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W e discuss the status ofM onte C arlo sim ulations of (m ainly nite din ensional) spin glass system s.
A fter a short historical note and a brief theoretical introduction we start by discussing the (crucial)
3D case: the wam phase, the critical point and the cold phase, the ultram etric structure and the
out of equilbrium dynam ics. W ith the sam e style we discuss the cases of 4D and 2D . In a few
appendiceswe give som e details about the de nition of states and about the tem pering M onte C arlo
approach.

1 Introduction

Spin glasses are a fascinating sub gct, both from the expermm ental and from the theoret—
ical point of view '#7#, In the fram ework of the mean eld approxin ation a deep and
com plex theoretical analysis is needed to study the in nite range version ofthe m odel (the
Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odel, SK m odelin the ollow ing) . U sing the form alisn of replica
symm etry breaking® RSB) one ndsan in nite number of pure equilbbriim states, which

are organized In an ultram etric tree. Tt is fair to say that while m ost of the equilbbrum

properties of the SK m odel are well understood, much lss is known about the detailed
features of the dynam ics, although recent progresses have been done In this direction.

A crucialquestion ishow mucdch ofthis very interesting structure survives n short range
m odels, de ned n nite din ensional space. N um erical sin ulations are very usefll for trying
to answer this question, sihce m ost of the m ore peculiar predictions are for quantities that
isdi cul to relate to m easurem ents that can be perform ed In real experin ents.

Ourgoalw illeventually be to draw a m eaningfiil com parison of the theoretical ndings
and the experim ental data. In order to do that we willdiscuss them ean eld picture that
we have introduced before and a di erent point of view , the droplet m odel®’® . W e w ill see
that a com parison of the predictions of the m ean eld theory w ih those arising from the
droplet m odel system atically show s the appropriateness ofthem ean eld picture.

In them ost part of cases an interacting theory is form ulated by starting from a lim iting
case which iswellunder control. T hen one constructs som e kind of perturbation expansion,
but the features one nds in thisway typically sharem any features w ith the starting point
one used: onebetter starts from a good guess. In spn glasses there are two di erent starting
point that have been considered in the literature:

Themean eld approxim ation, which is correct n the In nite dim ensional Iim it.

The M igdaltK adano M K) approxin aU'on9, which is (trivially) correct In one di-
m ension and for som e fractal Jattices (eg. carpet lattices). T his approxin ation is the
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basis of the so called droplt m odel hereafter DM ).

It is known that the M K approxin ation gives results that are violently wrong from a
quantitative point of view when we go to a large dim ensionality space (In m ost m odels
the results are acceptable only in din ension 2 or less). For exam ple In a ferrom agnet the
M K approach does not detect the triviality of the critical exponents in din ensions greater
than 4. Usually the M K approxin ation grasps correctly the qualitative behavior (eg. the
existence 0of G oldstone m odes In m odelsw ith spontaneously broken O (N ) sym m etry) In the
low tem perature phase and from thispoint ofview it agreesw ith them ean eld predictions.

T here is no controversy on the behavior at the transition point in spin glasses is con-—
cemed In zero extemalm agnetic eld. C rtical exponents are given by themean eld in
m ore than six din ension and a (poorly convergent) -expansion predicts the exponents in
6 din ensiond®t .

O n the contrary In the low tem perature phase the two approaches In ply a very di erent
behavior. M ean eld theory predictsthat fora large, nite system 2, therearem any di erent
equilbrium states. T he droplt approach predicts that the equilbbrium state isunique, apart
from re ections. The two points of view drastically di ers in the properties of overlap: in
the droplt m odelthe value of the overlap g am ong two di erent real replicas ofthe system s
is expected to be a given number, whik in the mean eld approach it has a non trivial
probability distribution P (), which in the in nite volum e lim it has support In the interval
@ ;jau ) (@, stands for the m inimum g valie, gy stand for the m aximum g value). The
value qu coincides w ith the overlap am ong two generic con gurations In the sam e state,
which isdenoted gga (EA standshere forEdwardsA nderson). T he probability distribution
fora given sam pk P s () isa quantity that dependson the sam ple: it is a non selfaveraging
quantity.

This di erence In the expectations for g has strong in plications for the m agnetic sus-
ceptibility : in the droplet m odel In the lim it of zero m agnetic eld there isno am biguity In
the de nition of the susoeptibility and it is given by the relation

= (@ da): @)

In themean eld approach there are two di erent susogptibilities:

T he Iinear response susceptbility (g ) which is given by the zero frequency lim it of
the tin e dependent susceptibility (equivalently it is given by vardation of the m agne—
tization when an In nitesin alm agnetic eld is applied to a system In a pure state).
Tt isgiven by:

= (@ d@a): @)

The equillbrium susceptibility, ie. the derivative of the equilbrium m agnetization
w ith respect to them agnetic eld. It is given by the relation:

Z
eq = dgadl 9P @ LR (3)

®W e discuss the problem ofde ning a state in the nite volum e spin glass system in A ppendix (72).
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W ith very good approxin ation o4 is given experin em tally by the derivative of the
therm orem anent m agnetization w ith respect to the m agnetic eld.

In the droplet m odel the two suscetbilities are equal. In the mean eld approach we
have 1 r < g In the broken phase, while In the wam phase ggx = 0 and we get that
both susceptibilities are given . In the broken phase region we have o> (1 da).

The di erence of the two susoeptibilities is a typical prediction ofthem ean el theory;
Indeed In the rstcase ( r) the systam In presence ofan in nitesim alm agnetic eld must
be very sin ilar from that In zero m agnetic eld. In the second case system s at equilbriuim
In di erent m agnetic eldsm ay correspond do very di erent m icroscopical con gurations.

In m any cases num erical sin ulations have been extrem ely usefiilto discrin inate am ong
di erent theoretical scenarios and to discover the existence of possible non perturbative
e ects. Spin glasses are not an exosption to this rule, although num erical sin ulations are
much more di cult here than in the usual ferrom agnetic case 2. The main di culy is
related to the high value of the dynam ic exponent z. A Iready In mean eld z is quite Jarge
(4) and it becom es still larger in three din ensions (@round 6). This is very di erent from
usual ferrom agnets, where z has a an all value (close to 2), largely independent from the
system din ensionality.

M ost of the num erical sin ulations have been ran in three din ensions, where it ism ore
di cul to get satisfactory results we w illdiscuss this issue In m uch detailin the follow ing).
T he situation In two and four din ension has been clari ed by num erical sim ulations (for
opposite reasons: see lhter) n a far m ore com pkte and satisfactory way. A lthough the
behavior of nite dim ensional soin glass system s In presence of a m agnetic eld is very
Interesting unfortunately only few data are available.

In section (2) we use a few phrases to describbe the earlier generation series of M onte
Carlo sinulation: we w ill not have space to describe them in detail, and we w ill just draw
the main ndings. In section (3) we de ne the m odels, and give the de niions we will
use In the text. In section (4) we give a m Initheoretical review . W e start the buk of
our discussion by the crucial case of 3 din ensions (5): we discuss sim ulations in the high
T phase (5.1), in the broken phase (52), sinulations using three replicas of the system
(53) and o equilbrium dynam ic sinulations (54). W e discuss how the existence of a
phase transition has been m ade clar, and how one quali es the broken phase, show Ing
it is broken according to the mean eld RSB pattem. A fter that we discuss the case of
4D (6), where the existence of a mean eld lke broken phase it is absolutely clear from
the num erical point of view . The case 0of 2D , where one does not have a nite T phase
transition, is discussed In (7) to stress peculiar e ects and behaviors of Interest. In a serdes
of appendices we discuss about pure state (72), and about in proved M onte C arlo M ethods
(tem pering (6) and parallel tem pering (6)).

W e realize that there are m any very interesting sub fct that we have not considered
for Jack of space: we only quote the num erical sin ulations in H am iltonian In nite range
m odels w ith Ising, H eisenberg or spherical spins w ith interactions connecting two orm ore
sping37415; the w hole series of questions connected to non-H am iltonian system °; non-Ising
spins i nite din ensions?’; Ising spin glass at the upper critical din ension *8; chaos .n spin
glasses!® and quantum spin glasses??. There is surely much m ore that we are om itting,
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and we apologize.

2 H istory

T he papers by 0 gielskiand M orgenstem 2! and by Bhatt and Young?? start som ehow the
history of m odem, large scale sim ulations of nite din ensional spin glass m odels. T hey
both dealw ith 3D system s, w ith quenched random couplingsJd = 1w ih probabﬂity% .A
special purpose com puter has been built for running the sin ulations of*! : thishasbeen one
ofthem ilestones of the history of com puters dedicated or optin ized (as far asthe hardware
is concemed) for the study of problem s In theoretical physics.

Ref.?! deals with both equilbriim and dynam ics. T he best output of the sin ulations
is that there is a phase transition at T = 120 005, with = 12 0d,butifaT =0
power law divergence can be excluded an exponential divergence ofthe kind ’ exp (=T°)
(that is what we expect at the lower critical din ension, LCD , see Jater) ts very well the
data. The dynam ic sin ulations allow to estim ate a correlation tim e that assum ing a phase
transition scales ke (T)’ %,wih z’ 5. An exponential tto a LCD form works ne.

