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R evisiting the T heory ofFinite Size Scaling in D isordered System s:

� C an B e Less T han 2/d

FerencP�azm �andi,Richard T.Scalettarand G ergely T.Zim �anyi

Physics Departm ent,University ofCalifornia,Davis,CA 95616

For phase transitions in disordered system s,an exact theorem provides a bound on the �nite

size correlation length exponent: �F S � 2=d. It is believed that the true criticalexponent� ofa

disorderinduced phasetransition satis�esthesam ebound.W earguethatin disordered system sthe

standard averagingintroducesanoise,and acorrespondingnew diverginglength scale,characterized

by �F S = 2=d.Thislength scale,however,isindependentofthesystem ’sown correlation length �.

Therefore � can be less than 2=d. W e illustrate these ideason two exactexam ples,with � < 2=d.

W epropose a new m ethod ofdisorderaveraging,which achievesa rem arkable noise reduction,and

thusisable to capture the true exponents.

PACS num bers:75.10.Nr,75.40.M g,05.70.Fh,72.15.Rn

Using a very generalform ulation, Ref.[1]presented

an exact theorem ,which puts constraints on the �nite

size correlation length exponent �F S ofa large class of

disordered system s: �F S � 2=d,where d is the dim en-

sion. This relation is often referred to as the quantum

Harriscriterion [2].W hilem any investigationsfound ex-

ponents in accordance with this bound,there is an in-

creasing num ber ofresults in contradiction with it. In

particular,in a m odelforchargedensity wavesexactcal-

culationsyielded �= 1=2 below fourdim ensions[3],and

num ericalstudieson 2d disordered Bose-Hubbard m od-

els found � ’ 0:7 [4]. Experim entally the Bose glass

transition ofhelium in aerogel[5],and the localization

transition in doped sem iconductors [6]seem to violate

thisbound. In thispaperwe argue thatthe �F S � 2=d

constraint is characteristic only to the m ethod used to

carry outthe disorderaverage,and the true exponent�

isindependentofthisbound.

Tostartourconsiderationsofrandom sytem s,wechose

thesam etypeofdisorderused byRef.[1]:abinarydistri-

bution for,say,a disordered siteenergy.Typically,phys-

icalquantitiesare calculated by averaging overdi�erent

disorderrealizations. Forcalculationalconvenience,the

standard m ethod isanalogousto the \grand canonical"

approach: im purities are put on each site with a given

probability,p, and the averaging is carried out for all

possible concentration ofim puritiesand theircon�gura-

tions. An alternative m ethod, which could be term ed

the \canonical" approach,keeps the num ber ofim puri-

ties�xed,and theaverageistaken only overthepossible

con�gurations ofthese im purities. For in�nite system s

the two m ethods are equivalent. The density 
uctua-

tionsin thegrand canonicalm ethod,however,introduce

an extra noise. This noise vanishes in the in�nite sys-

tem ,butitm ay altertheresultsofthe�nitesizescaling.

The\canonicalaveraging"strongly reducesthisnoiseby

excluding density 
uctuations.

W e now argue that the bound obtained in Ref.[1]is

only generated by the noise introduced by the \grand

canonicalaveraging". Di�erent choices, such as using

\canonicalaveraging",produce di�erent bounds. The

theorem of Ref. [1] considers a random system where

a phase transition is induced by changing the concen-

tration K ofsite (or bond) im purities. Let Y be any

eventdepending on disorderrealizationsin a �nite vol-

um e,with probability P (K ).ThisP (K )iscalculated by

averaging overalldisordered con�gurations,and select-

ing those com patible with Y . Averaging is perform ed

in the \grand canonical" way,since 
uctuations in the

density ofim purities are allowed. From these prem ises

theexactstatem entjdP (K )=dK j � const:
p
N follows,

where N is the system size. A closer look at the proof

reveals that this result is derived solely from the con-

centration 
uctuationsofthe im purities,which were ex-

ternally introduced in the averaging process(see the last

equation ofthe proofin Ref.[1]). Thus the bound on

jdP (K )=dK jdoes not relate to the intrinsic properties

ofthe system under investigation. It only re
ects the

\resolution"ofthe\grand-canonicalaveraging".In other

words,becauseofthepresenceofthedensity
uctuations,

them inim alresolvablechangein K isdK / 1=
p
N .The

probability P can changeatm ostO (1),im m ediately ex-

plaining the abovebound.

