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A bstract

The state space of�nite square and cubic Ising spin glass m odels is

analysed in term s ofthe globaland the localdensity ofstates. System s

with uniform and gaussian probabilitydistribution ofinteractionsarecom -

pared. Di�erent m easures for the localstate density are presented and

discussed. In particular the question whether the localdensity ofstates

growsexponentially ornotisconsidered.Thedirectcom parison ofglobal

and localdensities leads to consequences for the structure ofthe state

space.

1 Introduction

Theoften very unusualdynam icbehaviourofcom plex system slikespin glasses

[1,2]issigni�cantly determ ined by thepropertiesoftheirstatespace.O nekey

to understand the relaxation and aging e�ects in thisclass ofsystem sin par-

ticularforthelow-tem peratureregion isgiven by thestructureoflocalm inim a

and barriersin thelow-lying energy landscape.In orderto constructm odelsof

thislandscape,which are usefulforsim ulating the non-equilibrium dynam ics,

it is necessary to extract and to quantify the im portant structuralproperties

ofthis landscape. Unfortunately in experim ents the state-space structure is

only indirectly accessable. Forsystem swith long-range interactionsanalytical
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m ean-�eld-like m ethodshave been applied to investigate the state-space prop-

erties. The situation forshort-range system sism ore com plicated. Due to the

com putationale�ortneeded theexactcalculation oftheenergetically low-lying

excitations ofa system is restricted to sm allsystem sizes. Nevertheless the

analysis ofsm allsytem s can give a �rst understanding ofe�ects in principle

and help to check m odelassum ptions.

O ne of the sim plest m odels for com plex system s is the Ising-spin glass.

Therehasbeen donea lotofresearch concerning thelong-range SK -m odel[3].

A few num ericaland experim entalworkstried to analysethestate-spacestruc-

ture m ore or less directly [4,5]. This was m ostly done in order to check the

interesting theoreticalpredictions for the hierarchicalstructure ofthe phase

space ofthe SK m odel[6]. For short-range system s the situation is m ore un-

satisfying. For sm all� J m odelsystem s a detailed analysis ofthe state-space

hasbe done in [7]. Itisunclearhow strong the state-space structure found is

in
uenced by the discretness ofthe interactions. As a counterpart to the � J

system susually system swith gaussian distributed interactionsbetween nearest

neighboursare treated. An extensive analysis ofthe m orphology ofthe state

space wasundertaken in [8]by useoftheso called lid m ethod.

An interesting outcom e ofthisinvestigations was,thatthe localdensity of

states inside a state-space pocket seem s to grow exponentially. Such an ex-

ponentialincrease ofthe localdensity ofstates with increasing energy would

lead to drasticaltherm odynam icconsequences.Fortem peraturesbelow a crit-

icaltem perature the occupation probability would reach its m axim um at the

ground-state energy. Thusthe system is trapped in a certain state-space val-

ley fora long tim e oreven forever,provided thatthe barrierssurrounding this

pocketarehigh enough.Forincreasingtem peraturesthem axim um oftheoccu-

pation probability jum psata criticaltem perature Tc from the m inim alto the

m axim alenergy ofthesystem .Thereforetheprobability toleavetheconsidered

valley increasesdrastically.Thesystem isno longertrapped in thisvalley.

Thisbehaviourisnotonly im portantfrom a therm odynam icpointofview,

but for optim ization problem s and m ethods,too [9]. Assum ing there exists
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such acriticaltem perature,thecoolingschem eforsim ulated annealingm ethods

should bechosen in such a way,thatthealgorithm hasfound theground-state

valley ata tem perature above the criticalone.O therwise itm ay happen,that

the algorithm never �ndsthe true ground-state due to the low probability to

jum p to othervalleysbelow thecriticaltem perature.