A lso a VogelFulther behavior ' gexp (T—FTO) wih To’ 0:9 tswellthe data.
Ifone assum es the existence of a phase transition the work of?? gives com patible resuls,
withT.’ 12, =13 03and = 03 02,butthe sinulations at not so high T valies

m ake thepossiblke LCD behaviorvery clear. T he spin glass susceptibility 4 isestim ated here
w ith two di erent approaches (two copies of the system or dynam ic correlation functions).
T he two possbilities of 3 being the LCD and of a K osterlitz-T houless lke transition are
com patible w ith the data.

In a Ionger paper O gielski?® m ainly discusses the dynam ic behavior of the 3D system .
He ndsthat for T > T, the dynam ic correlation functions can be described by a stretched
exponential decay, whilk In the cold phase one always detectspower law (@ typical signature
of the slow dynam ics ofa com plex system ). T he dynam ic exponent z tums out to be close
to 6. Again, one gets hints for dim ension 3 being m arginal or close to it. The dynam ic
behavior ofthe 3D m odelhas also been studied by Sourlas?*, while looking at dom ain walls
gives com patble resuls?®.

Bhatt and Young26 study the cases 2D , 3D and 4D , w ith a system atic analysis of the
B inder param eter g (and an accurate study of them alization). In 2D ,wih J = 1 (ere
there can be a di erence from the case of continuous couplings, since the ground state has
an accidental degeneracy: for exam pl is not expected to be universal) T. = 0. A ssum ing
apowerdivergencegives = 26 04, = 20 ©05and = 46 05.In 3D they study the
case of G aussian couplings, to Investigate universality. A gain one ndsthat the existence of
a phase transition is favored, but the LCD is very close. 4D appears as an easy case. The
critical region is clear, and one can easily get a rough but reliable estinate = 080 0:15,

= 30 d5and =18 04.

E rgodicity breaking in 3D has been discussed by Sourlas in?’.

T he work by Reger, Bhatt and Young?® uses the observation that 4D is a sin ple case
to m ake it a test case. Ref.?® clearly show s that the broken phase of the 4D system has a
non-trivial overlap probability distribution: things go exactly as they do in themean eld
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model. A fter ref. 28 one has to tum a triple som ersault In order to clain that the m ean
eld lim it is not a good starting point to study the realistic case of nite D dim ensional
m odels, with D lower than the upper critical din ension and higher than the lower one.

3 De nitions

W e give here som e de nitions that willbe needed In the follow ng. W e work in D spatial
dim ensions. T he linear extension of our lattice isL, and the volim e isV = LP (som etin es
we willdenote t wih N ). In themean eld modelN orV denote the total number of
lattice sites. Typically we work w ith Ising soins ;= 1. The Ham ilttonian is

X

H iJi;5 47 )

< i3>
where the sum runs over st neighbor on the D dim ension (sin ple cubic, where we do
not specify som ething di erent) lattice, and the J are quenched random variables. The

couplings J w ill be som etim es G aussian, and som etin es they w ill take the value 1 with
probabiliyy % (see text). The m agnetization is

m it )

1 X
v

1
In spn glasses it is not a very interesting quantiy, since by using the gauge invariance of
the theory one can show thatlm i= 0. Them agnetic susceptbility is

1—0p-
th 21 (6)

The overlap am ong two con gurations and at site iis

S @)
and the total overlap

. 1X ,

q’ v q’ @8)
i

where we w ill frequently ignore the superscripts by denoting i w ith g. T he overlap is the

essential ingredient for the study of a spin glass. Its probabiliy distrbution for a given

sam ple is

P, =h & oi; ©)

and averaging over sam ples one has

P@ PB@: (10)

T he B inder param eter has a crucial role in locating phase transitions:

5



1 i
g =3 EZ 1)
Tt scales as
g=¢ L T T) ; 12)

ie. at T, the B Inder param eter does not depend on L (asym ptotically for Jarge L values).
In som e parts of the text we w illalso denote it by B . T he overlap susoeptibility is de ned
as

g  lin Vi 3)
vl

T he spatial overlap-overlap correlation function is

Gij Mg ii=hii wgwii=hi wyi?; 14)

G 3 G ij . (15)

1 X
v

1
Som etin eswe will .ndicate G y with G (j) or G (x).

In our num erical sin ulations we m easure som etin es the non connected overlap-overlap
correlation fiinction %
G ) Gy 7 16)

i;3= @+ d;0;0)
w here the sum runsin a single, given direction ofthe lattice. From here one can forexam plke
de ne an e ective distance dependent correlation length
|

cd+ 1)

~( )4
d) cOQ

; a7)
that ford ! 1 tendsto the asym ptotic correlation length. T he connected overlap-overlap
correlation fiinction is de ned as

&9 o ¢ (18)

j
W e have m ade explicit the dependence of @j@ over g: one can select states w ith a given
overlap g and com pute the correlation am ong them .

At Jast an In portant toolto study the dynam ic ofa system is the spin-soin autocorre—

Jation function, ie.

%

C Eity) hit) it + O1: 19)

=1

1
A%



4 A M iniTheoreticalR eview

The aimn of this section is to recall the predictions of them ean eld approxin ation and to
clarify the language we are using in the rest of the paper.

41 SomeMean Field UsefiilResuls

In the mean eld theory the probability distribution of the overlaps averaged over the

disorder, (10), has a sn ooth part plus a delta function at gga - W e have already said that

the function P7 (q) uctuatesw ith the coupling realization J . In the replica form alisn 2 one
nds that

- 1 2
Py@)Ps @)= §P @) @ g+ §P @)P @) : (20)

This relation tells us som ething about the uctuations of the function P 5 (). It has been
recently proven rigorously by G uerra under very generalassum ptions?®. U lram etricity 30 is
another very interesting property, which we w illdiscuss in detail In sections (5.3) and (6.5).

A crucial property of the pure states is the vanishing at large distance of the connected
correlation function (18) am ong two states and . It is also evident that the correlation

@f{q) (15) depends on g. Itsvalue at j= 1 isparticularly nteresting, and in the case of the

modelswih J = 1 i isequalto the average of the socalled energy overlp:
1 X
% V h y+ lJy;y+l y:lL h v+ lJy;y+l y:lL : @1)

y

A Iso the asym ptotic behavior of the fiinction @;iq) for lJarge x is Interesting. By a tree level
com putation the authors of>! nd that

8
2 x PT? ifg= g ;

&L/ x PP H0< g< ga @2)
 x P4 ifg=10:

T hese predictions are valid close to the upper critical din ension, 6, and they w ill surely be
m odi ed In a num ber of dim ensions an all enough. In particular a system atic perturbation
theory 3 gives indications that in less than 6 din ensions

@)Eq: 0 s x% ; 23)
where istheusualcritical exponent com puted at the phase transition point. T he function
@fF 9 s Interesting also because it the m ost accessble by num erical sin ulations: one does
not need to x the constraint, but it can be autom atically in plem enting by starting w ith
two non them alized con gurations on a large lattice. In such a situation the system will
stay in the g = 0 sector for a very large tine m ore precisely for a tim e which diverges
when the volum e goes to In niy), shoe the two copies w ill typically approach themm al
equilbrium by relaxing in two orthogonal valleys.
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T he existence of a whole set of gdependent correlation fiinctions w ith di erent critical
behaviors is a crucial prediction of the mean eld theory. The usual overlap correlation
finctions which are obtained by integrating over the whole phase space are given by

Z
®, dgP (@ ®2 : 24)

T hese features are not shared by the droplkt m odel. In the DM the function Py (@) always
contains a single delta function (wo at zero magnetic eld, h = 0, because of the soin
reversal symm etry): ifat h = 0 we consider only one of each coupl of states obtained by
changing the sign of all the spins of the lattice DM tells us that the system has only one
state.

4.2 Coupkd Replicas

T he introduction of an interaction am ong replicas*3?? (ie. di erent spin con gurations
w hich are de ned in the sam e quenched couplings) generates a very Interesting phenom enol-
ogy. Let us consider a system oftwo replicas and , descrbed by the Ham ilttonian

X
Hy(; ) H(O)+Hs () i1t @5)

i

In themean eld theory one nds that the expectation valie of the overlap g am ong the
two replicas and foranall behavesas

g )=ga+A 7 26)

T he overlap correlation fuinction goes to zero exponentially wih a correlation length that
for ! 0 divergesas i.The non-integer power (less than one) In the dependence of g( )
over mplies thatj—qj: o= 1 and consequently the correlation length in a single phase is
equalto n niy. This divergence in plies that the free energy is at In som e directions or
equivalently that the system in the broken phase is always in a critical state.

In the same way we can add to the Ham iltonian a tem proportional to the energy
overlp, by w riting

P o
Hy(; )=Hs()+Hs() 114080 ° @7)

The two Ham itonians (25) and 7) Prpositive behave in a sin ilar way, but for negative
anall at zero magnetic eld they have a di erent behavior. In the case of (25) we end

up wih two states wih negative g, am aller than ¢ga . On the contrary when using the

Ham itonian (27) we end up w ith two states that have a sn all negative overlap. F inding a

discontinuity in g or ¢ as function of when using the Ham ittonian 7) and ketting ! 0
is a clear sign of the existence ofm any di erent equilbbrium states.
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In this section we w ill discuss the crucial, physical case of 3D system s. W e w i1l start by
show Ing how di cult these sim ulations are (pecause of the nature of the soin glass phase

and ofthe proxin ity ofthe LCD ), by discussinghigh T sin ulations (5.1). W ew illthen show

that there is a phase transition, and that i ism ean— eld lke (52), by discussing spatial
correlation functions, exact sum ruls, 3 replica’s simulations (5.3) and the ultram etric
structure of the phase space. W e also show that o equilbrium dynam ic sin ulations (5.4)

contribute to depict a very clear scenario.