O n the otherhand,ifone uses\canonicalaveraging",

then the above inequality does not apply. For,in con-

trast to the previous case,the num ber ofim purities is

now wellde�ned.In the presentbinary exam ple,the re-

solvable change ofK is bounded only by its m inim um

allowed increm ent,1=N . Hence,jdP (K )=dK j � N :

Along thelinesofRef.[1],theinequality �F S � 1=d now

follows.Asbefore,thisinequality ischaracteristicofthe

\canonicalaveraging" only,and doesnotim poseany re-

striction on the true exponent� ofthe physicalsystem .

The physicalreason behind this is that both averaging

procedures introduce a new characteristic length scale,

which has the potentialto obscure the true correlation

length ofthe physicalsystem .

Itis also im portantto note thatthe assum ption ofa
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binary disorderplaysa crucialrolein deriving theabove

bounds. For continuous distributions they do not nec-

essarily apply. To see this,consider the following sim -

ple exam ple, m otivated by the quantum phase transi-

tion between thesocalled M ott-Insulatorand Bose-G lass

phases, which takes place in interacting bose system s

with site disorder. At this transition the renorm aliza-

tion group 
owsarecontrolled by a �xed pointwith zero

hopping strength [7],thusthesystem reducesto a collec-

tion ofindependentsiteswith random energies.Letthe

distribution ofthe site energy �2 [0;K ]be

P (�)=
�+ 1

K �+ 1

�

K � �
��
; (1)

whith � > � 1. W e generate N independent �i (i =

1;:::;N ) from the above distribution. W e de�ne the

�nite-sizeeventY tooccur,when all�i’saresm allerthen

a given value � 2 (0;K ]. W e �x the value of�, and

drive the transition by changing K . Asrequired by the

theorem of[1],theprobability P ofY happening is�nite

atthe criticalvalue ofthe disorder,K c = �. Itgoesto

zero exponentially with the system size N for K > K c.

Close to the transition,for� = (K � Kc)=K c � 1,this

probability is

P (N ;�)’ e
� N �

�+ 1

: (2)

A characteristic length scale �f can be now de�ned as

a function of�. It is determ ined from the system size

as N f = �df,where P (N f;�)=P (N f;0) � 1=e. De�ning

a criticalexponentas�f / �� �F S one arrivesat�F S =

(�+ 1)=d. For � < 1,� F S is less than 2=d. W hile we

considered a concrete exam ple,we em phasize that this

resultcan be relevantfor any transition driven by local

singularitiesin the action.

M otivated by theaboveobservations,wenow attem pt

toconstructam odi�ed �nitesizescalingprocedure,which

does have the potentialto access the true exponents of

the system . The centerpiece ofourargum entisthe fol-

lowing observation.Ifthe distribution ofthe disorderis

given in an analytic form ,thatuniquely determ inesK c,

thecriticalvalueofthecontrolparam eterforthein�nite

system . However,any given disorderrealization in a �-

nitesystem could havebeen generated from disorderdis-

tributionswith arangeofparam eters,correspondingtoa

rangeofK c values.In otherwords,itisunclearwhich in-

�nite system ’s�nite sizerealization did one sim ulate.A

distribution ischaracterized com pletely by itsm om ents.

Typically,K c islinked to som eofthesem om ents,forin-

stancethe dispersion.Fora �nite system ofsizeN ,this

dispersion isdeterm ined only with a relativeuncertainty

ofO (1=
p
N ). Therefore there isa range ofdistribution

param eterswhich are com patible with the speci�c real-

ization,and thuscould havegenerated it.Thisraisesthe

problem ,which K c to usein a �nitesizescaling analysis.

