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R evisiting the T heory of Finite Size Scaling in D isordered System s:
Can Be Less Than 2/d
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For phase transitions in disordered system s, an exact theorem provides a bound on the nite

size correlation length exponent: s

2=d. It is believed that the true critical exponent ofa

disorder induced phase transition satis esthe sam ebound. W e argue that In disordered system s the
standard averaging introduces a noise, and a corresponding new diverging length scale, characterized
by rs = 2=d. This length scale, however, is ndependent of the system ’s own correlation length

Therefore can be lss than 2=d. W e illustrate these ideas on two exact exam ples, w ith

< 2=d.

W e propose a new m ethod of disorder averaging, which achieves a rem arkable noise reduction, and

thus is able to capture the true exponents.

PACS numbers: 7510Nzr, 7540M g, 05.70Fh, 7215Rn

Using a very general form ulation, Ref. ] presented
an exact theorem , which puts constraints on the nite
size correlation length exponent rgs of a large class of
disordered system s: rs 2=d, where d is the dim en—
sion. This relation is often referred to as the quantum
H arris criterion []]. W hilem any investigations found ex—
ponents in accordance w ith this bound, there is an in—
creasing num ber of results n contradiction with . In
particular, in a m odel for charge density w aves exact cal-
culbtionsyielded = 1=2 below Purdin ensions fJ], and
num erical studies on 2d disordered B oseH ubbard m od—
els bund ’ 07 [l. Experimentally the Bose glass
transition of heliim in aerogel E], and the localization
transition in doped sem iconductors E] Seem to violate
this bound. In this paper we argue that the rgs 2=d
constraint is characteristic only to the m ethod used to
carry out the disorder average, and the true exponent
is Independent of this bound.

T o start our considerationsofrandom sytem s, we chose
the sam e type of disorderused by R ef. [l|]: a binary distri-
bution for, say, a disordered site energy. T ypically, phys—
ical quantities are calculated by averaging over di erent
disorder realizations. For calculational convenience, the
standard m ethod is analogous to the \grand canonical"
approach: In purities are put on each site wih a given
probability, p, and the averagihg is carried out for all
possible concentration of m purities and their con gura—
tions. An altemative m ethod, which could be tem ed
the \canonical" approach, keeps the num ber of m puri-
ties xed, and the average is taken only over the possble
con gurations of these im purities. For In nite system s
the two m ethods are equivalent. The density uctua-
tions in the grand canonicalm ethod, how ever, introduce
an extra noise. This noise vanishes in the n nie sys—
tem , but it m ay alter the results ofthe nite size scaling.
T he \canonicalaveraging" strongly reduces this noise by
excluding density uctuations.

W e now argue that the bound obtained in Ref. ﬂ] is
only generated by the noise introduced by the \grand

canonical averaging”. D i erent choices, such as using
\canonical averaging", produce di erent bounds. The
theoram of Ref. ] considers a random system where
a phase transiion is induced by changing the concen-
tration K of site (or bond) inpurities. Let Y be any
event depending on disorder realizations in a nie vol
um e, w ith probability P K ). ThisP (K ) is calculated by
averaging over all disordered con gurations, and select—
Ing those compatbl wih Y . Averaging is perform ed
in the \grand canonical" way, since uctuations in the
density of in purities are allowed. From th%se_pran ises
the exact statem ent ¥P K )=dK j oconst: N ollows,
where N is the system size. A closer ook at the proof
reveals that this result is derived sokly from the con-
centration uctuations of the in purities, which were ex—
termally introduced in the averaging process (see the last
equation of the proof in Ref. ﬂ]) . Thus the bound on
TP (K )=dK jdoes not relate to the Intrinsic properties
of the system under Investigation. It only re ects the
\resolution" ofthe \grand-canonicalaveraging" . In other
w ords, because ofthe presence ofthe density uctuations,
them inim alresolvable change In K isdK / 1= N . The
probability P can changeatmost O (1), Inm ediately ex—
plaining the above bound.

On the other hand, if one uses \canonical averaging",
then the above inequality does not apply. For, in con—
trast to the previous case, the num ber of im purities is
now wellde ned. In the present binary exam ple, the re—
solvable change of K is bounded only by its m ininum
allowed increm ent, 1=N . Hence, TP K )=dK j N
A long the lines ofRef. ], the nequality rs 1=d now
follow s. A s before, this nequality is characteristic of the
\canonical averaging" only, and does not in pose any re—
striction on the true exponent of the physical system .
T he physical reason behind this is that both averaging
procedures Introduce a new characteristic kength sk,
w hich has the potential to obscure the true correlation
length of the physical system .