5.1 Statics above T

W e have already explained why num erical sim ulations of spin glass system s are di cul,
and why the case of 3 dim ensions is probably the m ost di cul to analyze: in the whole
cold phase one has a very severe slow ng down (and m aybe even a diverging correlation
length forallT < T.), and the lower critical din ension is close.

The rstpossblk approach to thisproblem isto sin ulate the system iIn the wamm phase
35: one starts from high T values, where sin ulations are easy, and goes as close as possi-
ble to the point of phase transition (or to a T point w ith a very high correlation length).
O ne stops w here the correlation tin e becom es too large as com pared to the available com —
puter resources, or w here the Jargest correlation length in the system becom es too large as
com pared to the largest system on can sin ulate.

W ewillshow here som e munsdoneon a 64 64 128 Jattice, w ith couplingsJ = 1. Here
each spin is coupled w ith strength one to 26 neighbors (In order to m ake the system better
behaved at Iow T values). T hat does change non universal quantities like the value of the
critical coupling, but does not change the universality class ofa 3D system . W e always
ollow the (equillbbrium ) dynam ics of two replicas In each realization of the couplings, and
we ocom pute their overlap. For these equilbriim runs on a large lattice we have averaged
over two realizations of the noise, and we have checked that sam ple to sam ple uctuations
were under control (this is natural on large lattices at not so low T values). W e have ran
from half a m illion sweeps at the higher T values up to 30 m illions sweesps at the lower T
values of our runs.

In g. (1) we plot the overlap susceptibility 4 asde ned in eq. (13). The two curves
are here to give as the rst surprise.

In the curve on the keft we have tried a power t, with a divergence ata nie T.:

P (28)
K T T)
Thebest t, n the gure, isvery good, and givesT.= 327 002and = 243 0:05.0ne
can be happy, and believe she has exhibited the correct critical behavior, till then another
finctional form is tried. W e have tried the T = 0, exponential divergence

g’ A e(?—)p 1+cC; (29)
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Figure 1: The overlap susceptibility as a function of T, from *°. On the lft the best power the t, on the
right the best exponential t.
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that is a very natural behavior f we are at the lIower critical din ension. The t is in the
curve on the right, and it is again very good. So, we nd that a t that looks very good
does not give m uch inform ation about the nature of the critical region.

W e have also considered the correlation length de ned In (17). Also here a power t
to a divergence at a nite T, works very well, giving a value of T com patible w ith the one
we have seen before, and an exponent = 120 0:04. A lso In this case the exponential t
works very well (even better than the power t), and gives for the param eters values that
are consistent w ith the ones we found for 4. It is also Interesting to note that we have
tried a large number of ts, that all give a fair description of the behavior of the system
In the critical or transient region. Forexampla tof 4tothe form exp@ expB )) also
works very well.

So, the problem is di cul. Since the lower critical din ension is close (m aybe at zero
distance) it isdi cul to be sure that we are really dealing wih a nie T divergence. W e
w ill see that in order to be sure of the existence of a phase transition one has to be abl
to go deep in the cold region on large lattices®, and that usihg the tem pered M onte C arlo
m akes this goal far easier.

5.2 Statics at T, and kelow T,

The st resuls that have recently m ade clkar the existence of a phase transition are the
ones obtained by K awashin a and Young3®. W e w ill discuss these and the recent unpub-—
lished results by M arinari, Parisi and Ruiz-Lorenzo >’ . O nly after that we w ill discuss the
characterization of the cold phase38, by ignoring the tem poral sequence of the papers (it
tums out that by analyzing correlation functions and observables related to the P (Q) it
is easier to characterize the regine of Iow T as a m ean— eld lke regin e than to be sure
that there is a real phase transition and not only a T = 0 exponential divergence of the
correlation length in the overlap sector of the theory).

K awashin a and Young>® have studied a 3D spin glass on a sim ple cubic Jattice, w ith
coupling J = 1. They are abl to them alize under T. lattices of size going up to 16°.
T hey use a large num ber of sam ples (from 8000 to 2000 for the di erent lattice sizes), with a
num ber of sweeps going from 5 to 15 m illions: nine equivalent years of IBM 390 processor,
a good show of a brute force approach. In gure (2) we show their B iInder param eter g
(11) In the critical region. At T = 10 they can exhbi a statistically signi cant crossing of
the B inder param eter: it isa sn alle ect, but now signi cant at a few standard deviations
(two or three). It is Interesting to notice that the Iower T value w here they can get the 163
lattice to them al equilbbriim is T @™ 7 09T.: i is very di culk to them alize at Iow T
values, and we w ill see that tem pering is crucial for that.

One can also use the probability distrbbution of the overlap, P (q), com puted at the
critical point, to detem ine critical exponents. O ne uses the relation

P@=L"f L ;L @ T) ; (30)

PThe nite size scaling analysis of am all Jattices leads to am biguities very sin ilar to the ones we have
described here.
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Figure 2: Binder cumulant forthe 3D , J = 1 spin glass. From

for T = T, to estin ate the ratio —. W e show the result ofthebest t in gure (3): one
nds — ’ 03. The best determ nation of K awashin a and Young>® of the critical value of
T and ofthe critical exponents is Te = 141 004, = 17 03and = 035 0:05.

R ecent results have been cbtained i3’ by using the parallel tem pering M onte C arlo (6)
to sinulate the 3D EA rst neighbor spin glass m odelw ith G aussian couplings©. The use
of an In proved M onte C arlb technique has allowed to them alize lattices of size up to 16
downto T ®™) 7 07T, (@ large gain over what was possible w ith the standard M onte C arlo
approach). In g. (4) wepbttheBinderparam eter orL, = 4 and L = 16 (ower plot), and
forL = 8and L = 16 (upperplt). In both cases the crossing is statistically signi cant in
a whole sst of T values. It is also Interesting to look at the value of the B inder param eter
at the critical point, that is an universal quantity: the two casessofJ 1 and of G aussian
couplings give com patible values, close to 0:75. T his fact constitutes one m ore evidence for
the existence of a phase transition In 3D .

A fter establishing the existence of a phase transition in 3D , we will clarify Mmanly
after the sin ulations of>®) the nature of the cold phase. A ga, we are weighting here two
possiblebehaviors: the predictions ofM ean F ield theory w ith spontaneous replica sym m etry
breaking (eg. a Jarge number of pure states) and the ones from the droplt m odel (eg.
only two pure states). In order to try and solve this issue we w ill discuss here about two
m ain sets of observables: i) the behavior of the overlap-overlhp correlation fiinction when

° T hese sin ulations have been ran on the APE parallel supercom puter39 .
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the overlap is close to zero as a function of space and tin e; ii) the behavior of the B inder
cum ulant com puted on blocks of di erent sizes as a function of the block size and of the
M onte Carlo tin e.

Since i is practically im possbl to equilbrate very large lattices at very Iow T values,
a shortcut can help: one can for exam plk analyze the dynam ic behavior of the system
to get informm ation about the equilbrium structure. That is why we are discussing the
resuls of*® in this section and not in the section about dynam ics: here one uses a dynam ic
behavior together wih an ansatz on the rate of the convergence to equilbriim to get
equilbrium inform ation. In the section about o —equilbriuim sin ulations we w ill describe
num erical experin ents w here one is dealing w ith quantities that represent intrinsically o —
equilbrium phenom ena: here, on the contrary, we use o —equilbrium dynam ics and a
reasonable and veri ed guess about convergence to equilbriim in order to derive properties
of the them alized system .

So, one 3% sinulates large lattices to avoid the equilbrium situation: starting from
random Initial conditions one gets a value of the overlap close to zero, that stays close to
zero during allthe M C run (one needs a huge number of M C sweeps to start and form a
m acroscopic overlap on a very large lattice 3%).

Letusconsidertwo copiesofan in nite system . In practice one takes a system w hose size
ismuch larger than t}%l:azf : , where z (T) is the appropriate dynam ic exponent. T he overlap
g am ong the two copies at t = 0 is zero, sihce one selects two random con gurations, and
it rem ains close to zero during all the t, .x M C sweegps. In this way the local correlation
functions go to a nite Iim i and they are interpreted to be those of two equilbrium states
at g= 0. It is trivial to verify that in the case of a ferrom agnet (or m ore generally of a
system w ith a unique equilbrium state, neglcting re ections) one ndsthat

Gx! fp as x! 1 ; @)

where G, hasbeen de ned in (15).

Attin ety one quenchesthe system to T < T, and startsm easuring the overlap-overlap
correlation fiinction G 4 (t) ofeq. (15) (com puted now only at tin e t) at distance x and tin e
t. At a given tin e t the system is correlated up to a distance of the order of the dynam ic
correlation length (T ;t), ie. the correlation functions are statistically di erent from zero
up to this distance. T he dynam ic correlation length (T ;t) grows In tin e as

Tt/ €0 ; 32)

that de nesthe dynam ic critical exponent, z (T ) (in the pure Ishgm odelat T, z = 2, whilk
In the SK modelz(T.) = 4). In thisway we are trying to verify a power law increase of
the dynam ic correlation length in all the broken phase, for T < T.. z(T) can (@nd does)
depend on the tem perature T .

T he num erical data ollow very well the fuinctional form

14
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Figure 5: G; (x) against x in a dilogarithm scale (T = 0:7). The upper line is the result of a slow cooling
while the lower one is obtained after a sudden quench to T < T. (see text).