Ifthelocaldensity ofstatesisexactly exponential,thecriticaltem perature

issharply de�ned.However,ifthereisno exponentialbehaviour,thetransition

m ight vanish or is at least sm eared out. In this paper we try to clearify this

situation.W e analysed �nite two-and three-dim ensionalsystem swith respect

to theirdensity ofstates.Starting from theexactknowledgeofallenergetically

low-lying stateswecalculated at�rsttheglobaldensity ofstates.Aftersorting

thestatesaccording to thevalley in state spacethey belong to,wewilldiscuss

variousdi�erently m easuresforthelocalstatedensity.Finally wewillcom pare

these di�erentm easures.

2 M odeland m ethods

In the following we willpresent results for two-and three-dim ensionalIsing-

spin system s on square and cubic lattices with random ly chosen interactions

between nearestneighboursand periodicboundary conditions.Thelattice size

is restricted by com putationalreasons and is L = 8 for the two-dim ensional

and L = 4 forthethree-dim ensionalcase.Thereisno external�eld applied to

the system s.

W e analysed system swith a gaussian distribution ofinteractionsaswellas

system swith a uniform distribution.A disantvantage ofthegaussian distribu-

tion ofinteractions in particular forlocalstructure investigations ofthe state

space is the possibility ofextrem ely large local�elds. These �elds can lead

to a crossing ofallenergy barriers by just a single spin 
ip. This unphysical

drawback can be overcom e by using a uniform distribution,which is in this

sense a counterpartto the gaussian one. Itrestrictsthe m axim alstrengthsof

interactionsand thusthe m axim allocal�eld.

In ordertoallow thecom parison ofboth distributionsthe�rsttwom om ents
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havebeen setequal.Asusualthem ean issettozeroand thestandard deviation

isnorm alized tounity.Ifthischoiceleadstoaverysim ilarstate-spacestructure,

both system classescould beused alternatively.

The basisofthe state-space analysisisan exactdeterm ination ofallener-

getically low-lying statesup toagiven cut-o�energy by them ethod ofrecursive

branch-and-bound [10]. The m ain idea ofthism ethod isto search the binary

tree ofallstates. The search can be restricted by �nding lower bounds for

the m inim alreachable energy insideofa subtree.Ifthislowerbound ishigher

than the energy ofa suboptim alstate already found,itisnotnecessary to ex-

am ine the corresponding subtree. A �rstgood suboptim alstate can be found

by recursively solving sm allersubproblem s.By adding an energy o�setto the

calculated lower boundsitispossible to calculate notonly the ground states,

butallstatesbelow a given cut-o� energy too.

The obtained stateswere ordered by increasing energy using a distributed

sortalgorithm .Starting from the ground state and successively increasing the

m axim alenergy oftheconsidered statesallstatesaresorted according to their

valley in the con�guration space.Fora chosen energy two statesare sorted to

thesam evalley,ifonestatecan bereached from theothervia a seriesofsingle

spin 
ipswithoutexceeding the chosen energy. Thusthe de�nition ofa valley

dependson thisenergy.Each valley can beaddressed by thestatewith m inim al

energy inside ofthe valley. Note,thata valley isjoined with a m ore low-lying

valley,ifthe considered energy becom eslarger than the barrierbetween both

valleys.Furtherm ore itshould benoted here,thatthe de�nition ofa valley of

course dependson the de�nition ofneighbouring spin con�gurations. As itis

donein m ostinvestigationswerestricted ourselfto consideronly singlespin 
ip

processes.

3 R esults

Theglobaldensity ofstatesgglobal(")(G DO S)isde�ned asthenum berofstates

with energy " perspin above the ground state. Fig. 1 showsthe logarithm of

theglobaldensity ofstatesnorm alized to thenum berofspinsN in thesystem
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for the 2d and the 3d system s with gaussian and uniform distribution. The

results are averaged over 20 di�erent realizations ofdisorder for the gaussian

distribution and over 50 sam ples for the uniform distribution. The errorbars

give an idea ofthesam ple to sam ple
uctuations.