The standard procedure answers this question by as-

sum ing thatonecan usea singleK c forallsam plesgen-

erated from the sam e distribution. However,the above

argum ent suggests that the very sam e sam ple m ay be

therealization ofdistributionswith di�erentparam eters,

leading to an inherentnoise in the procedure,sim ilarto

theaboveconsidered binary exam ples.In orderto avoid

such a built-in noise,we now propose a m odi�ed �nite

size scaling procedure for disordered system s. W e sug-

gestthatforeach disorderrealization oneshould identify

thedistribution,and in particularthecriticalparam eter

K r
c,which itm ostlikely correspondsto.In practicethis

m ightbe di�cult,and we return to this question later.

For the m om ent,we only assum e that it is possible to

identify K r
c. W e propose that the naturalcontrolpa-

ram eterofthe criticalbehaviouris� = (K � K r
c)=K

r
c.

The act ofaveraging should then be perform ed for the

sam ples with the sam e �. W e propose to adoptthe �-

nite size scaling hypothesis for the criticalbehaviourof

a genericphysicalquantity Q ,

�Q (L;�)= L
� y
q(L� �) ; (3)

whereq(z)isauniversalscalingfunction,and y;�arethe

criticalexponentsforQ ,and the true correlation length

� / � � �. Note that som e aspects ofthis proposition

arealreadypracticed in num ericalstudies:sizeablenoise-

reductioniscustom arilyreachedbyadjustingtherandom

variablesafter they are generated,e.g. in orderto keep

theirm ean valueconstant.

Nextwe assum e the validity ofEq.3 and perform the

standard �nitesizescaling,todem onstratehow thatpro-

cedure’s inherent noise can m ask the true criticalbe-

haviour.Som eofthekey resultsoftheanalysisare:i)we

�nd thattheexponentoftheintrinsiccorrelation length

� m ightbedi�erentfrom �F S appearing in thestandard

�nitesizescaling.Thereforethetheorem ofRef.[1]does

not provide constraints on the true exponent �. ii) In

particular,� can be lessthan 2=d. In thiscase typically

�F S = 2=d.

The standard �nite size scaling procedure [8]in dis-

ordered system scallsforcalculating a physicalquantity,

Q , such as the criticalsusceptibility, for di�erent val-

uesofN and K ,the system sizeand controlparam eter,

each tim e perform ing the calculations for a num ber of

disorderrealizations.Averaging overthe disorderyields

hQ (K )i,and the criticalcoupling K c is then identi�ed

for instance from a crossing pattern [9]. Requiring the

collapseofthedata,when plotted asa function ofL1=��,

where�= (K � Kc)=K c,determ inesthe exponents.

To m ake contactbetween the standard scaling proce-

dureand Eq.3,a relation between theuniqueK c and the


uctuatingK r
c hastobeconstructed.A sim plerepresen-

tation oftheinherentnoise,oruncertainity,isto assum e

the validity ofthe centrallim ittheorem forK r
c

� = �+
D

Ld=2
x ; (4)
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where x is a random variable with a distribution width

ofO (1).HereD m easuresthescatterin K r
c,and �isthe

distance from the averagecriticalpointK c.Aswe have

seen,thisisnotnecessarily true forallsystem s,and we

willreturn to the case when the 
uctuations scale with

a di�erentpower.

The standard procedure neglects the 
uctuations of

K r
c,which isequivalentto averaging

�Q overtherandom

variablex ofEq.4:

hQ i= L
� y

*

q

 

D
�
L
1� d�

2

�

x +
�Ld=2

D

� �
! +

: (5)

Herethe x averageisdenoted by h:::i,corresponding to

the standard averaging procedure,asopposed to �Q ,the

correlated averaging ofthe new procedurein Eq.3.

Firstweanalyzethecriticalpointitself,then weshall

proceed to extractthe criticalbehaviourofthe correla-

tion length.At�= 0 the scaling form forQ is

hQ i= L
� y
D

q

�

D
�
x
�
L
1� d�

2

�E

: (6)

For � > 2=d the argum ent ofthe scaling function ap-

proacheszero with increasing system size,and theL de-

pendenceoftheaveragedquantityhQ (L)iischaracterized

by the intrinsic exponenty.Here we use the custom ary

assum ption that the universalscaling function q(z) ap-

proachesa �nite value asz ! 0.