In a wide rage distance and tin e regions. Num erical data support this behavior in all the
region that hasbeen analyzed, ie. for 1 X 8, 18 t 16 and 03 Tc T T. In
all these sin ulations the value of the overlap, q, rem ains very close to zero (since the lattice
is Jarge enough as com pared to the observation tine). One nds that 38 5 T) "’ %, an
estin ate com patdble w ith the results of*% . For exam pkoneestimatesz (T.) = 625 030, in
good agreem ent w ith the results of?3 (z (To)= 61 03), theones ofi! (z(T.)= 585 0:30)
and the ones of*? (z (To) = 60 05). The exponents and show very little dependence
onT: orexamplkatT = 070 one nds = 050 0:02and = 148 002.

An e ective way to proceed isto takethet! 1 lim it at xed x on the num ericaldata,
by using the form (33). T his procedure gives consistent resuls, and one ocbtains in thisway
data that willbe tted as

AM)

X

Gxlt=1) Iim Gy () = (34)
th1
W e show this correlation function in gure (5) together w ith the extrapolated correlation
finction obtained using a cooling procedure. The power law behavior is very clear.
In themean eld fram ework it is possible to get analytic predictions for these decays.
de D om inicis and K ondor*® have used R SB theory to com putetheq g correlation fiinction

restricted to the g= 0 sector ofthe phase space, G iq: 9 one expects a power law behavior,
ie.

15



G0y % : 35)
XJ

So, there is a good agreem ent of the expectation generated by themean eld picture and
the num erical results: correlation functions in the g= 0 sector have an equilbbrium Ilim it
and decay lke a power law . These features could not be explained by a droplet m odel like
picture, where there are no g= 0 equilbbrium correlation functions, and the only correlation
functions of the theory eventually have to decay to a constant (the square ofthe EA order
param eter, %A ). Thisevidence is strongly favoring amean eld lke picture.

W hat we have been discussing in the last paragraphs concems ergodic com ponents of
the phase space. W e have shown that correlations in the g= 0 ergodic com ponent of the
3D system can bem easured, and that one can detect a power law decay, that is what one
expects from them ean eld theory. W ew illsee now that one can get even stronger evidence
that the stable states of the system are organized in a non trivial structure. Thanks to a
sum rule we willbe able to com pare3® the fi1ll correlation at distance 1 and the correlation
In theg= 0 sector, and we w ill show that they are di erent in the broken phase, forT < T..

In the case 0f G aussian couplings, by Integrating by parts the expression for the expec—
tation value of the link energy operator it is easy to cbtain

Ewk= @ G-1); (36)

that relates the expectation valie ofthe energy (that can be determm ined w ith high precision
from thenum ericaldata) to the correlation function (integrated over allergodic com ponents,
(24)) at a distance of one Jattice spacing.
T he value ofenergy iswelldeterm ined in the num erical sin ulation. O ne can extrapolte
to in nite tineby using the om E ¢) = E; + At @), The tworkswell: the exponent
(T) is reasonably large. One estin ates 38 that (T) = 0:44T = 22—(;5) This com pares
very wellamean eld com putation >34 based on the analysis of the interface free energy,
where one nds (T) 22&5) : one m ore quantitative prediction of them ean eld theory that
describes very well the 3D case. One gets a good estin ate or E; . This In tum gives
a precise estin ate of Gy=1 One nds that In the high T, param agnetic phase, the g= 0
correlation fiinctions equals, as expected, the full function, ie.

=0
Gfi_l)= Gy=17 37

where as we have explained we have identi ed the correlation function m easured at short
tin es w ith the g= 0 average, and the equality works in the warmm phase w ith a precision
better than one percent. O n the contrary as soon aswe enter In the cold phase the equality
(37) is violated: for exampk at T = 07 one has G.T,” = 0612  0:001 and Gy_; =
056 00l whikatT = 035G5,” = 0802 0001 and Gy-1 = 067 00l. Thisisa
strong indication that there are m ore ergodic com ponents, ie. that the replica sym m etry
is broken.

W ew illdescrbenow a last num ericalexperin ent that isalsom eant to detect a di erence
oftheDM scenario and theRSB mean eld approach. W ew illseethatagain aDM approach

16
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Figure 6: The logarithm of the Binder cum ulant for the box overlap versus rescaled ratio of tin e and
distance. Stars are for R = 2, hexagons are or R = 3 and asterisk for R = 4. The straight lne is only a
guide the eye.

is falsi ed from the num erical ndings. T he experim ent is based on studying the quantity
P (R ), ie. the probability distribbution of the overlap in a box of linear size R, ok .

In the RSB solution of the M ean Field theory the probability distrbution P (g ) is
Gaussian orR ! 1 ,% 1,while In a DM inspired solution it converges to the sum of
two D irac delta functions (one In + gga and anotherin  Ga ). A practicalway to discem
am ong the two possibilities is to ook at the B inder cum ulant. At tin e t the cum ulant for

block of size R isde ned as
0 1

1 &
gRit €3 A 38)

hyf i
whereg R ;t) isbuilt on datam easured aftertM C sweeps. >From standard dynam ic scaling
one expects

R;t) == (i) ; (39)
gy © 7

where f isa scaling function. In gure (6) we show thedata forT = 07andR = 2,3 and 4.

W e plot the logarithm ofthe block B inder cum ulant versus & , by using the exponents

tz
and z determ ined before from the behavior of the overlap-overlap correlation fiinctions
(ie. = 15andz= 83). The guremakesclkarwearenotdealngwih a function (that
would be characterized by log(g) = 0): analyzing the system on larger and larger scaleswe

do not nd a ferrom agnetic behavior, disoroving again a droplet lke picture.
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5.3 Simulktions with T hree Replicas

O ne of the potential advantages of using three replicas (ie. 3 copies of the system w ith the
sam e quenched couplings J) In a num erical sin ulation isthe possbility of investigating m ore
detailsoftheP () (Pbrexam plk by de ning new , di erent B Inder cum ulant like param eters,
and trying to understand if they exhibit a clearer critical behavior: critical exponents are
universal, but am plitudes are not). A 1o, as we w ill discuss in som e detail, working on 3
replicas helps in getting hints about them etric (or ultram etric) structure ofthe phase scace
30;45

Here we w ill introduce a B Inder cum ulant that allow s to observe a crossing of curves,
plotted as a function of T, obtained for di erent lattice sizes L : that strengthens the results
about the existence of a phase transition that we have already discussed. In the follow ing
(6.5) we will discuss a detailed study of ultram etricity in the 4D m odel done by using a
sin ilar approach . H ere we are discussing about equilbrium sim ulations.

Let ; and Dbethree replicasofour 3D spin glass: we w ill sin ulate them in parallkel,
using the sam e quenched disorder (and di erent random numbers for the dynam ic). W e
w illde ne three di erent overlaps that we w illdenote fqi;%3;0%39 or £q;q% g% In the rest
of this subsection Wherewe willm ainly ollow 46y

In (20) we have shown one typical relation am ong expectation values of the probability
distrbution of the overlap. These relations embody the ultram etric content of the m ean

el theory >®. Two speci ¢ cases can be w ritten as

1 2
hPF = SR+ 5h:fiz ; 40)

hP®i= %FH %@f : 41)

Recently G uerra?® succeeded to cbtain som e of these In a rigorous approach to soin glass
theory, proving the validiy of a set of such rhtions even for nite din ensional m odels
(constructed by sending to zero a m ean— eld like perturbation of the H am iltonian): these
results justi ed the num erical ndings of 38 Both (40) and (41) have been analyzed in
detail in “°: one nds anall nite size corrections, and a very satisfactory agreem ent of the
num ericaldata and the theoretical result in the in nite volum e lim it. A frer G uerra®® resuls
establishing the num erical validity of (40) and (41l) can be considered as a good check of
the them alization (and of the form al correctness of the com puter codes!).

Aswe said by running sim ulations of 3 copies of the system one can de ne m ore cu—
mulants, that can allow to extract m ore nfom ation about the system . Follow ing *® one
de nes

hmog3zces 0 hypocr3cpst
Boos ————55 7 Baw —a5p i 42)
i hofdi

and

18



0.08 [~ T

B x L=4
0.06 - o L=6
r o L=8 1
K - L=10 i
- L i
; L 1 =
a” 0041 15
0.02 — —
0 Loy | I I SR R B
0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 125
0.05 LI B e I E—— T T
x L=4

& L=6

0.04

5(b)

g
o 003

0.02

0.01\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
0.7 0.8 0.9 10 11

T

Figure 7: In theupper gureBg g versusT forL = 4 to 10 in a Jarge T range. In the Iowerone L = 4;6;8
and T 2 D:7;1:3].

h(ied  #3I)°i . 0 hig, g3 sign (@3))°i

—— B —

mps?i hps?i

w here gp3 is the largest of the three overlaps (in absolute value). O ne expects that standard
nite size scaling applies:

Bg g ; 43)

By = £ @ @ T); (44)

where we have used the symbol # to denote one of the cum ulants we have jast de ned.
B gqq @and B gqq tum out to have the sam e behavior than the usualB inder cum ulant based
on two replicas (see gures (2) and (4)). B 4 ¢ Seem s instead to show a clearer signature of
the phase transition: in gure (7) we show the L = 4, 6 and 8 data.