Tt is also in portant to note that the assum ption of a
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binary disorderplays a crucial role in deriving the above
bounds. For continuous distributions they do not nec—
essarily apply. To see this, consider the follow ng sin —
plk example, m otivated by the quantum phase transi-
tion betw een the so called M ott—Insulatorand B oseG lass
phases, which takes place in interacting bose system s
w ith site disorder. At this transition the renomm aliza-—
tion group ow s are controlled by a xed point w ith zero
hopping strength ﬂ], thus the system reducesto a collec—
tion of Independent sites w ith random energies. Let the
distrbbution of the site energy 2 [0;K ]be

+ 1
P()=K—+1K ; 1)

whih > 1. We generate N independent ; (1 =
W e de ne the

nitesize event Y to occur, when all ;’sare sm aller then
a given vaie 2 (0;K]. We x the value of , and
drive the transition by changing K . A s required by the
theorem of ], the probability P ofY happening is nite
at the critical value of the disorder, K. = . It goes to
zero exponentially w ith the system size N for K > K.
C lose to the transition, or = K Kco)=K ¢ 1, this
probability is

+1

PN; ) el : @)

A characteristic length scale ¢ can be now de ned as
a function of . It is detem Ined from the system size
asN¢ = ¢, whereP N¢; )=P N;0) l=e. De nig
a critical exponent as ¢ / S one arrivesat rpg =
(+ 1)=d. For < 1, g is kssthan 2=d. W hike we
considered a concrete exam ple, we em phasize that this
result can be relevant for any transition driven by local
singularities in the action.

M otivated by the above observations, we now attem pt
to constructam odi ed nite size scaling procedure, w hich
does have the potential to access the true exponents of
the system . T he centerpiece of our argum ent is the ol
low ing observation. If the distrdbution of the disorder is
given In an analytic form , that uniquely determ inesK .,
the critical value of the controlparam eter for the iIn nite
system . However, any given disorder realization in a -
nite system could have been generated from disorder dis—
tributionsw ith a range ofparam eters, corresponding to a
range ofK . values. In otherwords, i isunclarwhich in—

nie system ’s nite size realization did one sin ulate. A
distrbution is characterized com pletely by itsm om ents.
T ypically, K . is linked to som e of these m om ents, for In—
stance the dispersion. Fora nite system ofsize N , this
dispersion is determ ined only w ith a relative uncertainty
ofO0 (1= N ). Therefore there is a range of distribution
param eters which are com patdble with the speci ¢ real-
ization, and thus could have generated i. T his raises the
problem ,which K . to use In a nite size scaling analysis.

T he standard procedure answers this question by as—
sum ing that one can use a singke K . for all sam ples gen—
erated from the sam e distribution. However, the above
argum ent suggests that the very sam e sam ple m ay be
the realization ofdistributionsw ith di erent param eters,
leading to an Inherent noise in the procedure, sim ilar to
the above considered binary exam pls. In order to avoid
such a built=n noise, we now propose a modied nite
size scaling procedure for disordered system s. W e sug—
gest that foreach disorder realization one should identify
the distrbution, and in particular the critical param eter
K I, which i m ost likely corresponds to. In practice this
m Ight be di cul, and we retum to this question later.
For the mom ent, we only assum e that i is possble to
dentify K. W e propose that the natural control pa—
ram eter of the critical behaviour is = K K Z)>=KZ.
T he act of averaging should then be perform ed for the
sam ples with the same . W e propose to adopt the -
nite size scaling hypothesis for the critical behaviour of
a generic physical quantity Q ,

Q@;)=L Yq@ ) ; @3)

where q(z) isa universalscaling function, and y; arethe
critical exponents for Q , and the true correlation length

/ . Note that som e agpoects of this proposition
are already practiced In num erical studies: sizeable noise—
reduction is custom arily reached by ad justing the random
variables after they are generated, eg. In order to keep
theirm ean value constant.

N ext we assum e the validity oquE and perform the
standard nite size scaling, to dem onstrate how that pro—
cedure’s inherent noise can mask the true critical be-
haviour. Som e ofthe key resultsofthe analysisare: i) we

nd that the exponent of the Intrinsic correlation length

m ight be di erent from 5 appearing in the standard

nite size scaling. T herefore the theorem ofRef. ﬂ] does
not provide constraints on the true exponent . ii) In
particular, can be lssthan 2=d. In this case typically
Fs = 2=d.