The G DO S is signi�cantly higher for the 2d system s com pared to the 3d

system s. This is obviously caused by the di�erent coordination num bers,as

can beseen in �g.2.TheG DO S forthegaussian distribution isslightly higher

than fortheuniform distribution.Nevertheless,thereseem stobenoqualitative

di�erence between both curves.

For allsystem s the G DO S increases clearly subexponentially with energy.

To quantify thisbehaviouritispossibleto m ake an ansatz oftheform

g(")/ exp

�

c+ �"+ 
"
�

�

(1)

forsm allenergies " above the m inim alenergy. The occupation probability in

equilibrium then reads

p(")/ exp

h

c+ (�� �)"+ 
"
�

i

; (2)

where � denotesthe inverse tem perature.The extrem alvalue ofsuch a distri-

bution isreached for

"ext =

�
�� �


�

�1=(�� 1)

: (3)

Theonlysingularpointin (3)isat� = �.In thelinearcase
= 0them axim um

of(2)jum psatthisvalueof� from them axim alenergy ofthesystem forhigh

tem peraturesto the m inim alenergy forlow tem peratures.

If however 
 6= 0 and � > 1 the subexponentialbehaviour of the DO S

as found in our data leads to a negative coe�cient 
. Then it can easily be

seen that the energy of the m axim um of (2) is positive and �nite for high

tem peraturesand goesdown with decreasing tem perature.Atand below T =

1=�theoccupation probability ishighestfor"ext = 0.Ifthelinearterm in g(")

vanishes(�= 0)and 0 < � < 1,the m axim um energy goescontinuously from

the m axim alenergy ofthe system down to the m inim alone with decreasing

tem perature.Thusthereisno sign ofa criticalbehaviourcaused by theDO S.
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Asaresultoftheabovediscussion wechosetwo di�erentansatzesfor�tting

functionsin orderto analyse ournum ericaldata. For� = 2 (1)sim pli�esto a

quadratic polynom ialansatz,which we callin the following the quadratic �t.

The choice �= 0 leadsto a �tting ansatz withoutany linearterm ,which will

becalled power�t.

The quadratic �ts shown in �g. 1 �t the data quite well. The ratio of

the linear and the quadratic coe�cient corresponds for the 3d system s to an

energy ofabout 0:47 per spin. The inverse linear coe�cients correspond to

a tem perature ofT � 0:5 in 2d and T � 0:65 in 3d. The errors ofthese �t

param etershavebeen estim ated.Fortheenergy perspin itisoftheorder0:05

perspin,the errorforthe tem perature can be estim ated to 0:05. The linesin

�g.2arepower�ts,which seem to�tthedataquitewell,too.Thegaussian and

the uniform distribution di�eronly in the coe�cientsc and 
. The exponents

� are about0.72 forboth distributions.Theerrorisofthe order0:05.

The localDO S (LDO S)isgiven by the num berofstatesinside a valley at

a given energy. In order to average the LDO S,it is necessary to clearify the

m easuring procedure.W e discussherethree di�erentpossibilities.

The �rst one is to start at a high tem perature and to perform a steepest

descent algorithm . The LDO S ofthe valley the system was trapped in,can

then bem easured relatively to them inim alenergy ofthisvalley.Theaveraging

willbe done over di�erent runsand di�erent realizations ofinteractions. W e

willcallthe m easurede�ned in thatway relatively m easured LDO S (RLDO S)

and denote itby grel.

Thesecond possibility assum esthattheground-stateofthesystem isknown

already. Then the localdensity ofstates can be m easured relatively to the

ground-stateenergy instead ofthem inim alenergy ofthevalley found.W ewill

callthis variant absolutely m easured LDO S (ALDO S) and denote it by gabs.

Ifthe averaging proceduresforgrel and gabs are restricted to the ground-state

valley,both variantsare equivalentand resultin the averaged localdensity of

ground-state valleys(G LDO S),which willbedenoted by ggs.