Let us nally quote som e prelin nary results about the ulram etric structure of the
phase space of the 3D m odel?®. One starts by m easuring, after each M C iteration, the 3
overlap am ong the 3 copies of the system , and ordering them I G axs Gy g @A G in - O Ne
de nes

. . .2
b P edd Zﬁm] . 45)
O ax
O ne de nes the Integrated probability (©> bg) by
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Z by

> by) , dbP () : 46)
In the am allly region one ndsthat (bg) decayswih a power law, ie. (o)’ by .For
interm ediate values ofly one sees a fast, exponentialdecay (o)’ e P°,whik in the large
by region (o) goes to zero faster than an exponential. One can also x by (for exam plk by
taking Iy = 005): (o= 0:05) decays as power law w ith the size of the system L. In an
ultram etric phase spaceP () isa function centered in the origin : these resu ks suggest that
ultram etricity holds in 3D . A Iso, the theoretical analysis of*®, based on the resuls of??,
show s that if the phase space ofa nite din ensional system is ultram etric than necessarily
equations lke (20,4043) must hold, ie. onemust nd the sam e ultram etric structure of
themean eld solution.

54 OutofEquilibrium D ynam ics

In the follow ing we w illdiscuss about out ofequilbriim dynam icsofthe 3D EA soin glasses.
W e do not have enough space to give m ore than basic Inform ation: we will be mainly
discussing the work by R ieger and cow orkers 404714849 that the interested reader should
consul. T he crucialpoints can be sum m arized In a few words. In rst num erical sin ulations
give resuls that are com pltely com patble w ith the experin ental results (conceming, for
exam ple, the decay ofm agnetization after sw tchingo an applied eld). A ging phenom ena
50 are clar. In second the m ost part of resuls are not com patible with the logarithm ic
dependence on tin e In plied by the droplet picture. A ginhg phenom ena tum out to be clearly
characterized by functions f (mi) and not, as the droplt m odelwould i ply, by functions
of Iog (*)=1og ().

O ne m easures autocorrelation functions at di erent tim es, and tries to detemm ine the
functional form ofthe powerdecay: we w ill see that num erical results can be well com pared
to realexperin ental results. T he rem nant m agnetization, m easured at tim e t after a sudden
quench (When a large applied m agnetic eld is sw tched o ), isde ned as

M (b C (0) : @47)

E xperin ents show a clear power law decay, ie.

M t T; 48)

where (T) depends on the tem perature. In gure (8) we show versus T (from 40. the
experin ental exponents are from Sy, m gure (8) are also the exponents (T ;t, ), obtained
by looking at the decay of C (t;t, ), or values of the waiing tine t, t. The data from
the real experim ent are from the ram nant m agnetization m easurem ents In an am orphous
m etallic spin glass. Even if there is a quantitative di erence am ong the num erical and the
experin ental values the data are very sim ilar we are discussing about critical exponents,
that are always m easured w ith a quite high uncertainty, often m ore of a system atic than
statistical nature).
T he autocorrelation function C (5, ) (19) can be analyzed In two di erent regin es:

20



03 r .

)\(T) o
A(T,10)
0.25 A(T,100) r=— R
A(T,1000) +—<— %
Experim. ~2—
+ x
B
0.2 + i
x
0.15 + R
0.1 r R
0.05 R

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

TIT
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The fully o equilbriim regin e W here there isno invariance under tim e translation),
t  t, °2. Theasym ptotic decay ofthe rem nant m agnetization that we have discussed
before isa sgpecialcase &, = 0).

T he quasi equilbrium regim e that the system reaches ort .

T he behavior of the autocorrelation flinction in the two cases is well described as

t @& gft ;

C Gt ) e et z : 49)
Thedropltmodelwould mply n theregion t  t, a behavior C (5;t,) (logt) =~ that
does not describe well the num erical data.

W ecan w rite (49) In a com pact form by de ning a scaling function f such thatC (G;t, ) =
t *f (=t, ). Thescaling fiinction f (z), tendsto a constantwhen z ! 0andbehavesasz **
asz! 1 : and x are the exponents de ned In equation (49).

T he prediction of the droplet m odel for the correlation fiinction is

C )= fogt) = g ) 50)
bg .= )

where and are the dropkt m odel exponents and isa tine scal. Also this ttums
out to be inadequate to describe the num erical data. T he naive droplkt m odel is de niely
2lsi ed from the o equilbriim dynam ic sin ulations (@nd from the experim ental data).
On the contrary m ean eld theory is characterized by power law decays.

It is also interesting to study the dom ain growth. One looks at the autocorrelation
function am ong overlps (see equation (15)). O ne de nes a dynam ic correlation length as
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&)= 2 drGr (6, ) : 1)
0

T he dynam ic correlation length, (), tums out to be described very wellby an algebraic
behavior () t,(T : , Where the exponent depends lnearly over T . In this case also the
droplt m odelbehavior () (logt; 1= tsthe data,with = 071 0:02.
Another interesting result hasbeen cbtained in°?. O ne com putes the ratio between the
regponse R (t;to)) and the tin e derivative of the autocorrelation function C (t;to) . If the
uctuation-dissipation theorem holds this ratio m ust be equal to the Inverse tem perature
, but In the general case ofa com pkex o —equilbriim dynam ics we expect®® that

R (Gt)
QC Gt
@to

On general grounds one can expect that the a priori arbitrary fiinction x4 ¢;t°) would I
reality only depend on C (;t9) which is the dynam ic equivalent of the overlap g. In this
case xg4 (@) can be Interpreted as the o —equilbrium version ofthe fiinction x (@) ofthe static
case®. Since at equilbrium g ! cga one recovers the uctuation-dissipation theorem (since
X(Ea)=1).

xg (610 = (52)

The 4D case is som ehow easier to study num erically than the 3D m odel. T he evidence for
the existence of a broken phase w ith a non trivialP (@) and ofamean eld lke behavior is
easy to achieve. Because of that the 4D m odel w ill be discussed here from two points of
view . In rst f willbe seen asthem odelwhere m evidence forthemean eld pattem to
apply In nie number of din ensions hasbeen established. In second i w illbe discussed as
the m odelwhere m ore di cult questions, lke the existence of an ultram etric organization
of the phase space, start to be analyzed in detail

6.1 Clse to the Phase Transition

F irst Bhatt and Young??72%28 noticed that in the 4D EA m odelone can locate T. wih a
relatively am all am ount of com putational work.

In 4D the curves representing the overlap Binder cumulant as a function of T, for
di erent size values L, cross very clearly giving a precise estin ate of T, (@s a function of
Increasing lattice size the cum ulant tends to zero from above in the wamm phase, and to a
non-trivial, non-zero valie from below in the broken phase: the T point where di erent L
curves cross isa good nite size estin ate ofthe In nite volum e T (). T he very clear crossing
(@ behavior sin ilar to the one seen in the SK m odel or, for the m agnetization cum ulant,
in the 3D Ising m odel) allow s a precise estin ate of T (T. = 202 003 for J = 1,
To= 175 005 for Gaussian couplings: see??2628 and the m ore recent sim ulations of°?,
done using the dedicated parallel com puter RTN 2°).
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T he value of the critical exponent tumsout to be quite an all @bout 0:8). Thisvalue
isnearly a factor 2 sm aller that the three dim ensional value and this in pliessthat on a nite
lattice we can go m uch closer to the critical point by keeping nite size e ects an all.

6.2 Belw the Transition

T hem ost Interesting results have been obtained by sin ulations done below the phase tran-—
sition point. T hem easuram ents of the overlap probability distribution P (g) can be done at
T < T, much easily than In the three din ensional case. Finie size e ects tum out to be
large (this is already true in the SK m odel, and stays true three dim ensions: it looks lke
an Intrinsic problm of system s w ith quenched disorder). T he variation ofP () as function
of the Jattice size (for L going from 3 to 7) is of the sam e order of m agniude than the one
one nds in three dim ensions) °%°7.

T hemm alization is faster here than in 3D and good quality results in a large region of
the broken phase have been obtained by using sin plem inded M onte C arlo techniques. T he
probability distribution ofthe energy overlap converges In the in nie volum e lin it to a non
trivial function.

The di erence In the crossing properties of the B inder param eter in our and In three
din ensions has clar origin. If replica symm etry is spontaneously broken, in the in nite
volum e Iim it the B Inder param eter converges to a non trivial function of T, g(T ). In the
mean eld theory°the fiinction g(T) forT < T, isapproxin ately givenby 1 4 (1 ) We
have de ned by the reduced tam perature, T%)' In other words g Lim, T, g()
is 1, which is quite di erent from the value of the B Inder param eter at the crossing point
(which is close to .3, as can be seen by num erical sin ulations of the SK m odelzz) .

W hen we go In less than 6 din ensions the quantity g starts to be less than one and
decreases w ith the dim ensionality of the space. W hen, by decreasing D , the value of g, ie.
the value of the B inder cum ulant at the crossing point becom es close to g , the e ect of
crossing becom es very di cult to detect 32. O ne also expects that g, becom es a non trivial
function ofD for dim ensions lower than 6.

