld seem to support the m ean � eld picture [4]rather than the

alternative droplet m odel[5],but it can be argued that equilibrium at su� ciently low

tem peratureshasnotbeen reached [6].

Oneofthesim plestspin glasssystem sisdescribed by theEdwards-Anderson Ham il-

tonian

H = �

X

< ij>

Jijsisj; (1)

where thesum includesonly thenearestneighboursand theexchange interactionsJij =

�1between thespinssi= �1arethequenched random variables.Theconstraint
P
Jij =

0 isim posed foreach realization.

W e presenta new approach to spin glasssim ulations which reduces the exponential

slowing to a power law and enables one to sam ple independent ground states in one

sim ulation.Thisisachieved by exploiting them ulticanonicalensem ble [7].
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Them ulticanonicalensem ble can bede� ned by weightfactors

PM (E ) = exp[��(E )E + �(E )]: (2)

�(E )and �(E )areto bedeterm ined such thatforthe chosen energy rangeEm in � E �

E m ax theresulting m ulticanonicalprobability density isapproxim ately 
 at:

Pm u(E ) = cm u n(E )PM (E ) � const (3)

where n(E ) is the spectraldensity. In the present study we take E m ax = 0 (�(E )� 0

for E � E m ax) and E m in = E 0 the ground state energy ofthe considered spin glass

realization.The purposeofthe function �(E )isto give �(E )� 1 theinterpretation ofan

e� ectivetem perature.Thisleadsto therecursion relation

�(E � 4) = �(E )+ [�(E � 4)� �(E )]E (4)

where �(E m ax)= 0 . The m ulticanonicalfunction �(E )isobtained via recursive m ulti-

canonicalcalculations.One perform ssim ulationswith �n(E ),n = 0;1;2;:::,which yield

probabilitydensitiesP n(E )with m ediansE n
m edian.W estarto� with n = 0and �0(E )� 0.

Therecursion from n to n + 1 reads

�
n+ 1

(E ) =

8

>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>:

�n(E ) forE � E n
m edian;

�n(E )+

0:25� ln[P n(E + 4)=P n(E )]

for E n
m edian > E � E n

m in;

�n+ 1(E n
m in) for E < E n

m in :

(5)

Therecursion isstopped form with E
m � 1

m in = E 0 being groundstate.

By weighting with exp[� �̂E + �(E )E � �(E )]canonicalexpectation valuesO (̂�) =

Z(�̂)� 1
P

E O (E )n(E )exp(� �̂E ),where Z (̂�) =
P

E n(E )exp(� �̂E ) is the partition

function,can bereconstructed forall�̂ (thecanonicalinversetem perature).Thenorm al-

ization constantcm u in equation (3)followsfrom Z(0)=
P

E n(E )= 2N ,where N isthe

totalnum berofspin variables.Thisgivesthespectraldensity and allowsto calculatethe

freeenergy aswellastheentropy.

First,we sim ulated the 2D Ising m odelby setting allthe exchange interactions to

Jij = +1 on a 50� 50 lattice.Figure1 stem sfrom thissim ulation.Finitelatticeenergy

density and speci� cheatresultsofFerdinand and Fisher[8]werewellreproduced.W ith

Z(0)= 22500 used asinput,weobtained 2:07� 0:22forthenum berofgroundstates.After

having thischeck,weconsidered theEdwards-Anderson spin glass.

W eperform ed m ulticanonicalsim ulationsofEdwards-Anderson spin glassesin 2D on

L2 lattices with L = 4;12;24;48 and in 3D on L3 lattices with L = 4;6;8 and 12 [9].

W e investigated asm any as32 realizations(having di� erentcon� gurationsofquenched

random variablesJij )forsm allestlatticesand 4 realizationsforthe largest. Following

an initial2� 105 sweeps,the therm alaverages were evaluated over 4� 105 to 8� 106

iterationsdepending on lattice size. 2 to 10 recursion stepsof(5)were needed to reach

to an approxim ately 
 atprobability density (3).