It should be noted here,that in practice the averaging willbe perform ed
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notoverdi�erentruns,butoverallvalleysfound up to thecut-o� energy.This

m ay causean system aticerrordueto valleyswith localm inim a higherthan the

cut-o� energy.O bviously,thise�ectcould only beim portantforgrel.

As for the G DO S the RLDO S as a function ofthe energy per bond "=d

is quite equivalent for 2d and 3d system s (Fig. 3). However, for energies

higher than 0:02 per bond there seem to be system atic deviations. In both

dim ensions grel is slightly higher for the gaussian distribution. Both �tting

ansatzes�tthenum ericaldata quitewell,ascan beseen by theexam plesgiven

in �g. 3. The linear coe�cients ofthe quadratic �ts correspond to critical

tem peraturesofabout0:85 in the3d case.Theratio between thelinearand the

quadratic coe�cientsisequivalentto an energy ofabout0:6 (2d)and 0:9(3d).

Thealternativepower�tresultsin an exponent�� 0:85 forboth distributions.

Fortheabsolutely m easured DO S itisnotpossibleto m ap theresultsfor2d

to the resultsin 3d by taking into accountthe di�erentcoordination num bers

(Fig. 4). The planarsystem sresultin a lowerALDO S com pared to the cubic

system s. M oreover the power �ts lead to exponents �,which are very close

to unity. The only exception is the 2d uniform distributed system with � �

1:17. The quadratic �tsresultin ratios between the linear and the quadratic

coe�cientslargerthan 1:0 perspin (2d gaussian)and largerthan 2:0 perspin

(3d),which isalm ostthe inverse ground-state energy perspin. The exception

isagain the 2d uniform distributed system with a ratio ofabout0:3 perspin.

Allin allthe ALDO S grows alm ost exponentially with energy and the linear

coe�cientscorrespond to tem peraturesofabout0:82 in 3d and 0:71 or0:87 for

2d system swith gaussian oruniform distribution,respectively.

For the averaged LDO S of the ground-state valleys the 2d uniform dis-

tributed case seem s to be an exception,too (Fig. 5). Itisnotclear,whether

thisisreally an e�ectorjusta problem ofthestatisticalerrors.Theggs versus

energy perbond curvesfortheothercasesagreequitewell.Thepower�tslead

to an exponent� between 0:77 and 0:89. According to the ratio ofthe linear

and the quadratic term ofthe quadratic �tsthe deviationsfrom the linearbe-

haviourare ofthe orderunity forenergiesbetween 0:6 and 0:9 perspin. The
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linearterm scorrespond to tem peraturesofabout0:5 (2d)and 0:65 (3d),which

agree with theG DO S values.

In �g. 6 the di�erent DO S m easures are com pared for the 3d uniform

distributed case.W ith increasing energy allvalleysarejoined successively with

m ore low-lying valleys. Ifthere isessentially only the ground-state valley left,

the di�erentDO S m easures becom e equivalent. This seem s to be the case at

an energy ofabout0:13 perspin.ForalllowerenergiestheglobalDO S,which

countsthestatesin allexisting valleys,iscertainly largerthan theDO S ofthe

ground-statevalleys.Becausegabs isaveraged overtheground-statevalley and

m ore high-lying valleys and gabs is always lower than the ground-state valley

DO S ggs, for absolutely m easured energies the localDO S of the high-lying

valleysissm allerthan theG LDO S.O n theotherhand therelatively m easured

RLDO S grel,which m easures the DO S relatively to the m inim alenergy ofa

valley,isalwayslargerthan theG LDO S.Thereforethem orehigh lying valleys

m usthavelargerlocaldensitiesofstatesthan theground-statevalley m easured

relatively to them inim alenergy ofthese valleys.