T his behavior is related to the lack of scaling In the mean eld theory. Indeed the
function P (g) can be w ritten as

P@=FP@+ @ =x) @ en) 53)

w here the term P (@) does not contain a delta function at gga . The quantity xy gives the
probability of nding two di erent system s w ith an overlap g< gga . In mean eld theory
Xy Isproportionalto T, T : since a pure num ber is proportional to the distance from the
critical tem perature scaling is badly violated. O n the other end it was shown 3 that i less
than 6 din ensions scaling is restored and the function P (q) scales as
q
EaP @=L£(—); (54)

Ea
where g vanishesasa T T.J . At Jeast a partial veri cation *? of equation (54) has been
done by verifying that near T, the quantity gga P (0) does not depend on T .
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6.3 Non-Zero M agnetic Field

An in portant prediction of the mean eld solution concems the existence of a transition
even for non zero m agnetic eld. W hen the m agnetic eld is small enough i existsa h
dependent tem perature Tat ) (the de A In eida-T houless line) where the overlap suscep-
tbility diverges. Below the eld dependent critical tem perature the function P (g) is non
trivial.

It is di cult to study num erically the transition 1 eld in good detail 347890  The
function P (g) is symm etric around the origin at h = 0, and i is concentrated at positive
g values for non zero h. Ifh is too sn all and the volum e is not too large, one nds a tail
of con gurations w ith negative g. This tail disappears when increasing the volum e, but
com plicates the analysis 348, This region is relevant for the crossover behavior from
h= 0toh#® 0. Ifh isnot so sm all (for exam ple for an h such to lnduce a m agnetization
0f 0:15), the critical tem perature is decreased by a large factor as com pared to theh = 0
case (of circa 40% In the speci c case of m = 0:15) and in this low tem perature region
m easuram ents aremuch m ore di cult .

T he present data ®*%? support the existence of a transition: at low tem peratures the
overlap suscgptbility diverges roughly proportionally to the volum e and the function P ()
strongly uctuates from system to system . Studies of the system in presence of an ex—
temal eld (conjigated to the overlap) which couples two replicas suggest the presence
of discontinuities at = 0, but a relative lJarge extrapolation is needed for reaching these
conclusions.

Unfrtunately forh € 0 the values ofthe various B inder cum ulants (related to skew ness
and kurtosis) as a function of the tem perature have a rather com plx behavior, and i isnot
clear how to use them to locate the phase transition point. A Iso the theoretical situation
is very confiised: the renom alization group predictions for the critical exponent cannot be
com puted becauseno xed point hasbeen found ®3. T he resul is puzzling and no convincing
Interpretations have been yet presented.

W e believe that a m uch m ore careful study of the properties at non zero m agnetic eld
above and below the D e A In eida-T houless Ine is very in portant and the present situation
can be strongly in proved in the next future.

6.4 OutofEquilbrium D ynam ics

W e will discuss here, again (see (54)), an out of equilbriuim approach. In som e situations
that can be very helpfil we w ill see that in the 4D case we can even m easure Gga by an
o —equilbrium technigue). H ere one m easures the relevant quantities as a fiinction oftim e.
O ften they can be tted extram ely accurately, in a Jarge tin e w indow , by power law s, ie.
by a orm A + Bt ¢ : i this way, especially if the exponent C is not too sn all, one can
perform the t ! 1 Iim it quite precisely. One further advantage of the m ethod is that
one can work w ith very large lhttices. Taking a lattice size m uch larger that the dynam ic
correlation length allow s to m ake nite size corrections very an all.
In the follow ing we willm ainly focus on the relation between o and on equilbrium

regin es, by describing m ainly the work of®® . W e w ill see that it w illbe possble to establish
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strong links between the two regin es.

A sym ptotically an equilbbrium situation is reached by m aking t, large in the correlation
functions of (19) (so that the system is at equilbrium on very large tin e scales), and then
considering Jarge, but an all com pared to t, , m easuring tin es t. In this case we can expect
to nd power lke corrections to gga - W € can w rite

q () tw]ljml CEty)= gatat® fort 1: (55)

Here we are saying that ifwe wait a Jarge tim e the system w illbe equilbbrated on tim e scales
an aller than the waiing tin e. So if we m easure correlations up to these scaleswe will nd
that the autocorrelation function tends to a plateau that is exactly the E dw ardsA nderson
orderparam eter: fort’ t, therew illbe a crossover, and the correlation fiinction w illdecay
to zero. The m ost part of num erical sin ulations, done in a region of short waiting tim es,
were dealing w ith this second regim e ?1?3#7, cbserving a power decay to g= 0. Ushg a
large waiting tin e has recently allowed ®* to clearly detect the e ect in plied by (55).

One uses a large th 32 ratio. In these conditions the num erical data are well tted
by the form

— t
C(;tw)=(qEA+atX)C(a); (56)

whereforz ! OonehasC (z)’ 1 gz .One rstdetem inesthe rescaling fiinction C_(twi)
by tting the num erical data for the autocorrelation function at a xed valie oft @s a
function of t,; ). Then one divides away from the num erical data the value of C : the fact
that all the rescaled points, at di erent t and t, , f2allon a single, universal curve, is a test
of the fact that (56) was a correct A nsatz.

A fterthese stepsone can try to tthe scaling curve to a powerbehavior. T he num erical
date together w ith the t are shown in gure (9).

It is clear from this gure that for large t put still in the regine t,=t  32), the data
do not ollow a purepower t (t *) and there is a correction that can be taken In account
by tting to the form gga + at *. In gure 9 we also plt this second  t.

The best estin ates for gza as a function of T are shown in (10). T he dashed line is the
finction

To T
Tc

Ea (T) 7 (57)

drawn using the values obtained by equilbriuim sim ulations of the m odel®: T, = 18 and
= 0:74. The lne isonly a guide to the eye, but i coincides very well w ith the num erical
data, even far from T. (Wwhere we do not expect a priori that a sin ple power decay holds).

6.5 U lram etricity

Verifying the ultram etric structure of spin glassm odelsby num erical sin ulationsisa di cul
task. Even forthe SK m odel, where we know analytically w hat to expect, fully satisfactory
num erical chedks have not been yet ocbtained. Still, the question is very im portant: is the
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Figure 10: 4D EdwardsA nderson order param eter, com puted from non-equilbbrium dynam ics, versus T .
From ref.®®.
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phase structure of nite D m odels ram iniscent of the ultram etric organization of the m ean
eld solution? Cacciuto, M arinari and Parisi%® have discussed this issue in the 4D case,
and found a positive evidence, that we w ill discuss in the follow ing. T he interested reader
can read the interesting introductions and discussions of*%%°: mean eld techniques allow
advanced com putations about the ultram etric structure of the phase space337°,
A good introduction to ultram etricity for physicists is n °. Here we just rem ind the
reader that the usual triangular nequality

di;3 dpt dog3 s (58)

r

is substituted in spaces endowed w ith an ultram etric distance by the stronger inequality

di;z max dpidy) : (59)

r

In an ulram etric space all triangles have at least two equal sides, that are larger or equal
than the third side. An hierarchical tree is a very good way of representing an ulram etric
set of states. In the solution ofthem ean eld soin glasstheory one ndsan exact ultram etric
structure: states are organized on an hierarchical tree, and ifwe pick up three equilbriim
con gurations of the system and com pute their distance we nd an ultram etric trdiangle.

Reference #° is based on a constrained M onte Carlb procedure. O ne updates three
replicas of the system (in the sam e set of couplings), and constrains the distance of replica
one and replica two to a given value qj;», and the distance of replica two and replica three
to ;3 (that can be equalto gi;2). W e have three replicas, two distances are xed and we
m easure the third one, that we callg. For exam plk ifone xesboth values to som e fraction
of ga (In the case of*® to %qEA) an ultram etric structure would inply that g %qEA,
w hile the usual triangular nequality would only imply that g %qEA . Obviously the
choice of the constraint is crucial to obtain a sharp di erence from the usual situation of
an Euclidean m etric.

It has been possibl to them alize lattices of up to 8*. The com putation tums out to
be, aswe will see, very successfiil. The m ost serious problem tums out to be in the usual
nite size e ects: nite size e ects are serious in spin glassm odels, and in this com putation

they appear clearly. In order to be m ore quantitative we de ne the integral

qujn Z+l

T dg @C) &= P@ +  dg @L) @) P @ (60)
1 O ax
where q; i, isthem nimum gallowed (forus, Prexample, g = di;2), and Gpax = TEa - It
goes to zero if the system is ultram etric. W e plot I in g. (11) for the two choices of the
constraint that have been discussed i 4°.
For exam ple in the case oftwo equaldistances a very good best t shown In the gure
gives

™ 7 ( 00001 0:0005)+ (0:76 0:03)L%2t 004 . 61)

It is rem arkable that the mean eld com putations of 3¢ give an exponent of% r2%7,
for the deviations from a pure ulram etric behavior in a nite system . Not only one nds
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Figure 11: The integral I" as a function of L, in double log scale. T he lower points are for the case where
we have xed g,z = @;3, the upper pointswhere gi;» € ;3 (see the text).

a systam that for large L is converging to an ulram etric behavior, but the rate of the
convergence is very sin ilar to the one one can com pute in themean eld model. This is
one of the quantitative agreem ents that m ake the relation of the mean eld solution and
the nite din ensionalm odels clear and in pressive.

W e do not have enough space to enter in m any details about the 2D case®7/8/0970/71:72773774

W e willbrie y discuss the statics of the problam , the out o equilbrium dynam ics and try
to stress som e In portant points, like the nature ofthe T = 0 divergence.

7.1 Statics

A s we have discussed the orighal Bhatt and Young work 2 seem s already to shed a clear

light on the 2D cases (we willdiscuss 1n a few Iines recent doubts’?). For J = 1 ocouplings

one was nding a ckar signature fora T = 0 transition, w ith power law divergences w ih
=26 04, =020 O005and = 46 05.