Ourergodicity tim e �eL isde� ned asthe average num berofsweepsneeded to change

theenergy from E m ax to E m in and back.In Figure2 theergodicity tim efor2D isplotted



Figure1:Ising m odelm agneticprobability density.

versus lattice size L on a log-log scale. A straight line � t gives �eL � L4:4(3) sweeps,

which in CPU tim e correspondsto a slowing down � V 3:2(2). Here an exponentialform

yielded a com pletely unacceptablegoodnessof� tQ < 10� 6.

The in� nite volum e groundstate energy and entropy are estim ated from FSS � ts of

the form f0L = f0
1
+ c=V . For2D these � tsare depicted in Figure 3. Ourgroundstate

energy density estim ate e0 = �1:394� 0:007 and groundstate entropy perspin estim ate

s0 = 0:081� 0:004areallconsistentwith previousM C [10]and thetransferm atrix results

[11]. The reported groundstate entropy value translatesinto a large num berofdistinct

groundstates,forinstance,im plies1:1� 1081 groundstateson 482 lattice.

Figure2:Ergodicity tim esversuslatticesize.

Foreach realization we also evaluated spin glasssusceptibility density �q = hq2i=N

and theBinderparam eterB q =
1

2

h

3� hq4i=hq2i
2
i

.Ourresultswereconsistentwith the

previousevaluations[1].

For42 latticewecalculated theexactresultsby enum erating all216 con� gurationsper

realization andallquantitieswerefound inagreem entwith them ulticanonicalevaluations.

Nextwecom pared ourperform ancewith m ulticanonicalsim ulation to thatofcanoni-

calalgorithm .For122 and 242 latticesweperform ed an identicalnum berofsweepswith

m ulticanonicaland canonicalsim ulations for each realization. For allrealizations the

canonicaltunneling rateisfound sm allerthan them ulticanonicalone.W hen tunneling is



Figure3:FSS estim ateofthein� nitevolum egroundstateenergy and entropy perspin.

concerned,although itstrongly dependson therealization,an estim ated overallim prove-

m entfactor46� 22 form ulticanonicalsim ulationswasobserved for122 lattices.For242

latticesweobtained zerotunnelingeventsform ostoftherealizationsin canonicalsim ula-

tionsand about10 -20 tunnelingsforthem ulticanonical.In view oftheergodicity tim es

we achieved,this is no surprise. It clearly shows the superiority ofthe m ulticanonical

approach.

Dim ension is a param eter in our codes. No di� culties were encountered in our in-

vestigation of3D spin glassesand resultswere encouraging [9]. The groundstate energy

density e0 = �1:786� 0:003 and entropy perspin s0 = 0:046� 0:002 areconsistentwith

previousestim ates[12].For3D wehad a slowing down � V 3:4(2).

Foreach realization wesim ulatetworeplicawhich di� eronlyin thedisordered starting

con� gurations ofspin variables si. Spin glass order param eter q can be de� ned as the

overlap ofthetwo replica [2]

q(�̂) =
1

N

NX

i= 1

s
1

is
2

i: (5)

To visualize the low tem perature behaviour,we show in Figure 4 the spin glass order

param eterdistribution ofoneoftherealizationson 83 lattice.

Figure4:Spin glassorderparam eterdistribution on 83 lattice.

Below the bifurcation tem perature one clearly sees � ve con� guration space valleys

which areseparated by high tunneling barriers.Them ulticanonicalsim ulation overcom es

theseenergy barriersby connecting back to thedisordered high tem peraturestates.The

realization from which Figure 4 isdepicted had nine tunnelingsbetween the degenerate



groundstates.FortheIsing ferrom agnetofFigure1,thenum beroftunneling eventswas

118.

Ourresultsm ake clearthatthe m ulticanonicalspin glasssim ulationsare very feasi-

ble.Physicalquantitiescan beevaluated atalltem peraturesfrom asinglerun.Tunneling

through thehigh energy barriersand sam pling ofindependentground statesbecom epos-

sible,which certainly are relevant enrichm ents for the sim ulation ofspin glasses. An

investigation ofthetotalweightand theoverlap pattern ofthespin glassorderparam eter

m ightyield invaluableinform ation abouttheirgroundstatestructure[13].
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