In the � < 2=d case,however,the argum ent ofq(z)

goesto largevalues,probing deeply non-criticalregions,

even though the system is assum ed to be atcriticality.

To highlighttheconsequencesofthis,weproceed with a

genericform forthe asym ptoticbehaviourofthescaling

function,adopting q(z)/ z� �. From Eq.6 hQ i/ L� 
,

where
= y+ �
�

1� d�=2
�

.Clearly theL dependenceof

the averaged hQ iisdi�erentfrom the intrinsic valuey.

Nextwedevelop an understanding oftheregion in the

proxim ityofthecriticalpoint,i.e.thecaseof�nite�.Let

us�rstfocus on � < 2=d. From Eq.5 one identi�estwo

scaling regions,governed by two di�erentcharacteristic

diverging length scales.

Forlarge system sizesinevitably D �L1� d�=2 � 1 ,so

the argum entofq(z)again extendsto largevalues.Uti-

lizing the previousasym ptoticm odelform ,

hQ i= L
� 

q̂
�

�L
d=2

�

: (7)

from which a length scale can be identi�ed,characteriz-

ing the �nite size scaling ofhQ i,averaged in the stan-

dard way.Itdivergeswith an exponent�F S = 2=d even

though the true exponent� is less than 2=d. Thisresult

now dem onstrates in general, what has been observed

earlierforthe binary exam ple: the standard,or\grand

canonical" averaging introduces a noise,which in turn

generates a new length scale and a corresponding new

exponentinto the analysis.

Theotherscalingregionisreachedwhen �Ld=2=D � 1.

In thislim it

hQ i= L
� y
q
�

�
�
L
�

: (8)

As is known,for large values of��L,the � exponentis

notaccessibleby �nitesizescaling [8],hence��L should

be keptaround unity. Therefore the determ ination of�

requires the study ofthe region away from the asym p-

totics:large� and sm allsystem sizes.Forweak disorder

(D � 1)this window in factm ightbe wide enough for

practicalpurposes. To reiterate,however,studies con-

centrating on the asym ptotic region are bound to see

�F S = 2=d.

In thecaseof�> 2=d thestandard procedureiscapa-

bleofaccessingthetrue�:itcan beobtainedfrom hQ iby

increasing thesystem sizeto theextentof�Ld=2=D � 1,

but keeping ��L / O (1). This again im plies avoiding

the \non-scaling" region around � = 0. For strong dis-

order and sm allavailable system sizes,one can end up

again with largeargum entsofq(z),and consequently in

thescaling regim edescribed by �F S and 
(Eq.7).There

areseveraladditionalcrossoverregim esin theparam eter

space,which can be studied based on Eq.5.

W hat happens ifinstead ofthe central-lim it-theorem

form ,L� d=2,the
uctuationsofK r
c aredescribed bysom e

otherpowerlaw? Forinstance,on physicalgrounds,the


uctuationsm ay scale with the correlation length expo-

nent

� = �+
D

L1=�
x : (9)

Substituting thisexpression intoEq.3and averagingover

x showsthatthestandard procedureand ourproposition

givethesam eresultfortheexponents,although thescal-

ing function changesdueto the di�erencein averaging.

Equation 9 can help incorporatetheidea ofK r
c in the

scaling.O necan appreciatethatfrom looking ata �nite

sam ple,itisfarfrom trivialto identify K r
c,belonging to

thein�nitesystem .A solution m ightbesuggested by re-

calling thatforordered classicalm agnets,the m axim um

ofthe susceptibility ofa �nite size sam ple is shifted as:

Tc(L)� Tc(1 )/ L� 1=�,justasin Eq.9.Scalingthen can

be perform ed in term sofTc(L),resulting in the correct

exponents. Even in the absence ofknowledge ofthe K r
c

ofthecorrespondingin�nitesystem ,onecan stillextract

a ~K r
c from a speci�c feature ofa criticalquantity ofthe

�nite size system . Using this ~K r
c in ournew scaling ap-

proach should provide the correctexponent�,provided

that ~K r
c � Kr

c / L� 1=�,a reasonableassum ption.