R ecent transfer m atrix calculations’®, m ainly Jooking at the com plex zero structure of
the partition function, seem however to be opening doubts, supporting a correlation length
that would be diverging exponentially (see also our discussionsofsection (5)). So onewould
have that (forJ = lm2D) ' expff:) . The question does not seem to be solved at the
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Figure 12: 2D G aussian J spin glass: equilbrium values of the susceptibility depending on tem perature and
system size. In the upper gure the bare data, in the lower part the rescaled data.

m om ent.

Them odelw ith G aussian couplings J has been discussed in detail in 72, under the two
aspectsofthe T = 0 structure and ofthe nite T equilbrium . T = 0 hasbeen analyzed by
detem ining ground states thanks to a branch and cut algorithm . Under this approach the
authors ndy= 281 0002 (@nd since one expecty = 1 that gives = 356 02). A
M onte C arlo sin ulation isused to determ inethe nite T behavior. Assum inga T = 0 power
law divergence and using continuous couplings (W ith no accidental degeneracy) one hasthat

= = 0 and- = 2, kaving only one Independent exponent, say , to be determ ined. In
g. (12) we show the susceptibility from ref. 72, and the good nite size scaling behavior
obtained by using = 3#45.

By also using a detailed analysis of the Binder param eter g onegets = 36  0:02, In
very good agreem ent w ith the T = 0 result ory. Ref. ’? also give a quite precise estin ate
of the m agnetization exponentm; () ’ hl, = 148 001 (there isa problem since one
would expect = 1 vy, that isnot wellveri ed by the data). A Iso they study the chaotic
behavior one expects I spin glasses. A lso a very recent paper’® isbased on T = 0 exact
ground states, and allow s a determm ination of the sti ness exponent, that tums out to be
an all and negative, 0:056 0:006.

At last we note that Lem ke and C am pell’ have studied the 2D m odelw ith next-nearest
neighbor interactions and found signs of the possble existence of a spin glass phase.
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over 256 sam ples. T he error bars are an aller than the sym bols. From ref.’*.

7.2 Outof Equilibrium D ynam ics

W e will give here a few details about the o equilbriuim dynam ics In the 2D m odel, by
mahl llowing ' and *°. The main poits are m aybe that interrupted aging can be
observed in detail (since there is no phase transition the systam eventually converges to a
tim e translational Invariant regin €), and that again the predictions of the droplet m odel
do not t the num erical data. A s usual, the num erical studies are m ainly based on the
m easuram ent of the correlation function de ned in equation (19).

The rstresul, see gure (13) ), is that or waiting tim es t,, Jarger than a given value

oq the curves of the autocorrelation function, C (Gt ), as a function of t for di erent

%y, collapse. This implies that the system equilbrates. One can dentify o4 asthe time
necessary to reach the equilbrium situation (the regin e where the uctuation-dissipation
theorem holds). This is what is called Interrupted aging. The equilbration tin e grow s
when the tem perature decreases. For lower tem peratures the equilbration tim e becom es
larger that the sin ulated tin e and the situation is not qualitatively di erent from the one
three or four dim ensions.

T he correlation function, C (5;t, ), follow s em pirically the scaling law

t
CEt)=£(——=); (62)
& ( )

30



where £ (x) isa scaling function and the tin e scale, (§ ), isproportionalto t, ast, eqr
and reachesaplateau when t; > 4. In the Jatter regim e the variable of the scaling function

log (t) .
o @) that is clearly unable to

willbe twi . The droplt m odel suggests a dependence over
describe the data.
A Iso m easurem ents of the correlation length (4 ) give precise results. The tto a pure
algebraic behavior, / t@®),wih ’ 02T works well The dropkt approach predicts
)/ (ogty, )= , that here also gives a reasonable t,wih = 0:65 001 independent
ofT.

Appendix 1: On the D e nition of Pure States.

W e will give here a few m ore details about the problem of de ning pure states. W e will
use this notion In a physicalway, which m ay be di erent from the approach used by the
m athem atical physics com m uniy.

The basic idea is rather sinple. Let us consider for sinplicity a soin system with
nearest neighbor Interaction on the Jattice. Everything works ne for an actually in nite
system . W e de ne a state (C) as a probability distribution over the con gurations C of
the in nite system 9. A state is said to be a Jocalequilbbriim state (oraD LR state’®) ifthe
restriction to a nite volum e of the probability distribbution that characterizes it is given by
the Bolzm ann ormula.

A theorem says’® that any D LR state can be decom posed as the sum , w ith non negative
coe cients, of pure D LR states:

X
h i= W h 1i: (63)

P ure states are the ones for which the only possible decom position hasoneW = 1 and all
the other weights equal to zero. In other words the DRL states are a convex set and the
pure states are the extrem al states of this set. T he pure states can also be characterized
by the clustering property: In pure states the connected correlations functions go to zero
at large distances, or equivalently in pure states intensive quantities do not uctuate %77 .

T he proofs which are needed are very sin ple€ if one uses the appropriate m athem atical
setting 7. Hard problem s start when we have to show that this nice construction is not
em pty, ie. when we have to prove that local equilbbrium states do exist for the in nie
system . T he sin plest way we have to accom plish this task isto take a nite volum e system
and to show that the In nite volum e lin it of the Boltzm ann G bbs probability does exist
and it is a local equilbrium state. In this construction there is the freedom to chose the
boundary conditions of the system , that could lead to di erent local equilbrium states. If
theboundary conditionsare chosen in an appropriateway (€g. allspinsup in a ferrom agnet)
a pure state is obtained.

9% e use here and in the Hlow ing an nfom al language: all what we are saying can be phrased I a
precise m athem atical Janguage, but such a reform ulation would be out of place here.
°The only tricky point is to prove the clustering property for pure states.
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T his decom position Into pure states is well known. It was developed thirty years ago
for the case of transhtional invariant H am itonians’®. In the case of spin glasses (@and m ore
generally of other system w ith quenched non translktionally invariant disorder) things are
much more di cul. The very concept of a probability distribution over con gurations of
the actually In nie system needs extrem e m athem atical care. Just consider the exam ple
of a ferrom agnet at low tem perature in presence of a random quenched m agnetic eld.W e
know that fora nite, ]algge system , there is a m agnetization which isequalto 1, the sign
being the one of ht ;hi, provided that h% is a quantity of order of the volum e (@s
usually happens). Everything is clear! However if we want to consider an actu}g]]y In nie
system which is the sign of ht ? W e could consider the function s (L) sign i g his
but this lrads now here because ifthe h; are random variables w ith zero average, s (L) does
not have a lin  when L goes to in nity.

The real problem wih spin glasses and with other disordered system s is that it is
extram ely di cul to control the Bolzm ann G bbs probability in the iIn nite volum e lim it.
T he previous exam pl of a ferrom agnet in a random eld strongly suggests that such 1m it
m ay not exist, at least not In a naive way. Sim ilar conclusions are valid for soin glasses In
themean eld approach ?, and they have been confctured to be valid also ©r short range
glasses. Som etim es one refer to this phenom enon as chaotic dependence of the properties of
the system on the size’®. To dealw ith thisproblem di erent techniques have been suggested

(for a recent discussion see reﬁerenoe81) . Using di erent de nitions kadsto di erent resuls,
that potentially describe very di erent physical pictures '8780

A decom position into pure states of the Bolzm ann G bbs probability distribution for
an in nite system isonly possible if the Bolzm ann G bbs probability distribution exists in
the In nie volum e lin it and this doesnot seem to be the case ofm any disordered system s.
An alemative approach consists in m aking an approxin ate decom position into pure states
fora nite system ; this decom position m ust coincide w ith the usualde nitions in the case
where the In nie volum e lin i can be done without di culties (ie. where there is no
chaotic dependence on the side).

Let us see how one could de ne approxin ate pure states n a lJarge but nite system .
In thisway we are giving a di erent, but m aybe m ore physical, de nition of a state.

Let us consider a system in a box of size L. W e partition the con guration states in
regions, labeled by , and we de ne the averages restricted to these regions®?®3 . W e have to
In pose that the restricted averages on these tw o regions are such that connected correlation
finctions are an all at large distance x, ie. they go to zero faster than a given function
A L) such that limy, ;1 A L) = 0. In thisway we recover eq. (63) fora nite system . In
the case of a ferrom agnet the two regions are de ned by considering the sign of the total
m agnetization. There are ambiguities w ith those con gurations which have exactly zero
total m agnetization, but the probability that such a con guration occur is exponentially
gn all at low tem perature.

Physical Intuition tells us that this decom position can be done (at last for fam iliar
system s), otherw ise it would m ake no sense to gpeak about the spontaneous m agnetization
ofa ferrom agnetic sam pl or to declare that a nite am ount ofwater (at them elting point)
is In the solid or liquid state (also all num erical sin ulations gather data that are based
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on these kinds of notions, since systam s we can store in a com puter are always nie).
W e strongly believe that these statem ents do m ake sense, although their translhtion in a
rigorous m athem atical setting has never been done (as far as we known) also because it is
much sinpler (@nd in m any cases su ciently enough) to work directly in the cozy In nite

volum e setting.