The standard nite size scaling procedure ] n dis-
ordered system s calls for calculating a physical quantity,
Q, such as the critical susceptibility, for di erent val-
ues of N and K , the system size and control param eter,
each tin e perform ing the calculations for a num ber of
disorder realizations. A veraging over the disorder yields
D K )i, and the critical coupling K . is then identi ed
for instance from a crossing pattem E]. Requiring the
collapse of the data, when plotted as a finction of L= ,
where = K K.)=K ., detem ines the exponents.

To m ake contact between the standard scaling proce—
dure and E qﬂ, a relation between the unique K . and the

uctuating K ; hasto be constructed. A sin ple represen—
tation ofthe inherent noise, or uncertainity, is to assum e
the validity of the centrallin it theorem forK ;

D

= + Ld=2X ; @)




where x is a random variable w ith a distrdbution width
0fO (1). HereD measuresthe scatter n K ;,and isthe
distance from the average criticalpoint K .. A swe have
seen, this is not necessarily true for all system s, and we
will retum to the case when the uctuations scale with
a di erent power.

The standard procedure neglects the uctuations of
K I, which is equivalent to averaging Q over the random
variable x ofE qE:

* !+
mi=1L Y D L L
i= q
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Here the x average is denoted by h:: i, corresponding to
the standard averaging procedure, as opposed to Q , the
correlated averaging of the new procedure in E qE .

F irst we analyze the critical point itself, then we shall
proceed to extract the critical behaviour of the correla—
tion length. At = 0 the scaling orm forQ is

D E
mwi=L Y gD x L' T ©)

For > 2=d the argum ent of the scaling function ap-—
proaches zero w ith increasing system size, and the L de—
pendence ofthe averaged quantity I (L)1 is characterized
by the intrinsic exponent y. Here we use the custom ary
assum ption that the universal scaling function q(z) ap—
proachesa nievalieasz ! 0.

In the < 2=d case, however, the argum ent of g(z)
goes to large values, probing deeply non-critical regions,
even though the system is assum ed to be at criticality.
To highlight the consequences of this, we proceed w ith a
generic form for the asym ptotic behaviour of the scaling
function, adopting q(z) / z . From EqE mi/ L ,
where = y+ 1 d =2.Ckarly theL dependence of
the averaged D 1 is di erent from the intrinsic value y.

N ext we develop an understanding ofthe region in the
proxim iy ofthe criticalpoint, ie. thecaseof nie . Let
us rst bcuson < 2=d. From Eq.ﬂ one identi estwo
scaling regions, govemed by two di erent characteristic
diverging length scales.

For large system sizes inevitably D 1,0
the argum ent of q(z) again extends to large values. U ti-
lizing the previous asym ptotic m odel form ,

Ll d =2

mi=L ¢ L% )
from which a length scale can be identi ed, characteriz—
Ing the nie size scaling of D i, averaged in the stan—
dard way. It diverges w ith an exponent rg = 2=d even
though the true exponent is lss than 2=d. This result
now dem onstrates In general, what has been observed
earlier for the binary exam ple: the standard, or \grand
canonical" averaging introduces a noise, which in tum
generates a new length scale and a corresponding new
exponent Into the analysis.

T he other scaling region isreached when L%2=D 1.
In this Iim it

Wi=1L Yq L : @®)

A s isknown, for large values of L, the exponent is
not accessble by nie size scaling [E], hence L should
be kept around uniyy. T herefore the determ ination of

requires the study of the region away from the asymp—
totics: large and sn all system sizes. For weak disorder
O 1) this window in fact m ight be w ide enough for
practical purposes. To reiterate, however, studies con—
centrating on the asym ptotic region are bound to see

Fs = 2=d.

In the case of > 2=d the standard procedure is capa—
bl ofaccessing the true : it can be obtained from D iby
increasing the system size to the extent of L972=D 1,
but keeping L / O (1). This again Implies avoiding
the \non-scaling" region around = 0. For strong dis—
order and am all available system sizes, one can end up
again w ith large argum ents of q(z), and consequently in
the scaling regin e descrlbbed by s and CEq.EI) . There
are severaladditional crossover regin es In the param eter
space, w hich can be studied based on EqE.