4 Sum m ary

W e investigated the globaland the localDO S forsquare and cubic Ising spin

glass system s with a gaussian and with a uniform probability distribution of

interactions,respectively.Thequantitative di�erencesbetween the 2d and the

3d system s are m ostly caused by their di�erent coordination num bers. Al-

though the �rsttwo m om ents ofthe chosen distributions ofinteractions were

set equal, the DO S for the gaussian system s is slightly higher than for the

uniform distributed system s.Howeverthere isno signi�cantqualitative di�er-

ence.Thereforeitshould bepossibleto useboth distributionsalternatively for

investigationsofthestate-space structure.

From thedirectcom parison ofthedi�erentDO S m easuresitfollows,thatat

agiven absoluteenergy m ostofthevalleyshavealowerLDO S than theground-

statevalley.O n theotherhand,them orehigh lyingvalleyshaveahigherLDO S

m easured relatively to the m inim alenergy ofthe considered valley. Thus we

8



geta pictureofthestatespacewith sm allenergetically low-lying valleyswhich

have high energy barriers and wide energetically high-lying valleys with low

energy barriers.

The existence ofa large ground-state valley in the system could explain,

why sim ple heuristic and approxim ative optim izing algorithm s often are able

to �nd very good sub-optim alstates in problem s ofthis kind. In a �rst ap-

proxim ation the probability to �nd the ground-state valley ofa system by a

random search at a given energy is de�ned by the ratio between the DO S of

theground-statevalley and theglobalDO S.In �g.6 thisratio isforhigh ener-

giesclose to unity and decreasesforlowerenergies. Therefore a sim ple search

algorithm can easily �nd thetrueground-statevalley athigh energies(orhigh

tem peratures). W ith decreasing energy or tem perature the chance to hit the

rightsub-valley decreases. Thusthe algorithm will�nd sub-optim alsolutions,

butnotnecessarily theoptim alstate.

A second feature ofthe state space picture seen here is,that for valleys

which start at a high energy the RLDO S grows faster with energy than for

valleyswhich startata lowerenergy. Asthe LDO S should determ ine m ostof

the non-equlibrium therm odynam icpropertiesseen in realorcom puterexper-

im ents,these propertieswilldepend on the energy range atwhich the system

isinvestigated.Thisshould bekeptin m ind whileapproxim ating ground-state

or low-tem perature properties by the investigation ofenergetically high-lying

valleys.

The m ore detailed quantitative analysis ofthe DO S shows that only the

absolutely m easured localDO S gabs growsalm ostexponentially.Allotherm ea-

suresforthe localDO S and the globalDO S grow clearly subexponentially.In

allthese cases the applied two trial�tswith a quadratic and a poweransatz,

respectively,describe the num ericaldata for the logarithm ofthe DO S quite

well.

Forthequadratic�tsthecorrectionsto thelinearbehaviourbecom eofthe

orderunity forenergiesofabout0:5perspin.Thelinearcoe�cientscorrespond

to tem peratures,which are for the 3d system s in the region ofthe transition
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tem perature found for the gaussian system s [11]. However, although there

should only bea zero-tem perature transition in 2d,thetem peraturesresulting

from thequadratic�tsareabout0:5.Thepower�tsdi�erin theabsoluteterm s

and the coe�cients ofthe powerterm s. The exponentsare with valuesabout

0:7 signi�cantly di�erentto a linear behaviour. Therefore there isatleast no

sharply de�ned transition tem perature,below which a system is trapped in a

valley.

Thequestion whethertheform ofthelocalDO S leadsto a transition atall

rem ainsunclear.Todecidethis,afurtheranalysisoftheoccupation probability

ofavalley with respecttothedistribution ofenergy barriersofthisvalley would

be necessary. Furtherm ore the barrierdistribution com bined with the density

oflocalm inim a willgive a better understanding ofthe physicalm eaning and

the connectionsbetween the di�erentLDO S m easures.

It should be noted here that the de�nition ofthe di�erent DO S m easures

doesnotdepend on the underlying m odel.Therefore the quantitative analysis

ofthese propertiesshould give a betterinsightin the state space structure of

sim ilarphysicaland optim ization problem s,too.
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