W e assum e that such decom position can be done also in spin glasses (the contrary would
be highly surprising for any system w ih a short range Ham iltonian). T herefore the nite
volum e Boltzm ann G bbs m easure can be decom posed in sum of the nite volum e pure
states according to the previous de nitions. T he states of the system are labeled by and
they satisfy eq. (63). The function P (q) for a particular sam pl is given by

X
W W @; Q ; (64)
where q; isthe overlap am ong two generic con gurations In the state

This de nion of states is used only at a m etaphorical level. The predictions of the
mean eld theory concems correlation fiinctions com puted in the appropriate ensamble °
and ocom puter sin ulations m easure directly these correlation functions. T he decom position
Into states which is never done explicitly during com puter sin ulations) is an interpretative
toolw hich describes the com plex phenom enology displayed by the correlation functions in
a sin pl and intuitive way. W e could altematively de ne the function P (g) as

7, P
doP @o’ =

2s
ik=1N < ik >

i (65)

but this de nition would have m uch less intuitive appeal the previous one.

The two approaches, the replica analysis of the nite volum e correlations fuinctions
(and the results which can be stated In a sinpl and intuitive way by using the idea of
decom position into states of the Bolzm ann G bbsm easure) and the construction of pure
states for the actually in nite system , give com plem entary informm ation which can be hardly
com pared one w ith the other. In the replica m ethod one cbtains nform ation only on those
states whose weight w does not vanish in the in nite volum e lim i £ . A 11 Iocal equilbrium
states have the sam e free energy density; however the di erences in the total free energy
may grow asL ® . From an in nite volum e point of view all these states are equivalent,
from a nitevolum e point ofview only the state w ith low er free energy and the stateswhose
total free energy di er from the ground states by a nite am ount are relevant.

For exam ple In the ferrom agnetic case (n m ore than two dim ensions at su cient low
tem perature) there are equilbrium states which have in half of the in nite volum e positive
m agnetization and in the other half negative m agnetization. T hese states are invisble In
the replica m ethod because their weight (Wwhen restricted to a nite volum e system ) goes
to zero asexp ( ALY ) (special techniques, ie. coupling replicas m ay be used to recover,

fA s it stands this sentence m ay bem isleading because it could seem to describe the property of a given
sam e state when we change the volum e. A m ore precise (and also heavier) form ulation is the follow ing:
for each particular volum e the replica m ethod gives inform ation on the states (de ned for that particular
m odel) whose weight w isnot too smallwhen N is very large.

33



at least partially, this inform ation). In the replica m ethod the states are weighted w ith the
corresponding Bolzm ann G bbs weight and this weight can be hardly reconstructed from
an analysis done directly at in nite volum e.

A ppendix 2: Sim ulated Tem pering

In this section we w illdescribe the so called tem pering m ethods®? (see also the lecture notes
n®). In these m ethods the tem perature becom es a dynam ic variable. In particularwe w ill
describe the simulated tem pering m ethod 8 and a crucial variation, the pow erfiil parallel
tem pering schem e®%%7 . The m ulticanonical m ethods®®?®® have very sin ilar roots, and can
be also em ployed very e ectively, but we w ill not describe them here. These m ethods has
been used to sinulate very e ectively a w ide range of physical problem (see ®® for a list).

T he basic idea ofboth m ethods is to m ove In the tem perature space (@lways staying at
them odynam ical equilbrium w ith respect to a suitable probability distrdbution) to avoid
being trapped fro high energy barriers: the system change its tem perature, goes up to
the param agnetic phase and eventually goes back to the lower tem peratures. W ih high
probability In di erent visits the system w ill visit new localm inim a (if the phase space has
a reasonable shape).

Let us introduce the tem pering schem e. W e have the original phase space, that we
w il denote by fXg, a Ham iltonian H X ) and a new variabl m which takes M values
(fm g= fl;:2:3M g). W e extend the original phase space to a new space X g fmg. The
probability for a elem ent, X ;m ), of this extended phase space to occur is given by

P X;m) exp [ Hgxr ®;m)]; (66)
ZEXT
where
Hgxr X ;m) nH &) & (67)
and
HMox X
ZgxT exp [ Hgxr X,;m)]= e™Z (n): (68)
m=1fXg m=1

T he extended partition function is the weighted sum oftheM partition functions Z ( n ))
at gwven  ,and
X

Z(n) exp[ nHX)]: (69)
fX g

The , are dynam ic variables which willbe allowed to span a set of given values (eg. the
Inverse tem peratures that we want to sinulate) and the g, must be xed before the run
begins.

Ifwe xm, i is cbvious that the probability distrbbution for X is given by the usual
Boltzm ann weight with = [ .M oreover, the probability to nd a given value ofm is
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X Z(m)eg’“ 1

P ) P Xim)= = exp( mE(m)+ )i (70)
x ZEXT ZEXT
g
where f( ) isthe freeenergy at xedm ({e. pnf(n)= IogZ (n)).
Ifwe choose gy = n f( ) allthe di erent m ’s have the sam e probability, equal to

1=Zgxrt.Inthiscase Zgxt = M .

Now , we w ill com pute the probability of jum ping between two consecutive inverse tem —
peratures , and p+1 We are assum Ing that the ’'sarcordered: ; < pn+1< m+2 <
::2). The varation of the extended H am iltonian for a given con guration X is

H gxt = Ens @+1 @) (71)
w here m+1 n and E & is the instantaneous energy, E g H X ). Expanding
Gn+1= m+1f(n+1) near , we obtain
dg( )
Om+1 9(m+1) = 9g(nm)+ q
1 dg() 2 3
+ = +0
5 g2 ) (7)
— 2 3y .
- E(m) +5c(m) +O()I (72)
whereE ( , ) isthemeanenergyat , ,dg( )=d =E ( JanddE=d =C () hfi L.
By assum ing that E o Isclose to E ( ), the vardation H gyt willbe not lhrge ifwe
keep C () 2 = O (1). In this case we will have a reasonable acceptance ratio for the

swaps. This condition of is equivalent to in pose that the energy histogram s at , and
m+1 overlap.

At the critical point the speci cheat (C ( )) diverges as

CL; o0/ L~ " ; (73)
such that the condition on  reads

while in the non critical region C (L; ) diverges w ith the volum g, Ld, and

/ Lz : (75)
T he procedure used in the tem peringm ethod is com posed by two steps (we start the update
from & ; x)):

1. W e update the spin con guration X to X °using, for instance, the M etropolis or H eat
Bath method at xed (. W e can repeat this step a certain num ber of tin es before
going to the next phase.

35



2. W e try to update the inverse tem perature  to x 1 usihg a M etropolis like test: if
H gxt < 0 we acospt the change, otherw ise we acoept the change w ith probability
exp( Hegxr).

T his procedure satis es detailed balance. From the previous discussion it should be
clear that the m ost di cult part of the method is to t the g, to the values of the fiee
energies (on the contrary selecting the  set is not a very dem anding task). This can be
done by using an ierative procedure inside the sin ulating program : we change at run tin e
the g, values untilwe obtain an uniform probability for the di erent ’s.

A typical run done using thism ethod consists in:

1. Run a sinpl M etropolis algorithm In order to get a rst calculation of the fiee
energies.

2. Run the sin ulated tem pering and change, at run tin g, the previous values of the free
energies in order to obtain a constant probability on  ’s.

3. Run the equilbrium simulations, wih xed g, , and m easure the Interesting observ—
ables.

A ppendix 3: Parallel Tem pering

A great in provem ent to the previous m ethod is the parallel tem pering m ethod @ T ) 8687,
T he great advantage is that in this case we do not need to com pute the partial free energies.
In the tem pering m ethod we have only had one system and a sst of M tem peratures: the
soin systam was changing s T value. In the PT method we have N system and N ’'s:
we will try to swap the con gurations w ith two di erent tem peratures. So, we w illalways
have a system In a given tem perature of our set.

Now we have N Inverse tem peratures ( 1;:::; y ) and N non-interacting real replicas:
the phase space isgiven by fX g= fX1g ::: fX; g. T hepartition finction ofthe system
reads

W
Zgxt = Z (1) (76)

and, as usual,

Z(41)= exp [ H X3 : (77)
X ig
In the PT m ethod the new phase space is the direct product of the replicated original ones
whil in the tem pering one it is the direct sum (that is why we needed weights for the
di erent term s of the sum ).
For a given st of 's, (1525 n ), the probability of pidking a con guration X =
C1;:5Cy ) is
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1 2l
PXj;1iu5 n)= exp H Cy) o (78)
ZEXT =1

W e will de ne a M arkov process for this extended system . To do this we need to de ne
a transition probability matrix W X ; ;X o; D) (that is the conditioned probability to ex—
change X and X ? without changing the ’s: ie. initially we have two system (X ; ) and
® % 9 and we try to change to the situation ® % ) and ® ; 9). The detailed balance
condiion for this system reads

P ( D G X ; % W 2%
.. . L0l e s O
’,X ’X, 14 14 4 ,) 14 O{X 144 ) . (79)

U sing equation (78) we nally cbtain

W x; x% 9

g ;X;O)=exp( )i (80)

w here

=(°% HYyax) HE: @81)

W e can use a M etropolis Iike test: if < 0 we accept the change, otherw ise we update w ith

probability exp ().
T he procedure for the PT m ethod is then:

1. Update Independently the N replicas using a standard M C m ethod sim ulating the
usual canonical ensem ble.

2. Try toexchange X ; )and X% 9.Acoeptthechange if < 0and,if > 0, change
w ith probability exp (). Rejct otherw ise.

It ispossbl to show that m+1 n Scales exactly like in the tem pering m ethod
(see (74) and (75)).
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