W hat happens if instead of the centrallim i—theorem
orm ,L 92, the uctuationsofK I aredescribed by som e
other power law ? For instance, on physical grounds, the

uctuationsm ay scale w ith the correlation length expo—
nent

D
L=

= + X )
Substituting this expression into E qﬂ and averaging over
x show s that the standard procedure and our proposition
give the sam e result for the exponents, although the scal-
Ing function changes due to the di erence in averaging.
E quation E can help ncorporate the dea ofK [ in the
scaling. O ne can appreciate that from looking ata nite
sam ple, it is far from trivialto identify K [, belonging to
the in nite system . A solution m ight be suggested by re—
calling that for ordered classicalm agnets, the m axin um
of the susceptbility ofa nite size sam ple is shifted as:
To@) T.A)/ L ¥ ,qstash EqE. Scaling then can
be perform ed in tem s of T, (L), resulting in the correct
exponents. Even in the absence of know ledge of the K [
ofthe corresponding in nite system , one can still extract
a K from a speci c feature of a critical quantity of the
nite size system . Using this K'J in our new scaling ap—
proach should provide the correct exponent , provided
that K2 KZ/ L ' ,a reasonabl assum ption.
W e are thus left with the task of identifying K'; ofa
nie system . For many quantum systemsatT = 0 a
reasonable proposition for K'; m ight be the value ofK ,
where the gap to the 1rst excitation vanishes or has a
mininum . For classical system s K'Z may be identi ed
w here som e critical susceptbility exhibits a m axinum .



To dem onstrate the above ideas, consider strongly in-—
teracting bosons In a random potential at zero tem per—
ature. In Ref. ﬂ] renom alization ow s were generated
by integrating out the sites w ith highest excitation en—
ergies. For In nie range hopping the renom alization
group (RG) equations are exact. In particular, at the
M ott-Insulator to Super uid transition weak disorder is
irrelevant and = 1=d. Because of the presence of an
underlying RG one expects the validity of nite-size scal-

ing.
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FIG .1l. Scaling plot of the Inverse susceptibility using the
novel and the standard (insert) averaging procedure for sys—
tem sizes N= 64,128,256.

W e carried out the nitesize scaling analysis of the
average local susceptibility at weak but nite disorder for
system sizesN = 64;128;256. F irst we used the standard
averaging procedure (nsert of Fig.l), and we obtained

rs ' 3=d after averaging over 1024 realizations of a
unifom disorder distribution of the random potential.
The ocollapse of the curves for di erent system sizes is
not perfect, and we expect that asN increases, rs !
2=d. Fig.l show s the sam e quantity scaled by usihg K'J
extracted from the divergence of the susceptbiliy for
each sam pl separately. The scaling is convincing, and
yields the exact exponent = 1=d. T he exhibited curves
w ere obtained by averaging overm uch few er sam plesthan
before, only 16, yet the scaling region extends by m ore
than an order ofm agnitude fiirther In term s ofthe scaling
variable,N , clearly dem onstrating a very e ective noise
reduction.

In som e num erical studies, such as In Ref. E] a gs <
2=d has been reported, using the traditional averaging
procedure. W e would like to em phasize that this nd-
Ing can be perfectly accom odated in the present theory.
First, our analysis does not suggest that rg must be
greater or equalto 2=d: this is only the m ost lkely sce—
nario. If, for instance, qug describes the uctuations of
K Z,then rs = ,andthuscanbe lessthan 2=d. Appar-
ently, this isthe case in the exam ple oftheM ott-Thsulator
to B oseG Jass transition in qu . Second, as em phasized

after EqE, if the uctuations of K [ are small and the
sam ple size is not too big, then the true can and will
be observed In nite size scaling. Finally, this theory
is not addressing the problem s associated w ith distrdou-—
tionsw ith long powerdaw tails 1], orm ulticritical xed
points E]. A fter averaging, we still expect a gaussian
distrbbution, w ith exponential tails.

Now wewould like to re ect on the H arris criterion [E].
An insightfiill derivation In agines dividing the sam pl to
blocksofsize .For < 2=d,the uctuationsofthe local
\T.’s" ofthe blocks are bigger than the distance from the
true T, and it is concluded that cannotbe am aller than
2=d. In our fram ework this negative resut only m eans
that the blocking procedure ceases to be a valid approach
to the n nite system , and says nothing about the valuie
ofthe inherent exponents. An RG based investigation of
this problem willbe given elsew here.

In sum , we reinvestigated the theory of nite size scal-
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 g may be unrelated to the inherent ofthe
true correlation length. In particular, we constructed
tw o exam ples explicitly, where exact calculations proved
that the inherent is less than 2=d. W e proposed an
altemative m ethod, which achieves a rem arkable noise
reduction, and therefore is capable of accessing the true
exponents of the physical problam .
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