W e are thus left with the task ofidentifying ~K r
c ofa

�nite system . For m any quantum system s at T = 0 a

reasonable proposition for ~K r
c m ightbe the value ofK ,

where the gap to the �rst excitation vanishes or has a

m inim um . For classicalsystem s ~K r
c m ay be identi�ed

wheresom ecriticalsusceptibility exhibitsa m axim um .
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To dem onstrate the above ideas,considerstrongly in-

teracting bosonsin a random potentialatzero tem per-

ature. In Ref.[7]renorm alization 
ows were generated

by integrating out the sites with highest excitation en-

ergies. For in�nite range hopping the renorm alization

group (RG ) equations are exact. In particular,at the

M ott-Insulatorto Super
uid transition weak disorderis

irrelevant and � = 1=d. Because ofthe presence ofan

underlyingRG oneexpectsthevalidity of�nite-sizescal-

ing.

0.33

Ν      1/χ-0.15

64
128
256

δ Ν

∆ Ν

0.3

1.60

0.5

1/χ

0.1
0.20

FIG .1. Scaling plotofthe inverse susceptibility using the

noveland the standard (insert) averaging procedure for sys-

tem sizesN= 64,128,256.

W e carried out the �nite-size scaling analysis ofthe

averagelocalsusceptibility atweak but�nitedisorderfor

system sizesN = 64;128;256.Firstweused thestandard

averaging procedure (insert ofFig.1),and we obtained

�F S ’ 3=d after averaging over 1024 realizations of a

uniform disorder distribution ofthe random potential.

The collapse ofthe curves for di�erent system sizes is

notperfect,and we expectthatasN increases,�F S !

2=d. Fig.1 showsthe sam e quantity scaled by using ~K r
c

extracted from the divergence of the susceptibility for

each sam ple separately. The scaling is convincing,and

yieldstheexactexponent�= 1=d.Theexhibited curves

wereobtained byaveragingoverm uch fewersam plesthan

before,only 16,yet the scaling region extends by m ore

than an orderofm agnitudefurtherin term softhescaling

variable,N �,clearlydem onstratingaverye�ectivenoise

reduction.

In som enum ericalstudies,such asin Ref.[4]a �F S <

2=d has been reported,using the traditionalaveraging

procedure. W e would like to em phasize that this �nd-

ing can be perfectly accom odated in the presenttheory.

First,our analysis does not suggest that �F S m ust be

greaterorequalto 2=d:thisisonly the m ostlikely sce-

nario.If,forinstance,Eq.9 describesthe 
uctuationsof

K r
c,then �F S = �,and thuscan belessthan 2=d.Appar-

ently,thisisthecasein theexam pleoftheM ott-Insulator

to Bose-G lasstransition in Eq.2.Second,asem phasized

after Eq.8,ifthe 
uctuations ofK r
c are sm alland the

sam ple size isnottoo big,then the true � can and will

be observed in �nite size scaling. Finally, this theory

isnotaddressing the problem sassociated with distribu-

tionswith long power-law tails[10],orm ulticritical�xed

points [11]. After averaging,we stillexpect a gaussian

distribution,with exponentialtails.

Now wewould liketore
ecton theHarriscriterion [2].

An insightfulderivation im aginesdividing thesam pleto

blocksofsize�.For�< 2=d,the
uctuationsofthelocal

\Tc’s"oftheblocksarebiggerthan thedistancefrom the

trueTc and itisconcluded that�cannotbesm allerthan

2=d. In our fram ework this negative result only m eans

thattheblockingprocedureceasestobeavalid approach

to the in�nite system ,and saysnothing aboutthe value

oftheinherentexponents.An RG based investigation of

thisproblem willbe given elsewhere.

In sum ,wereinvestigated thetheory of�nitesizescal-

ing in disordered system s. W e found that the standard

averaging procedure introduces a new diverging length

scale into the problem ,therefore the �nite size scaling

exponent�F S m ay be unrelated to the inherent� ofthe

true correlation length. In particular, we constructed

two exam plesexplicitly,whereexactcalculationsproved

that the inherent � is less than 2=d. W e proposed an

alternative m ethod,which achieves a rem arkable noise

reduction,and therefore iscapable ofaccessing the true

exponentsofthe physicalproblem .
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